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ORDERS    OF    THE    DAY. 
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**  That  Mr.  Speaker  do  now  leave  the  Chair :  " — 

Persecution  of  the  Jews  in  Russia — Resolution — 

Amendment  proposed. 

To  leave  out  from  the  word  "  That "  to  the  end  of  the  Question,  in  order  to  add  the 
words  "  this  House,  deeply  deploring  the  persecution  and  outrages  to  which  the 
Jews  have  heen  suhjccted  in  portions  of  the  Russian  Empire,  trusts  that  Uer 
Majesty's  Government  will  find  means,  either  alone  or  in  conjunction  with  other 
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/rorwi*,)— instead  thereof  . .  . .  . .  •  •        30 

Question  proposed,  **  That  the  words  proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part 
of  the  Question  :  " — After  debate.  Amendment,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

Main  Question,  '^That  Mr.  Speaker  do  now  leave  the  Chair,"  put,  and 
agreed  to. 

SUPPLY — considered  in  Committee — Civil  Services  and  Revenue  Depart- 
ments Supplementary  Estimates,  1881-2 — 

(In  the  Committee.) 
Class  III. — Law  and  Justice. 

(i.)  Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed,  "That  a  sum,  not  exceeding  £34,919,  bo 
^;ranted  to  Her  Majesty,  to  defray  the  Charge  which  will  come  in  course  of  pay- 


Olus  it.*— Bmrnumr,  Sonao^  in)  Axr. 

OsUB  T.^-VMDBa>  iMB  ODioRiK  BtmCMk 
(I.)  I1,S00,  Ocdoida^  OwdiiBAid. 

ft.)  Mfltloa  wde,  MidQMiBcB  pwf  ow*,  "Thrt  *  — ly  w*  ttottdfa^  M,U6,IW 
oantidtoHwlbJMfy.to  drfm7tt0a«it*wU<favaioaBtina0Bmi«|HBH4 

ywiiad.  fa.,''— {JTr.  0'J)MMS.-]-Alt«'  ibort  Sm*,  MMm,  Vy  l«n,  wM. 


"  llMt  tlM  Itam  of  £24G,  lac  £"««■  p«ld  oi 
HJEhneoB  the  Dalca  of  Cambridge  into  ths  CMer  o    .... 

Thittle,  be  omitted  from  uio  propoied  Vote," — {Mr.  Snadhunt :) — After  Bhort 

debate,  Qnectioa  put,  and  ntgatittd. 
Original  Question  again  proposed  . . 
ilction  made,  and  Question  proposed,  "  That  the  Item  of  £1£D,  for  Compennticin  to 

Mr.  J.  H.  L.  Rogers,  be  omitted  from  the  propofed  Vote,"— (Jfr.  Btxton .)— After 

Aort  debate,  Motion,  by  leaTO,  Kilhdraum. 
Original  Question  put,  and  agreed  fa. 

P08T  OmoB. 

(70  Motion  made,  and  Question  imposed,  "  That  a  Supplementary  sum,  not  exceed. 
ing  £80,000,  be  granted  to  Her  Uljesty.  to  defray  the  Charge  vhicb  will  come  in 
Coutso  of  payment  during  the  year  ending  on  the  Slat  day  el  March  IBB2,  for  the 
Salaries  and  Slipeiises  of  the  Post  Office  Serricea,  the  Eipensea  of  Post  Office 
Saiings  Banks,  and  Government  Annuities  and  Insurances,  and  the  Collection  of 
tha  Post  Office  Rerenue  " 

Mitti,  "That  the  Chairman  do  report  Progreag,  and  ask  leave  to  ait  ngain," — 
(Jfr.  SeAreibir  .■)— Aftor  short  debate,  Motion,  by  leave,  taitAdnuon. 

Ong^nal  Qoeetion  put,  and  agretd  to. 

Post  Otoob  TBLBoaAPHa. 
(8.^  Motion  made,  and  QuMtion  proposed,  "  That  a  Supplementary  aam,  not  ezceed- 

mg  £80,000,  be  granted  to  Her  Majesty,  to  defray  the  Charge  which  will  come  in 

course  of  payment  dniing  the  year  ending  on  the  Slst  day  of  March  18S2,  for  the 

Salariee  and  Working  GipeoaeB  of  the  Post  Office  Telegraph  Service  " 
After  short  debate,  Mwid,  "  That  the  Chairman  do  report  ftogreaH,  and  ask  leave  to 

•it  BgMn,"— (Jfr.   ^orfon  .■)— After  further  short  debate.  Question  pat,  and  n^s- 

Hctd. 
Original  Question  again  proposed      . .  . . 

Xored,    "  That  the  Chairman  do  now  leave  the  Chair,"— (Jf;-.  Stdmond  ,■>— After 

•hort  delnto,  ftoestionput:- TheCommitteo  rfiVirfjrf;  Aves  8,  Noes  74;  Majority 

M.— (Wt.  Lirt,  S"o.  36.) 
Original  QBeiti<ni  again  proposed     ..  ..  •• 
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LORDS,  MONDAY,  MAECH  6. 
Attempt  upon  the  Life  of  Her  Majesty — Address  to  Her  Majesty — 

Moved,  "That  an  humble  Address  be  presented  to  Her  Majesty  to  express  our  horror  and 
indignation  at  the  reckless  and  wicked  attempt  made  on  Thursday  last  against  Her 
Alajesty's  Sacred  person,  and  our  heartfelt  cong^tulations  to  Her  Majesty  and  the 
country  on  Her  Majesty's  happy  preservation  from  danger ;  and  to  assure  Her  Majesty 
that  we  make  it  our  earnest  prayer  to  Almighty  God  that,  as  He  has  long  preserved 
to  us  the  blessings  that  we  enjoy  under  Her  Majesty's  beneficent  government,  He 
will  continue  to  watch  over  a  life  so  highly  prized  by  Her  ISIajesty's  loyal  subjects," 
— {The  Earl  Granville) 

After  short  debate,  Motion  agreed  io,  nemine  dmentiente,  and  a  message 
sent  to  the  Commons  to  communicate  to  them  the  said  Address  and  to 
desire  their  concurrence  therewith. 

Claims  of  Peerage,  &c. — Ee-Appointment  of  Select  Committee — 

Moved,  "That  the  Select  Committee  appointed  on  the  8th  of  July  1881  to  inquire  into 
the  present  state  of  the  law  as  to  claims  and  assumptions  of  titles  of  peerage  in  the 
United  Kingdom  and  in  Scotland  and  Ireland  respectively,  and  the  means  of  proving 
and  establishing  the  same ;  and  as  to  the  proceedings  and  claims  to  vote  at  elections 
of  Representative  Peers  of  Scotland  and  Ireland  respectively  ;  and  whether  it  is  de- 
sirable that  tlio  present  state  of  law  or  practice  as  to  any  of  the  matters  aforesaid 
should  be  amended ;  and  also  to  inquire  into  the  present  procedure  and  practice  of 
this  House  in  its  Committee  of  Privileges  ;  and  whether  such  procedure  and  practice 
can  be  amended  so  as  to  diminish  the  delay  and  expense  incident  to  the  determina- 
tion of  claims  of  peerage  and  claims  to  vote  at  elections  of  Representative  Peers  of 
Scotland  and  Ireland  respectively,  be  re-appointed,'* — (The  Earl  of  GaUowaif) 

Motion  agreed  to  : — List  of  the  Committee. 
Army  (India) — Military  Drafts — Motion  for  a  Eeturn — 

Moved  for,  "Return  of  the  number  of  non-commissioned  officers  and  soldiers  below 
the  age  of  20  who  have  been  sent  to  India  from  Ist  January  1881  to  Ist  January 
1882,  giving  the  designations  of  the  regiments  to  which  they  liave  been  respectively 
supplied," — {The  Earl  Fortescue) 

After  short  debate,  Motion  agreed  to. 

Universities  of  Oxford   and   Cambridge  Act,    1877 — The   Statutes — 

Motion  for  a  Paper — 

Moved,  "That  the  Statutes  laid  on  the  Table  of  this  House  by  the  Oxford  and  Cam- 
bric^ University  Commissioners  during  the  present  Session  be  forthwith  printed," 
— {The  Marquess  of  Salisburt/)  . .  . ,  •  •  • . 

After  short  debate.  Motion  agreed  to. 
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MOTIONS. 


Parliamentary  Oath — Mr.  Bradlaugh — Resolution — 

Movedf  **That  this  House,  having  ascertained  that  Mr.  Bradlaugh  has  been  rc-elccicd 
for  the  Borough  of  Northampton,  doth  re- affirm  the  Resolution  made  on  the  7th  of 
February  last,  and  doth  hereby  direct  that  Mr.  Bradlaugh  be  not  permitted  to  go 
through  the  form  of  taking  the  Oath  prescribed  by  the  Statutes  29  Vic.  c.  19,  and  31 
and  32  Vic.  c.  72,"— (fi^ir  Stafford  Northeote)  . .  . .  . .     1 

Amendment  proposed, 

To  leave  out  from  the  word  "That'*  to  the  end  of  the  Question,  in  order  to  add  the 
words  "  it  is  desirable  that  the  provisionsof  the  29  Vic.  c.  19,  and  31  and  32  Vic.  c.  72, 
should  be  so  modified  as  to  permit  every  elected  Member  of  this  House  to  take  the 
Oath  or  to  make  the  Affirmation  proscribed  under  those  Statutes  at  his  own  option," 
— (Jfr.  Marj(fribankSf) — ^instead  thereof. 

Question  proposed,  ''That  the  words  proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part 
of  the  Question:  ** — After  debate,  Question  put: — The  House  divided; 
Ayes  257,  Noes  242;  Majority  15.— (Diy.  List,  No.  37:)— Main 
Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Attempt  upon  the  Life  of  Her  Majesty — Address  to  BLer  Majesty — 

Message  ^m  The  Zordsj — That  they  have  agreed  to  an  Address  to  be 
presented  to  Her  Majesty,  to  which  they  desire  the  concurrence  of  this 
House. 

Address  to  Her  Majesty, — That  the  Message  of  The  Lords ^  communicating 
the  Address  of  their  Lordships  to  be  presented  to  Her  Majesty,  be 
now  taken  into  Consideration  : — And  the  same  was  read  . .     2 

After  short  debate,  Resolved,  Nemine  Contradicentej  That  this  House  doth 
agree  with  The  Lords  in  the  said  Address  to  be  presented  to  Her 
Majesty. 

Ordered,  That  a  Message  be  sent  to  The  Lords,  to  acquaint  their  Lord- 
ships that  this  House  hath  agreed  to  the  Address  to  which  The  Lords 
desired  the  concurrence  of  this  House,  and  have  filled  up  the  blank 
with  the  words  **  and  Commons ; "  and  that  the  Olerk  do  carry  the  said 
Message. 

QUESTION. 


Ibish  Land  Oommissiok— Bbturn  of  Judgments— Question,  Mr.  Lewis ; 
Answer,  Mr.  Gladstone       . .  •  •  » .  . . 


AHer  further  short  debate,  Qaeetion  put :— The  House  dtvxded ;  Ayes  12, 

Noes  133;  Majority  123.— (Diy.  Liet,  No.  38,) 
Uotion  made,  and  Question  proposed,  "  That  this  House  doth  agree  with 

the  Committee  in  the  said  Resolution  "     . . 
Mn«d,  "That  the  Debate  be  now  adjourned," — {Mr.  Biggar :) — After 

short  debate,  Question  put: — Tlie  House  i/tWi^i ;  Ayes  12,  Noes  117; 

Majority  105.— (Div.  List,  No.  39.) 
OrigiQal  Question  put,  and  agretd  to  : — Resolution  agreed  to. 
Hesolution  8  :— ^Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed,  "  That  tbiB  House 

dolb  agree  with  the  Committee  in  the  said  Kesolution  " 
After  abort  debate,  Question  put,  and  agreed  to : — Besolution  agreed  to. 
Postponed  Besolution  to  be  eoniidered  upon  Wednttday. 

MOTIONS, 

ArklOW  HarlKrtLr  Wi\.— Ordered  (Mr.  Bnicrt  Oladelone,   Lord  Freiteriei   Caveniith] : 
frttnttd,  and  read  tbo  first  time  [Bill  96] 

Huei  of  Worship    Sites    Bill— Orrf«'"'  {Mr.   Summert,  Mr.  Richard,  Mr.    Williafn 
M'ArlAiir,  Ur.  AUtrman  CetUti) ;  prttenUd,  and  road  tho  first  time  [.Bill  97] 

LoTOos  Pabochial  CHABiTiEa  AND  pARocHiAi  CHAaiTiEa  (Lordon) — 
Ordered,  That  the   Select  Committee  on  thu  London  Parochidl  Charities  and  Paro- 
diial  Charitiea   (London)  Bills  do    consist  of   Eighteen  Memhers,  TwelTs    to  be 
nominated  by  the  Honee,  and  Six  to  be  nominated  by  the  Committee  of  Selection : — 
Liat  <rf  the  Committee 

VOL.  CCI.XVn.     [third  iBMrn]  [  c-  ] 
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LOEDS,  TUESDAY,  MAEOH  7. 

Thames  and  Severn  Canal  {Railway a)  Bill — 

Moved,  *'  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  2%"— ( The  Earl  of  Redendale) 
Motion  agreed  to : — Bill  read  2*  accordingly. 

Married  Women's  Property  Bill  (No.  13)— 

Moved,  '*  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  2*,"--(r/w  Lord  Chancellor) 
After  short  debate,  Motion  agreed  to : — Bill  read  2*  accordingly,  and  com- 
mitted to  a  Committee  of  the  Whole  House  on  Tuesday  the  2\st  instant. 

Parliamentary  Declaration  Bill- 
Bill  to  make  provision  to  exclude  Atheists  from  taking  part  in  legislation 

for  this  country — Presented  (The  Earl  of  Redesdale) 
After  short  debate,  Bill  read  1*,  and  to  be  printed,     (No.  32.) 

COMMONS,  TUESDAY,  MAECH  7. 
PRIVATE    BUSINESS. 

Aecrington  Extension  and  Improvement  Bill  {hy  Order) — 

Moved,  ''  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second  time  " 

Amendment  proposed,  to  leave  out  the  word  *^  now,"  and  at  the 
end  of  the  Question  to  add  the  words  "  upon  this  day  six  months/' 
— (Mr.  Hoptcood,) 

Question  proposed,  '*  That  the  word  *  now '  stand  part  of  the  Question  :  " 
— After  debate.  Amendment,  by  leave,  withdraton. 

Moved,  **That  the  Debate  be  now  adjourned," — {Mr.  Ritchie:) — After 
further  short  debate.  Motion,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

Main  Question  put,  and  agreed  to : — Bill  read  a  second  time,  and  com- 
mitted. 

Central  Northumberland  Railway  Bill  {hy  Order) — 

Moved,  **  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second  time  " 
After  short  debate,  Motion  agreed  to : — Bill  read  a  second  time,  and  com- 
mitted. 

North  Eastern  Railway  (Additional  Powers)  Bill  (by  Order) — 

Moved,  **  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second  time  " 

Amendment  proposed,  to  leave  out  the  word  **  now,"  and  at  the  end  of 
the    Question    to   add  the    words    *^  upon   this   day   six  months," — 
(Mr.  James  Lowther.) 

Question  proposed,  '*  That  the  word  *  now  '  stand  part  of  the  Question  :  " 
— After  short  debate,  Amendment,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

Main  Question  put,  and  agreed  to :— Bill  read  a  second  time,  and  com- 
mitted. 

Regents  Canal,  City,  and  Docks  Railway  Bill  (by  Order) — 

Moved  **  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second  time  " 

Amendment  proposed,  to  leave  out  the  word  ''now,"  and  at  the  end  of 

the  Question  to  add  the  words  **  upon  this  day  six  months," — (Ifr. 

Arthur  Peel.) 
Question  proposed,  '*  That  the  word  '  now  '  stand  part  of  the  Question :  " 

— After  debate,  Question  put: — The  House  divided;  Ayes  244,  Noes 

50  ;  Majority  194.— (Div.  List,  No.  40.) 
March  13 — Error  in  reporting  number  of  Ayes,  Tuesday,  March  7  th. 
Ord&red,  That  the  Clerk  do  correct  the  said  error  in  the  Journal  of  this 

House  by  stating  the  number  of  Ayes  as  244  instead  of  254. 
Main  Question  put,  and  agreed  to : — Bill  read  a  second  time,  and  com- 


mmismom. 


[KM?.]  Jp^^ 

JoncATiTiB  AoT — VxoAisxnm  €»  TUB  Bmwaa  Oomnp  <m  JmncuLTimB-— 
(taestioi^  Mr.  H.  H,  lowler ;  Aii8wei^  ni0  Attorney  Ghamd  ..    tHlf 

OonoMB— Thx  Kbw  WABiBouBtvo  Soamoh^QiwMmf  lb.  Oornr;  An- 
swer, Lord  Vrederidc  OaTendish  •  •  97$ 

Srin  OF  BiKLAHD— AuuMKD  QcmsBOLkaT  to  MtruBE  ^MAJUnMnooK)— ^ 
QnaslioMi  Mr.  Artfiiur  O^Ocauicav  lEr.  8«tai  $  Axisirafi^  Qua  Attomegr 
QeBflial  ipr  belMid  ..  ••    978 

Aiinr  QBOABizAxnm  —  IfomA.  QnnaBBB  (UmtoBut)  —  iteeelidiis,  lEr. 
Gmiiluun,  Yiiooimt  Bmljiiy  Eail  Pezqy;  AnawerSi  Mr.  Ohilders       .  •    380 

hffTBonov  OF  PiBsoir  Axp  Vaon^at  {IxmsOA)  Am,  1881 — ^Aebssts— 
QoBt&m,  Mr.  Leiuny ;  Answer,  ZW  Attorney  Oeneral  for  Ireland    . .     881 

FioTionav  of  Fteaov  Jkm  Biborpaxr  (J^p^iAitd)  A(rr»  l^r-J>uHxuLic 
Gaol— Uaeetione,  Mr.  ArAnir  O'Oc^or;  Anewere^  tCl^  ^U/om^j^ 
Qenenl  for  Irelftnd  ..  .,  ..  .i    881 

hnorDLT  SooisiiBS  Aor,  1875-TQpiptafny  ]Cr*  Oropper;  Answer,  Lord 
frederiijk  OsTendish  ;.  ..  ..  ..     883 

hum  AMD  EncHLAHD— Thb  Tmmjlty  Of  Fbbsita&t  38 — ^Adtahtaoxs  to 
FmoB  YissBTJ  QnestjiMW,  Mr.  Chmzley ;  Ansvese,  Sir  Olmiles  W. 
Kike  ..  ...  ..  ..  ..    882 

Post  Okfics— Mail  Sbevigb  m  thx  Lbtant — Qaestion,  f/bp.  Qf^dsgr  I    , 
Asswer,  Mr.  Faweett  .«  ..  •<  ••     882 

For  QmoB— CbiiTBAors  io&  OimanrnQ  (LbmssAXd) — Qaesttcm,  Mr.  W.  J. 
Ooibet ;  Answer,  Mr.  Fawoett  •  •  • .  • .    888 

CcTT  OF  LovDoir — Thx  LrvxBT  Oompanibs  and  Tbohkioal  Edxtoation — 
Qaestion,  Mr.  B.  Samuelson ;  Answer,  Sir  Sydney  Waterlow  . .     888 

Paruambnt — PuBUO  Business — QuestionB,  Sir  John  Hay,  Mr.  Qorst,  Sir 
IL  Assbeton  Cross ;  Answers,  Mr.  Gladstone  . .  . .     384 

Ikish  Land  Act — Opebation  of  the  Act — Personal  Explanation,  Lord 
Claud  Hamilton ;  Obsenrations,  Mr.  Gladstone  . .  . .     385 

Pawjament — The  House  of  IjOrds — Questions,  Mr.  Scbreiber ;  Answers, 

Mr.  Speaker  .  •  . .  .  •  . .  . .     388 

Pa&uakentabt  Oath — ^Me.  Bbadlaugh  —  Question,  Mr.  Laboucbere; 
Answer,  Mr.  Speaker  . .  . .  . .  . .     389 

MOTION. 

TiADE  AXD  CoicMEBGE — Freb  Impobts — Resolution,  Mr.  Storer  . .     390 

[House  counted  out.] 

COMMONS,  WEDNESDAY,  MARCH  8. 
PRIVATE    BUSINESS. 

^tnt'i  CmuU,  Citjf,  and  Doekt  Railway  BUI— 
Ordered,  That  the  Regent's  Canal,  City,  and  Docks  ilailway  Bill  be  committed  io  a 
Sdeot  Committee,  to  consist  of  Nine  Members,  Five  to  he  nominated  by  the  House, 
fOkiYovahy  fhe  CawmUieo of  Selection, — (Mr.  CAamberlain)  ,,  ..      S\)^ 
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ORDERS    OF    THE    DAY. 

Bills  of  Sale  Act  (1878)  Amandment  Bill  [Bill  8]— 

Moved,  "  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second  time," — (1/r.  Monk) 
After  short  debate,   Question  put,   and  agreed  to: — Bill  read  a  second 
time,  and  eommitted  for  Monday  next. 

Criminal  Law  Amendment  Bill  [Bill  15]— 

3fovedj  **  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second  time," — (Mr.  Hopwood)     . . 
After  debate,  Question  put,  and  agreed  to : — Bill  read  a  second  time,  and 
eommitted  for  Wednesday  7th  June. 

QUESTION. 


Parliament — Order — The  Parliamentary  Oath — Questions,  Sir  Wilfrid 
Lawson,  Mr.  Callan ;  Answers,  Mr.  Speaker 

MOTIONS. 

— •o.:o:xx — 

Interments  (FelO  de  se)  Bill — Ordered  {Viscount  Ebrington,  Sir  John  Ainort/,  Sir  John 
Kennaway) ;  Mar  9—pretetttedf  and  read  the  first  time  .[Bill  98] 

BillB  of  Exchange  Bill- 
Select  Committee  nominated : — List  of  the  Committee  .  •  •  •  •  • 

LOEDS,  THURSDAY,  MARCH  9. 

New  Peer — William  Ulick  Tristram  Earl  of  Howth  in  the  peerage  of 
Ireland,  created  Baron  Howth  of  Howth  in  the  county  of  Dublin  in 
the  peerage  of  the  United  Kingdom. 

Attempt  upon  the  Life  of  Her  Majesty — Address  to  Her  Majesty — 

Ordered,  That  the  Lord  Steward  and  the  Lord  Chamberlain  do  present 

the  Address  on  the  part  of  this  House 
Message  sent  to  the  Commons. 

Navy — The  Board  of  Admiralty — Constitution  of  the  Board — Ques- 
tion, Observations,  The  Duke  of  Somerset ;  Reply,  The  Earl  of  North- 
urooA  ••  ••  ..  ..  •• 

Attempt  upon  the  Life  of  Her  Majesty — Address  to  her  Majesty — 
Message  from  the  Commons    . . 


COMMONS,  THURSDAY,  MARCH  9. 
QUESTIONS. 


Parliament — ^Business  of  the  House — The  New  Rules  of  Procedure 

— Notice,  Lord  John  Manners 
Post    Office — Letter    Carriers,    &c.    in   Rural   Districts — Question, 

Mr.  George  Russell ;  Answer,  Mr.  Fawcett 
India — The  Maharajahs  Scindia  and  Holkar — Question,  Baron  Henry 

De  Worms ;  Answer,  The  Marquess  of  Hartington 
Army  —  Militia    Sergeants  —  Question,    Lord  Burghley;   Answer,   Mr. 
Obilden 


tion,  Mr.  Sexton  ;  Answer,  Sir  Willism  Harcourt 
IiiDU— The  Madras  Civil  Sbrviok — Question,  Mr.  Qibaon ;  Answer,  The 

Marquess' of  Hartington 
GiBHiLTAB    (Eeliqious    DissENaioNs)— D»,    Camilla  —  Question,    Sir  H. 

Drummond  Wolff;  Answer,  Mr.  Courtney 
EuDCiiioN  Departuent — State  School   Education   and  Parish  Belief 

-Question,  Mr.  P.  A.  Taylor  ;  Answer,  Mr.  Mundella  . . 
otjts  of  Ibeland — The    DiaxnaBiNuK    at    Balltraogbt — Question,  Mr. 

P.  Martin  ;  Answer,  The  Attorney  General  for  Ireland. . 
Imsh  Lasd  CoMMiaaioN— Retchn   or   Judomentb — Questions,  Mr.  J.  N. 

Itichardson,  Mr.  Gibson ;  Answers,  The  Attorney  General  for  Irelaod 
Tvsis— The  Ehfiua  Estate— Question,  The  Earl  of  Bective;  Answer,  Sir 

Charles  W.  Dilke  . ,  . .  . . 

Post  Oitice — Ihtebjtatiomal  Pakobls  Post — Question,  Mr.  Whitley  ;  An- 
swer, Mr.  Pawcett 
Frabce   and    Moeoooo — Alle0bd   Conflict   o 

Montague  Ouest;  Answer,  Sir  Charles  W.  ] 


Post  Office — Colonial  Money  Ord£R3 — Question,  Mr.  Monk;  Answer, 

Mr.  Fawcett  . . 
China — Domestic  Slavery  at  Honq  Kono — The  Papers — Question,  Mr. 

A.  M'Arthur  ;  Answer,  Mr.  Courtney 
Au8THo-Hn NO ARY ^Arrest    of  Mr.    Evans — Questions, 

Arthur  O'Connor;  Answers,  Sir  Charles  W.  Dilko 
CuRBBMCY — The   Gold   Coinaoe — Question,  Sir 

Mr.  Gladstone 
IsniA— Thb  FntANCiAL   Statement — Question, 

awer.  The  Marguess  of  Hartinf^ton  . ,  ,  ,  , . 

VAitLui/B.rr—ABM.i.vaEXBA-T  OF  Public   Businuss — Queetiona,  Barou  "De 
Fmiaet,  Mr.  Jfsclrer;  Mewen,  Ur.  <7Ja(i0toiie 


Mr.    Bryce, 


John  Lubbock;   Answer, 
Mr.  Arthur  Arnold;  An- 
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AsLUY — ^The  Bbpobt  of  thb  Inspsotor  Qsnb&al  fob  Beobuitino — 
Question,  Oolonel  Alexander ;  Answer,  Mr.  Ohilders     . .  . .     4 

Eblief  of  Distbkss  (Ibbland) — Seed  Sxtpply  Act,  1880 — Question,  Mr. 
Gray ;  Answer,  The  Attorney  Qeneral  for  Ireland         . .  . .     4 


Attempt  upon  the  Life  of  Heb  Majesty — Addbess  to  Heb  Majesty — 

Message  from  The  Lords  . .  . .  . .  . .     4 

Ordered,  That  Mr.  Gladstone,  Secretary  Sir  William  Harcourt,  the  Comp- 
troller of  the  Household,  and  the  Vice  Chamberlain  of  the  Household 
do  go  with  The  Lords  mentioned  in  their  Lordships'  Message. 
Message  sent  to  The  Lords, 

ORDER    OF    THE    DAY. 


Land  Law  (Ibbland) — Opebation  of  the  Act — Eesoltjtion.    Adjourned 
Debate.    [Foubth  Night] — 

Order  read,  for  resuming  Adjourned  Debate  on  Question  [27th  Fob- 
ruary]  : — Previous  Question  again  proposed,  **  That  the  Original  Ques- 
tion be  now  put," — (^Mr,  Oihson :) — Debate  resumed 

Moved,  "  That  the  Debate  be  now  adjourned," — {Mr,  Lewis  :) — Motion, 
by  leave,  withdrawn. 

After  long  debate.  Previous  Question  put, ''  That  the  Original  Question  be 
now  put :  " — The  House  divided;  Ayes  303,  Noes  219  ;  Majority  84. — 
(Div.  List,  No.  41.) 

Original  Question  put: — The  House  divided;  Ayes  303,  Noes  235; 
Majority  68. 

Division  List,  Ayes  and  Noes 


•  •  t  • 


QUESTIONS. 


«»«0«o^ 


Pabliament — Abbanoement  of  Public  Business — Question,  Sir  Stafford 
Northcote ;  Answer,  Mr.  Gladstone ;  Questions,  Mr.  Pell,  Mr.  Thomas 
Collins ;  Answers,  Mr.  Dodson  . .  . .  . .     5 

Ab^y — The  Bepobt  of  the  Inspectoe  Qenebal  fob  Recbuitinq — 
Question,  Sir  Walter  B.  Barttelot;  Answer,  Mr.  Childers  .  >     d( 

ORDER    OF    TEE    DAY. 
Boiler  Explosions  Bill  [Bill  4]— 

Bill  considered  in  Committee  {^Progress  Srd  March'\  . .  . .     5( 
After  some  time  spent  therein.  Bill  reported;  as  amended,  to  be  con- 
sidered To-morrow.                        

Parish  Churches  Bill — Ordered  {Mr,  Albert  Grey,  Mr,  Buxton,  Mr.  Courtauld,  Mr. 
Cropper f  Mr,  Stanley  Leighton^  Mr,  William  Henry  Gladstone) ;' presented,  and  read  tho 
first  time  [Bill  99]    . .  • .  . .  .  •  •  •      5 

LORDS,  FRIDAY,  MARCH  10. 

Attempt  upon  the  Life  of  Heb  MAJESTY-^The  Queen's  Answer  to  the 
Address  reported  • .     5' 

South  Afbioa — The  Tbansvaal — Observations,  Question,  The  Earl  of 
Carnarvon ;  Reply,  The  Earl  of  Kimberley  . .  . .     6^ 


Qneations,  Mr.  Healj  ;  Answers,  Mr.  W.  E.  Forster     . . 

flp»[s— IiiPBiaoNUBNT  OF  Uk.  J.  C.  TouMtj — Question,  Dr.  CameroD ;  An- 
Bwer,  Sir  Charles  W.  Dilke 

HioHwAT  Eates  —  Legislation  —  Question,  Mr.  Hicks ;  Answer,  Mr. 
Dodson 

Amy  (India) — Miutakt  Drafts — Question,  Sir  Qeorgo  Campbell ;  An- 
swer, Mr.  Childers 

PiOTECTioN  OP  Peesoit  awi>  Pbopkrty  (Ibeland)  Act,  1881 — Leitebh  to 
Ua.PAiiNELi.AiiD  Mb.  DiixoN — Question,  Mr.  Sexton;  Answer,  Mr. 
W.  E.  Forster 

PSOTECTION   OF  PehSON  AND  PROPERTY   (IrELANIi)    AoT,    1881 — ChAEOE    OF 

PoBTiNO  ve  A  Notice — Question,  Dr.  Commins ;  Answer,  The  Attorney 

General  for  Ireland  . .  . .  ... 

Protection  of  Person  and  Pkoperty  (Irblahd)   Act,   1881 — Case  of 

Mr.  W.  F.  Moloney — Questions,  Mr.  Bedmond,  Mr.  Leamy ;  An- 
swers, Mr.  W.  E.  Forster   . . 
Pkisons   (Ireland) — Abkaoh   Gaol — Question,  Mr.  Bedmond ;  Answer, 

Mr.  W.  E.  Forster 
Law  and  Justice — The  Four  Assizes — Question,  Mr.  Hicks;  Answer,  The 

Attorney  General 
The   Parks    (Metropolis) — Richmond    Park — Question,   Mr.   Hanbury- 

Tracy ;  Answer,  Mr.  Shaw  LefeYro 
The  Kinodou  of  Seryia — Becoonition   of  Kino  Milan — Question,  Mr. 

Buchanan ;  Answer,  Bir  Charles  W.  Dilks 
Tdkis—The  Capture  of  Sfax— Questions,  Mr.  O'Donnell ;  Answers,  Sir 

Charles  W.  Dilke 
South    Apbioa — Babittoland— Question,   Mr.    O'Donnell;    Anewei,  Mt. 

Qoaitney       , ,  . .  . ,  , , 
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South  Afbioa  (Natax) — Indabezdcbi — Question,  Mr.  B.  N.  Fowler ;  An- 
swer, Mr.  Courtney  . .  . .  . .  . .     690 

Bbmoyal  of  the  Elephant  ''  Jumbo  " — Questions,  Mr.  Labouohere,  Mr. 

Gill ;  Answers,  Mr.  Evelyn  Ashley  . .  . .  . .     591 

Peotbotion  of  Pebson  and  Pbopebtt  (Ibeland)  Act,  1 88 1 — Mb.  Mahoney 

— Questions,  Mr.  Healy ;  Answers,  Mr.  W.  E.  Forster, ,  . .     692 

Pboteotion  of  Pebson  and  Pbopebty  (Ibeland)  Act,  1881 — Mb.  N.  J. 

Babbbtt— Question,  Mr.  Biggar;  Answer,  Mr.  Fawcett  . .     693 

Protection  of  Pebson  and  Pbopebty  (Ibeland)  Act,   1881 — Mb.  Lyne 

— Question,  Mr.  Healy ;  Answer,  Mr.  W.  E.  Forster    . .  . .     593 

Post  Office — The  **Ibi8h  Wobld"  Newspapeb— Questions,  Mr.  Healy, 

Mr.  Lewis ;  Answers,  Mr.  W.  E.  Forster ;  Question,  Mr.  Bedmond ; 

[No  answer]  . .  . .  . .  . .     593 

Pboteotion  of  Pebson  and  Pbopebty  (Ibeland)  Act,   1881 — Abbest  of 

Mb.  John  Bobke — Question,  Mr.  Healy ;  Answer,  Mr.  W.  E.  Forster      595 
Moved,    '*That  this   House   do    now   adjourn," — (Mr.   Mealy:) — After 

debate.   Question  put: — The  House  divided;    Ayes   16,   Noes   147; 

Majority  131.— (Dir.  ListJJfo.  48.) 
South  Afbiga — Basutoland  and  the  Tbansyaal — Question,  Sir  Michael 

Hicks-Beach ;  Answer,  Mr.  Courtney       . .  . .  . .     623 

Customs — The    New  Wabehousing  Scheme — Questions,  Mr.   Sohreiber, 

Mr.  Bitchie ;  Answers,  Lord  Frederick  Cavendish         , .  . .     623 

Attempt  upon  the  Life  of  Heb  Majesty — Her  Majesty's  Answer  to  the 

Address  reported  . .  . .  . .  . .     625 

Abmy  —  The   Bepobt  of  the   Inspeotob   Oenebal   fob   Becbuiting  — 

Observations,  Mr.  Childers . .  . .  . .  . .     625 

Navy — TheBoabd  of  Admibalty — Constitution  of  the  Boabd — Question, 

Sir  John  Hay ;  Answer,  Mr.  Trevelyan    . .  . .  . .     626 

South    Afbica — The    Tbansyaal — Bepobted    Defeat    of  the   Boebs — 

Questions,    Mr.    Oorst,    Sir    Michael    Hicks-Beach;    Answers,    Mr. 

Courtney        . .  . .  . .  , .  . .     626 

ORDERS    OF    THE    DAY. 

Supply — Order  for  Committee  read ;  Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
**  That  Mr.  Speaker  do  now  leave  the  Chair  :  " — 

Law  and  Justice — Dobmant  Funds  in  Chanceby — Besolution — 

Amendment  proposed. 

To  leave  out  from  the  word  "  That  "  to  the  end  of  the  Question,  in  order  to  add  the 
words  *'  future  lists  of  the  Dormant  Funds  in  Chancery  be  strictly  alphabetically 
arranged,  with  cross  references  to  the  sub-titles,  together  with  the  names  and  last- 
known  addresses  of  the  persons  originally  entitled,  the  date  of  the  last  decree  or  order, 
and  the  amount  unclaimed," — {Mr,  Stanley  Leightony) — instead  thereof  . .      628 

Question  proposed,  ''That  the  words  proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part 
of  the  Question :  " — After  short  debate,  Question  put : — The  House 
divided;  Ayes  47,  Noes  28  ;  Majority  19. — (Div.  List,  No.  44.) 

Main  Question  proposed,  "  That  Mr.  Speaker  do  now  leave  the  Chair :  "  — 

Acquisition    and    Control  of    Irish    Railways  —  Observations,   Mr. 

Blennerhassett ;  Reply,  Mr.  Evelyn  Ashley  : — Debate  thereon  . .     635 

Superintendent    of    Eoads   (South  Wales) — Observations,    Viscount 

Emlyn ;  Reply,  Mr.  Dodson : — Debate  thereon  ..  ..     656 

GiBBALTAR  (Relioious  Dissensions) — De.  Canilla — Observations,  Sir  H. 

Drummond  Wolff;  Reply,  Mr.  Courtney : — Debate  thereon  . .     664 

State  of  Ireland — Police  Protection  for  Caketakees — Observations, 

Mr.  Gorst ;  Reply,  Mr.  W.  E.  Forster : — Debate  thereon  . .     667 

Main  Question,  ''That  Mr.  Speaker  do  now  leave  the  Chair,"  put,  and 
eyreed  io,         ^ 


L^mington  ;  ifepiy,  ban  uranviiie  : — Debate  tDereun  . .  . .      jti» 

The  Irish  Land  Commission — Question,  Observations,  Lord  Oranmore 
and  Browne  ;  Heply,  Lord  Carlingford     . .  . .  . .     725 

Cuius  of  Peekaqb,  ftc— Motios  foe  Papers — 
Xteul,  That  th«re  be  laid  before  thie  House,  Copies  of  the  Scottish  Acts  of  ParUamont 
of  Ufi7,  eotitled  "  liatiflcation  of  the  Erledom  of  Mar,"  "  RatiBcatioQ  of  the  Baronie 
of  Blylh;"  also  Copies  of  the  Scottish  Act  of  I5B"  entitled  '•  An  Act  in  favor  of  the 
Erie  of  liar,"  ai  well  as  all  other  Scottish  Acta  ratifying  grants  or  re. grants  of 
Peetages  with  lands  under  Royal  Charttr,  with  a  view  to  their  being  translated 
into  modem  English  for  the  use  of  the  Select  Committee  appointed  to  inquire  into 
the  state  of  the  law  respecting  the  claims  aud  assumptions  of  titles  of  Peerages  in 
Scotland,  Ac. 

Thst  the  Act  lOth  and  nth  Vict.,  chap.  LII.  (52.)  (passed  26th  Juno  1817),  in  reference 
to  "dormant  or  extinct"  Peerages  in  Scotland,  h»  re-printed  with  a  view  to  the 
correction  of  a  misprint  in  line  10  of  tlie  preamble  on  the  first  page,  which  recites 
erroneoaslr  the  words  of  intitulution  of  the  Act  6th  Anne,  chap.  2Z,—{The  Earl  of 
Gm«:*y)  ..  ..  ..  ..727 

After  short  debate,  Motion  (by  leave  of  the  House)  withdrawn. 
COMMONa,  MONDAY,  MAECH  13. 
QUESTIONS. 

NjiTioxAi.   Eduoatiok    (Ireland) — The   Model    Schools — Questiou,   Mr, 

Biggar ;  Answer,  Mr.  W.  E.  Porster  . .     78 1 

The  National  ExHiBrrms  flnEuyDj— Subscription  for   Sharies — Quea- 

tioi^  Mr.  Sedmand;  Answer,  Mr.   W.  E.  Forator  .  .  , .      1^^ 


VQli  OOLXyjJ.  [tuibu  9£Misa.J        [  d  j 
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Pboteotion  of  Person  and  Property  (Ireland)  Act,  1881 — Mr.  J.  M. 
Murray — Question,  Mr.  Biggar ;  Answer,  Mr.  W.  E.  Forster 

The    Irish    Land    Commission — Stamped    Agreements — Question,    Mr. 
Macartney  ;  Answer,  The  Attorney  General  for  Ireland 

State    op    Ireland — St.    Patrick's    Day    in    Derry — Questions,    Mr. 

Lewis,  Mr.  Sexton,  Mr.  O'Donnell ;  Answers,  Mr.  W.  E.  Forster 
The  Queen's  Colleges  and  the   Eoyal  University  of  Ireland — Ques- 
tion, Mr.  W.  J.  Corbet ;  Answer,  Mr.  W.  E.  Forster    . . 
Protection  of  Person  and  Property  (Ireland)  Act,  1881 — Mr.  Mangan 

— Question,  Mr.  Redmond ;  Answer,  Mr.  W.  E.  Forster 
Navy  —  Royal    Marine    Artillery    and    Royal    Marines — Question, 

Colonel  Makins ;  Answer,  Mr.  Trevelyan 
Ireland — Resignations  in   the  Royal  Irish  Constabulary — Questions, 

Mr.  Redmond ;  Answers,  Mr.  W.  E.  Forster 
Evictions    (Ireland) — Estates  of    the   Irish   Society — Questions,   Mr. 

O'Donnell,  Mr.  Sexton ;  Answers,  Mr.  W.  E.  Forster  . . 
Austria    and    Turkey — The    Herzegovina — Turkish  Troops   at   Novi 

Bazar — Question,  Mr.  Buchanan  ;  Answer,  Sir  Charles  W.  Dilke 
Army — Military    Tactics  —  The    Field    Exercises — Question,   Colonel 

Alexander ;  Answer,  Mr.  Childers 
Army — Report  of  Committee  on  Rifle  Practice— Questions,  Sir  Robert 

Loyd  Lindsay  ;  Answers,  Mr.  Childers     . . 
Land  Law  (Ireland)  Act,  1881 — Judicial  Rents — Question,  Mr.  Molloy; 

Answer,  Mr.  W.  E.  Forster 
Protection  of  Person  and   Property   (Ireland)   Act,    1881 — Arrests 

UNDER  THE  AcT — Questions,  Mr.  Healy ;  Answers,  Mr.  W.  E.  Forster 
Palace    of    Westminster — The    House    of    Commons — The    Electric 

Light  —  Question,    Mr.    Donaldson-Hudson ;    Answer,    Mr.    Shaw 

Lofevre 
India — Consumption  of  Rum — Question,  Mr.  O'Donnell;   Answer,    The 

Marquess  of  Hartington 
Criminal    Procedure    Amendment    Bill    (iNDiA)r— The    Indian    Penal 

Code — Question,  Mr.  O'Donnell ;  Answer,  The  Marquess  of  Hartington 
State  of   Ireland — Police  Protection   (Caretakers) — Questions,    Mr. 

Fitzpatrick,  Mr.  Healy  ;  Answers,  Mr.  W.  E.  Forster  . . 
Education  Department — The  New  Code — Questions,  Sir  Massey  Lopes, 

Lord  George  Hamilton,  Sir  Herbert  Maxwell ;  Answers,  Mr.  Muiidella 
Criminal    Law — Aggravated    Assaults  —  Punishment    of   Flogging— 

— Legislation — Question,  Mr.  Macfarlane;  Answer,  Sir  William  Har- 

court 
Post  Office — Seizure  of  the    **  Irish  World  "  Newspaper — Questions, 

Mr.  HeaJy ;  Answers,  Mr.  W.  E.  Forster,  The  Attorney  General  for 

Ireland 
Army — "  Pukchase  Colonels  " — Question,  Colonel  Milne  Home  ;  Answer, 

Mr.  Childers  . .  . . 

Relief   of  Distress   (Ireland) — Seed   Supply   Act,    1880 — The    Seeds 

Loan  Rate—Right  of  Voting  at  Poor   Law   Elections — Question, 

Mr.  O'Donnell ;  Answer,  The  Attorney  General  for  Ireland 
South    Africa — The   Basutos — Question,   Mr.  O'Donnell;   Answer,   Mr. 

Courtney 
Collector  General  of  Rates   (Dublin),    Mr.   Scott  Byrne — Question, 

Mr.  Gill ;  Answer,  Mr.  W.  E.  Forster 
Criminal    Law — Clothing    of    Discharged    Prisoners — Question,    Sir 

Baldwyn  Leighton  ;  Answer,  Sir  William  Harcourt 
Biters    Conservancy    and    Floods    Prevention    Bill — Question,    Sir 

Baldwyn  Leighton  ;  Answer,  Mr.  Dodson 
Inland  Revenue — Income  Tax,  Schedule  B — Agricultural  Depressio:^ 

-1-Q'iestion,  Mr. .  Fraser-Mackintosh ;  Answer,  The  Chancellor  of  the 

Bxohequor      . .  . .  , ,  , ,  ,, 


EoTPT  (Intebnationai.  Tbibukjils) — Resoluxion — 
Amendment  proposed. 

To  leave  out  froni  the  word  "  That  "  to  tho  end  ot  the  Quaation,  in  order  to  add  the 
«ord>  "it  is  ineipedient  to  make,  or  renew  on  expiry,  uogagonients  by  wliich 
Foreign  G:  .emmonts  mav  havo  a  claim  to  iuaist  on  the  cnforcomont  of  private 
debts  again'^t  natirei  of  fcgypt,  the  transfer  of  lands,  vexatious  sanitary  regula- 
lions,  and  c.''';r  demands,  in  supersession  of  the  an tonumo us  legislation  and  gavern- 
uieiit  of  the  country  ;  excepting  only  provision  for  the  free  use  of  the  Suez  Canal 
ns  an  International  commercial  waterway,"  —  (£rr  Gtargt  Oi'i^Acff, )— instead 
(hereof 
Question  proposed,  "That  the  woi-da  proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  par' 
ot  the  Question  :" — After  short  debate,  Qaostion  put,  and  agrttd  to. 
Main  Question,    "That   Mr.   8peakor   do  uow   leave   the    Chair,"   again 


Abut — Deess  of  the  Abut — Observations,  Oolunel  Barne,  Lord  Elcho  ; 

Eeply,  Mr.  Cbjldera 
PEOTKCTIO^f  OF  PeRSOX  AND  PUOPERTV  (IllELANll)  AcT,  1B81 — Treatmehi- 

OF  Priso.vers  uxDEa  tue  Act — Observations,  Mr.   Redmond  ;  Eeply, 

Mr.  W.  E.  Forster:— Debate  thereon 
South  Afbica — BAauTOLANii— Observations,  Mr.  O'DonnoU;  Reply,  Mr. 

Courtney;  Obaervatious,  Mr.  K.  N.  Fowler  ..  ■■     ■ 

GiBaALTAa  (Religiops  Disseksioks) — Dk.  Canilla — Hated,  "That  this 

House  do  now  adjourn,"— (S»r  .ff.  Drunmand   'I'olff) 
After  short  dobato,  Motion,  by  leave,  withdraten. 
Uain  Uiieation,  "That  Mr.  Speaker  do  now  leave  the  Cliair,"  ^ut,  thui 
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SITPTIjY --- considered  in  Committee— Abmy   Estimates— Dbpabtmbhtal 
Statement — 

(In  the  Committee.) 

(i.)  Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed,  '*  That  a  number  of  Land  Forces,  not  ex- 
ceeding 132,905,  all  ranks,  be  maintained  for  the  Service  of  the  United  Kingdom 
of  Great  Britain  and  Ireland  at  Home  and  Abroad,  excluding  Her  Majesty's  Indian 
Possessions,  during  the  year  ending  on  the  31st  day  of  March  1883,*' — {Mr. 
Childera) 

After  debate,  Movedy  **  That  the  Chairman  do  report  Progress,  and  ask  leave  to  sit 
again," — (Mr,  WarUm  ;)— Question  put,  and  negatived  .-—Original  Question  put, 
and  agreed  to, 

(a.)  Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed,  ''That  a  sum,  not  exceeding  £4,162,000, 
be  g^nted  to  Her  Majesty,  to  defray  the  Charge  of  the  Pay,  Allowances,  and 
other  Charges  of  Her  Majesty's  Land  Forces  at  Home  and  Abroad  (exclusive  of 
India),  which  will  come  in  course  of  payment  during  the  year  ending  on  the  31st 
day  of  March  1883 "  . .  . .  . . 

Movedf  "That  the  Chairman  do  report  Progress,  and  ask  leave  to  sit  again,*' — 
(  Viteount  Folkestone  ;)~Que8tion  put :— The  Committee  divided  ;  Ayes  33,  Noes  69 
Majority  36.— (Div.  List,  No.  46.) 

Original  Question  again  proposed     . . 

Moved,  "That  the  Chairman  do  now  leave  the  Chair," — {Colonel  Alexander :) — 
Question  put:— The  Committee  divided;  Ayes  31,  Noes  69;  Majority  38.— (Div 
List,  No.  46.) 

Original  Question  again  proposed     . . 

Moved,  "That  the  Chairman  do  report  Progress,  and  ask  leave  to  sit  again," — 
(Captain  Aylmer  :) — After  short  debate.  Motion,  by  leave,  tcithdrawn. 

Original  Question  again  proposed 

Motion  made,  and  Question  put,  "  That  a  sum,  not  exceeding  £3,162,000,  be  granted 
to  Her  Majesty,  to  defray  the  Charge  of  the  Pay,  Allowances,  and  other  Charges 
of  Her  Majesty's  Land  Forces  at  Home  and  Abroad  (exclusive  of  Indiaj,  which 
will  come  in  course  of  payment  during  the  year  ending  on  the  31st  day  of  March 
1883,"— (Jfr.  O'Donnell ;)— The  Committee  divided  ;  Ayes  9,  Noes  72 ;  Majority  63. 
-(Div.  List,  No.  47.) 

Original  Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Kesolutions  to  be  reported  To^morrow ;  Committee   to  sit  again  upon 
Wednesday, 

MOTIONS. 
Parochial  Charities  (London)  Bill  and  London  Parochial  Charities  Bill— 

Ordered,  That  the  Report  of  the  Commissioners  appointed  by  Her  Majesty  to  inquire 
into  the  Parochial  Charities  of  the  City  of  London,  which  was  presented  to  this 
House  in  the  year  1880,  be  referred  to  the  Select  Committee  on  the  Parochial 
Charities  (London)  Bill  and  the  London  Parochitd  Charities  Bill. 

Imprisonment  for  Debt  Bill — Ordered  (Mr,  Anderson,  Mr,  Michael  Bass,  Sir  Henry 
JFoff,  Mr,  Broadhurst) ;  presented,  and  read  the  first  time  [Bill  102]  . .      I 


LORDS,  TUESDAY,  MARCH  14 

Parliamentary  Deola.ratiox  Bill — Petition  presented,  The  Earl  of 
Hedesdale 

Oonveyancing  Bill  (No.  20)— 

House  in  Committee  (according  to  Order)    . . 

After  short  debate,   Bill  reported  without    amendment;    amendments 
made ;  and  Bill  to  be  read  3*  on  Thursday  next. 

Parliamentary  Eleotions  (Corrupt  and  Illegal  Praotioes) — Reported 
Magistrates  —  Macclesfield — The  Case  of  Captain  Pearson — 
Question,  Observations,  Lord  Stanley  of  Alderlej ;  Reply,  The  Lord 
Chancellor     . . 


HiTT— Thz  OnABHBL  BtttTASBtnT — Qaea&Mi,  Captain  Mee;  Anavtr,  Ur. 

TrOTelyoQ 
PiuoKB   (IsBLuni)— Omaoh   Qaol — QuBstdons,  Ur.  T.  A.  Diokaon,  Mr. 

Oiay,  Mr.  Healj ;  Answers,  Mr.  W.  E.  Forst«r 
PaoTKCTio»    OF     Pebson    and     Propebtt    (Ibelahd)    Act,    1881  — Johk 

McMo&KOW — Queation,  Mr.  Biggar;  Anaver,  Mr.  W.  E.  Forster 
The  Natf  Ear i mates— Qiiestiona,  Mr.  Qorat,  Mr.  O'Donnell;    Anewers, 

Hr.  Qladfltone 
PiiUAUBNT  —  Business  of  the  Houbb — The  Nkv  Bvles  os  Piumbdubb 

—The  Olotuke — Qaestion,  Mr.  Anderson  ;  Answer,  Mr.  Qladstoue  . . 
State  or   Ireland — Pomor   Protectiott   (Oakbxaxbbb)  —  Question,  Mr. 

Gibson ;  Answer,  Mr.  W.  E.  Forster 
State    or    Irbi^ahd — A&kebt    of    Fatbidk    Mastbksom — Question,    Mr. 

Sexbm ;  Answer,  Mr.  W.  £.  Forster 
Fakuaxxht — ^Hni.ES   oe   Debate — Biobts    of   SECoifssRS — ObservationSt 

Question,  Tiscount  Folkestone ;  Beplj,  Mr.  Speaker     , . 
BcMiA  Ain>  Persia — The  Boitndaby  Treaty — Question,  Baron  Henry  De 

Worms ;  Answer,  Sir  Charles  W-  Dilke   . . 

PBOTECnoH  OF  PKRSON  AND    PBOPEKTY   (IeELAND)  Aot,    1681 — TkEATMSNT 

OF  Persons  Arrested    uitdeb    the  Aot  —  Question,    Mr.    Joseph 

Cowen ;  Answer,  Mr.  W.  E.  Forster 
pAiLtAKKNT — Public  Bcsiness—"  Counts  Out" — Questions,  Mr.  Monk, 

Mr.  Onslow,  Mr.  Healj ;  Answers,  Mr.  QIadetone 
Tee  Cohxbkciai.  Treaty  with   Prahob  —The   Nbootiations — Questions, 

lb.  Mao  Ivor ;  Answers,  Sir  Charles  W.  Dilke 
PioTBcnoir  of  Person   and  Pbofertt  (Ireland)  Act,  1881 — Db.  3.  E. 

Xxsjnt — Questions,  Mr.  Bedmond ;  Answers,  Sir  William  Harcourt . . 
Coal  Kiseb — The    Luhley    Oollieby    Agoident — Question,   Mr.   Burt; 

Auwer,  Ki  William  Harcottrt  ... 
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MOTIONS . 


Navy — Fitters  in  Her  Majesty's  Dockyards — Resolution — 

Moved,  **ThAt,  in  the  opinion  of  this  House,  it  is  detrimental  to  the  public  service, 
fatal  to  the  efficiency  of  our  war  ships,  and  unjust  to  the  Fitters  in  Her  Majesty's 
Dockyards,  that  supcriutonding  leading  men  should  be  placed  in  authority  over 
workmen  with  whose  trades  they  have  no  practical  acquaintance,  or  that  men  should 
be  put  to  execute  work  for  which  they  are  unsuited  either  by  training  or  experience," 
— {Mr,  Broadhurni)   ..  ..  ..  ..      398 

After  debate,  Motion,  by  leavo,  withdrawn. 

Metropolitan  Fire  Brigade — Hesolution,  Sir  Henrj  Selwin-Ibbetsoa      . .     915 

[House  counted  out.] 

COMMONS,  WEDNESDAY,  MARCH  15. 
ORDERS    OF    THE    DAY. 

Municipal  Franchise  (Ireland)  Bill  [BiU  6]— 

Moved,  "  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second  time,*' — {Mr,  M*Coan)       , .     917 
After  debate.   Question  put,  and  agreed  to: — Bill  read  a  second  time, 
and  committed  for  To-morrow, 

County  Courts  (Ireland)  Bill  [BiU  18]— 

Movedi  **  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second  time,'' — {Mr.  Findlater)     . .     938 
Moved t  "That  the  Debate  be  now  adjourned," — {Mr,   Gibson:) — After 

short  debate,   Question  put,   and  agreed  to: — Debate  adjourned  till 

Wednesday  5th  April 

Judgments  (Inferior  Courts)  Bill  [Bill  44]— 

Moved,  *'  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second  time," — {Mr,  Monk)  . .     944 

After  short  debate.  Amendment  proposed,  to  leave  out  the  word  "  now," 
and  at  the  end  of  the  Question  to  add  the  words  ''  upon  this  day 
six  months," — {Mr,  Callan,) 

Question  proposed,  "  That  the  word  *  now  '  stand  part  of  the  Question :  " 
— After  further  short  debate,  Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Main  Question  put,  and  agreed  to : — Bill  read  a  second  time,  and  com- 
mitted for  Friday, 

Land  Law  (Ireland)  Act  (1881)  Amendment  (No.  3)  Bill— 

Moved,  **  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second  time," — {Mr,  Findlater)     . ,     953 
After  debate,   Moved,    **That  the  Debate  be   now   adjourned," — {Mr, 
Mitchell  Eenry :) — After  further  debate.  Question  put : — The  House 
divided;   Ayes  171,  Noes  86;  Majority  86. — (Dir.  List,   No.   48:) — 
Debate  adjourned  till  Wednesday  1 0th  May. 

Patents  for  Inyentions  (No.  2)  "BlXL-^Ordered  (Sir  John  Lubbock,  Mr.  William  Hmry 

Smithy  Mr.  Compton  Lawranee)  ;  presented,  and  read  the  first  time  [Bill  104]  . .      984 

School  Boards  Bill — Ordered  {Mr.  Reginald  Torke,  Colonel  Kifigscote):  presented,  and 

read  the  first  time  [Bill  103]  . .  . .  . .  . .      985 

LORDS,  THURSDAY,  MARCH  16. 

PaRLIAMKNT — GXiAUCS  TO  YOTB  r0&  RePBBSBNTATIYE    PeBKS    fO£    laBIAND 

—-Standing  Order  LXXX. — Motion — 

ifovM^,'*  That  Standing  Order  >'o.  LXXX.  be  uinonded  by  inserting  after  the  worda 
(* admitted  by  the  aooBeof  Lords')  the  following  wordi;  viz.,  ('or  by  Tirtne  of 


any  Pmm^  la  wliMi  Hk^tamtmu  fa  tbm  liUi  FMiit  lltd  PMhMi  Wd^^ 
Peeref  Snffluid,  Qreftt Bxitem,  or  tiie Unitod  Kingdom,  diall  be  the  flMiaiiirU 
finitirilbiitbtlieP^iiaBllft^l  of  wyoh  the  Mttoow  itt*  in  the  Hcnim  el  Xoaid* 
■  a  Peer  cxf  EngUnd,  Gfwi  Bnteiiiy  or  fhe  tJidted  E3iigdoai,'*WjnU  Arl  4|# 

KotioHiyrimi  i». 

EsTPT— FoBsniir   juta  Eubjofbait  Basnauns  jukd  EifFiiOTXB-*Qa68floii, 
Obeerrations,  £arl  Do  La  Warr ;  Beply,  Earl  Qnoivilla  . .    '«§5 

^iMiifr);  reed  U^Ko.  41)  ..  ••       •  **  ••     9M 

QUMitlONS. 

-  Llw  ASD  FouoB  (lBXtiAJil>>— luJ^iA  UflB  w  7nuuBM0^Ckiieaiioii,  Hr« 

Biggnr;  Answer,  The  AttonMj  €toii«rtd  tm  Iidaad  *  •    jBSf 
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Pabmamkmt — Business  of  the  House — The  New  Hules  of  Pboceduri 
— Notice,  Mr.  Gladstone     . .  . .  . .  . .  130 

ORDERS    OF    THE    DA  Y. 

Parliament — Business  of  the  House  (Putting  the  Question) —Resolu- 
tion.   Adjourned  Debate.     [Second  Night] — 

Order  read,  for  resuming  Adjourned  Debate  on  Amendment  proposed  to 
Question  [20th  February], 

"That  when  it  shall  appear  to  Mr.  Speaker,  or  to  the  Chairman  of  a  Committee 
of  the  whole  House,  during  anv  Debate,  to  be  the  evident  sense  of  the  House,  or  of 
the  Committee,  that  the  Question  be  now  put,  he  may  so  inform  the  House,  or  the 
Committee;  and,  if  a  Motion  bo  made  'That  the  Question  be  now  put,'  ^Ir. 
Speaker,  or  the  Chairman,  shall  forthwith  put  such  Question ;  and,  if  the  same  be 
decided  in  the  affirmative,  the  Question  under  discussion  shall  be  put  forthwith : 
Provided  that  the  Question  shall  not  be  decided  in  the  affirmative,  if  a  Division  be 
taken,  unless  it  shall  appear  to  have  been  supported  by  more  than  two  hundred 
Members,  or  unless  it  shall  appear  to  have  been  opposed  by  less  than  forty  Members 
and  supported  by  more  than  one  hundred  Members,*' — {Mr,  Gladstone.) 

And  which  Amendment  was, 

To  leave  out  from  the  first  word  "That,*'  to  the  end  of  the  Question,  in  order  to  add 
the  words  **no  Rules  of  Procedure  will  be  satisfactory  to  this  House  which  confer 
the  power  of  closing  a  Debate  upon  a  majority  of  Members," — {Mr.  Marriott,) — 
instead  thereof. 

Question  again  proposed,  '^  That  the  words  *  when  it  shall  appear  to  Mr. 

Speaker,'  stand  part  of  the  Question  :  " — Debate  resumed  . .   13 

After  long  debate,  Moved,  "That  the  Debate  be  now  adjourned," — (Mr. 

Beresford    Hope:')  —  Question    put,    and    agreed  to: — Debate  further 

adjourned  till  Thursday, 

Supply — ^Bbpobt — Resolutions  [17th  March]  r^or^(^  .•  13 

After  short  debate,  Resolutions  agreed  to. 

Bills  of  Sale  Act  (1878)  Amendment  Bill  [Bill  8]— 

Bill  considered  in  Committee  [  Progress  1 6M  March"]  . .  ..12 

After  some  time  spent  therein.  Bill  reported;  as  amended,  to  be  con- 
sidered upon  Monday  next. 

Qeneral  Police  and  Improvement  (Scotland)  Bill  [Bill  77]^ 

Bill  considered  in  Committee    . .  . .  . .  ..14 

Bill  reported^  without  Amendment ;  to  be  read  the  third  time  To-morrow. 


Ways  and  Means — 
ConBolidated  Fond  (No.  2)  Bill 


! 

Resolutions  [March  17]  reported^  and  agreed  to  : — Bill  ordered  {Mr.  P/ay/air,  Mr. 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer,  Lord  Frederick  Cavendish) ;  presented,  and  read  the  first 
time  ••  ••  ••  ••  ••  ••14 


LORDS,  TUESDAY,  MARCH  21. 

Mabriaob  of  His  Royal  Highnbss  Prince  Leopold,  Duke   op   Albany 
-yMessago  from  the  Queen. .  ..  ••  ..14 


tion,  Mr.  Healy ;  Answer,  The  Attorney  General  for  Ireland  ..   I486 

PuoE  pBsaEBVATioK  AcTS  (Irei.and)  1 818  TO  1882 — NuuBEB  OF  Pbisokess 

AT  ANT   ONE    Period — Question,    Mr.    Healy ;    Answer,    Mr.    W.    E. 

Foreter  ..  ..  ..  ..  ..    1437 

PaoTBCTioir  OF   Pebsow  and  Propbrtt  {Irbland)  Act,    1881 — Arrest  of 

Mr.  Thomas  Mahonet — Question,   Mr.  Healy ;  Answer,  Mr.   W.   E. 

Forster  ..  ..  ..  ..    1437 

Education    Department — Training    Colleoeb  —  Question,     Mr.    Lyulph 

Stanley  ;  Answer,  Mr.  Mundella  . .  . .  . .    1438 

PaoTEcnoN  OF  Person  and    Property  (Ireland)  Act,   1881 — Arrest    of 

Mr.    Edmund    Burke,     Mr.     Wili.i.ub    Htnes,    and    Mr.    Thomas 

M'Mahon— Questions,  Mr.  O'Shea  ;  Answers,  Mr.  W.  E.  Forster  . .  1438 
New  Zeaiand — Destrdction  of  Ghowino  Crops  of  the  Maories  bt  thb 

Police — Question,  Mr.  Lnbouchere;  Answer,  Mr.  Courtney  . .    1439 

LtoHTnousE  System  of  the  United  Ki.vodom — Method  of  Advertising 

for  Bequireuekts — Question,  Mr.  Sexton  ;  Answer,  Mr.  Chamberlain  1440 
State    of  IreihUITi — Kbportbd    Outrages    on    Sunday — Questions,    Mr. 

Macartney ;  Answers,  Mr.  W.  E.  Forster  , ,  .  •   H40 

ScrevoE  and  Art  Dbpartuent — Dr.  Atbuno  and  Mrs.  Besant — Question, 

Sir  Henry  Tyler;  Answer,  Mr.  Mundella  . .  •  •    14*1 

Bpfply — The   Army    Estimates — Question,  Colonel  Alexander  ;    Answer, 

Mr.  Gladstone  ..  ..1441 

Uarbuob  of  Hib  Boyal  'HioitNBss  Prince  Leopold,  Duke    of    -Albany 

— HsBSAGE  from  Her  tSjtJEBTT—QiiPslion,  Mr.  Levis;  Answer,  Mr. 

%ptnkKt:— Short  debate  thereon       .         ..  ,.  ..14^% 
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MOTIONS. 

■ 

Pabliamentaby  Befobm — Ebsoltjtions — 

Moved f  **  1.  That,  in  the  opinion  of  this  House,  it  would  be  desirable,  so  soon  as  the 
state  of  public  business  shall  permit,  to  establish  Uniformity  of  Franchise,  throughout 
the  whole  of  the  United  Kingdom,  by  a  Franchise  similar  in  principle  to  that  estab- 
lished in  the  English  boroughs,"— (i^r.  Arthur  Arnold)  . .  ..1443 

Amendment  proposed, 

To  leave  out  from  the  first  word  **  That,"  to  the  end  of  the  Question,  in  order  to  add 
the  words  **  no  change  should  be  made  in  the  Electoral  Franchise  or  the  distribution 
of  political  power  until  full  and  accurate  information  has  been  laid  before  this  House 
with  respect  to  the  relative  advantages  of  various  systems  of  Election,  including 
proportional  representation,  the  Cumulative  Vote,  and  the  Limited  Vote,  and  that  a 
Select  Committee  be  appointed  to  inquire  what  system  of  Election  is  best  calculated 
to  secure  the  just  representation  of  the  opinions  of  all  classes  of  Electors,** — {Mr. 
BlennerhoBsettf) — instead  thereof. 

Question  proposed,  *'  That  the  words  proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part 
of  the  Question  :  " — After  long  debate,  liovedy   '*  That  ^e  Debate  be 
now  adjourned," — (^Mr.  Sait :)— After  further  debate,  Question  put: — 
The  House  divided;  Ayes  137,  Noes  192;   Majority  55.— (Div.  List, 
No.  55.) 
Original  Question  again  proposed  . .  . .  . .  1532 

Moved,    **That  this  House  do  now  adjourn," — (Mr,   G.    W.  Elliot:) — 

— After  short  debate.  Motion,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 
Original  Question  again  proposed  . .  . .  . .  1533 

After  short  debate,  Motion  agreed  to : — Debate  adjourned  till  To-morrow, 

County  Oess  (Ikeland) — Motion  for  a  Select  Committee — 

Moved f  ''That  a  Select  Committee  be  appointed  to  inquire  into  the  manner  in  which 
a  County  Cess  of  8«.  Ihi.  in  the  pound  was  imposed  at  the  summer  assizes  on  the 
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the  manner  in  which  a  heavy  County  Cess  was  imposed  on  Cool,  Kaheen,  and  oUier 
townlands  in  Queen's  County,'* — (Colonel  Nolan)      ..  ..  ..    1533 

After  debate,  Question  put: — ^The  House  divided;  Ayes  25,  Noes  79! 
Majority  54. — (Div.  List,  No.  56.) 

ORDER    OF    THE    DAY, 


Parish  Churches  Bill  [Bill  99]— 

Movedy  "That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second  time," — (Mr,  A,  Grey)      . .    1548 
After  debate,  Motion  agreed  to : — Bill  read  a  second  time,  and  committed 
for  To-morrow,  

Metropolis  Management  and  Building  Acts  Amendment  BiR—Ordered  {Sir 

Jamet  M^Oarel-Hogg,  Admiral  Sir  JohnMatf,  Sir  Andrew  Lttsk);  presented,  and  read 

the  first  time  [BUI  1071  ••         *  ••  ..  .-1560 

COMMONS,  WEDNESDAY,  MAECH  22. 
ORDER    OF    THE    DAY. 

University  Education  (Ireland)  Bill  [Bill  9]— 

Moved  **  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second  time,"— (i/r.  William  Corbet)  1560 
After  debate.   Moved,   '*That   the   Debate    be  now  adjourned,"— (i^fr 

Joeeph  M^Kenna ;) — [There  being  no  Seconder,  the  Motion  was  not  put.] 
Question  put,  **  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second  time  :  " — The  House 

///hw^///  Ajrea  36,  Noee  214;  Majority  179.— ^DW.  List,  "No,  ^1.) 
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words  **a  Select  Committee  he  appointed  to  inquire  into  the  effects  which  the 
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otherwise,  any  impediment  to  the  fuller  development  of  the  manufacturing  and 
commercial  industry  of  the  United  Kingdom,** — {Mr,  Ritchie^) — instead  thereof  ..    1823 
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Main  Question,  **  That  Mr.  Speaker  do  now  leave  the  Chair,*'  put,  and 
ayrted  to, 

STTPT'LY— considered  in  Committee — Civil  Services  and  Ekvenue  Depabt- 

IfEXTS — 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed,  "That  a  sum,  not  exceeding  £3,631,600,  be 
granted  to  Her  Majesty,  on  account,  for  or  towards  defraying  the  Charge  for  the 
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Original  Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Resolution  to  be  reported  upon  Tuesday  next,  at  Two  of  the  clock  ;  Com- 
mittee to  ait  again  upon  Monday  next. 
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OT  OONTSIITS. 
llfareh  24.]  / 

PartnenUpB  BiU  [BiU  27]— 

Order  read,  for  resuming  Adjourned  Debate  on  Question  [22nd  Feb- 
ruary], "  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second  time :  " — Question  again 
proposed : — Debate  resumed  . .  . .   1 

A^er  short  debate,  Question  put,  and  agreed  to  : — Bill  read  a  second  time, 
and  committed  for  Monday  next. 

Duke  of  Albany  (Establishment)  Bill— Resolutions  [23rd  March]  reported,  and 
agreed  to  : — Bill  ordered  {Mr.  Plat/fair^  Mr.  Gladstone,  Secretary  Sir  WilUam  Hareourf^ 
Lord  Frederick  Cavendish) ;  presented,  and  read  the  first  time  [Bill  112]  .,    \ 

MOTIONS. 
Arklow  Harbour  Bill— 

Moved,  **  That  the  Select  Committee  on  the  Arklow  Harbour  Bill  do  consist  of  Five 
Members,  Three  to  be  nominated  by  the  House  and  Two  to  be  nominated  by  the 
Committee  of  Selection," — {Lord  ifederiek  Cavendish)  . .  . .    1 

Amendment  proposed,  to  leave  out  the  word  "  Five,"  in  order  to  insert 

the  word  '•  Six," — {Mr.  Redmond,) — instead  thereof. 
Question  proposed,  "  That  the  word  '  Five '  stand  part  of  the  Question  :" 

— After  short  debate,  Amendment  and  Motion,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 
Moved,   ''That  the  Select  Committee  on  the  Arklow  Harbour  Bill  do 

consist  of  Seven 'Members,"-^  if r.  Redmond:) — Motion  agreed  to. 

Ordered,  That  the  Select  Committee  on  the  Arklow  Harbour  Bill  do  consist  of  Seven 
Members,  Five  to  be  nominated  by  the  House  and  Two  to  be  nominated  by  the 
Committee  of  Selection: — List  of  the  Committee     ..  ••  ..    1 

Statioksky  Office  COont&oller's  Bepobt)-* 
Besolutions,  Lord  Frederick  Cavendish        . .  . .  . .  1 

SiTTIKOS  OF  THE  HoUSE — 

Resolved,  That  whenever  the  House  shall  meet  at  Two  of  the  Clock,  the  Sittings  of  the 
House  shall  be  held  subject  to  the  Resolutions  of  the  House  of  the  30th  dav  of 
April  1869, — {liord  Frederiek  Cavendieh.) 


NEW  WBIT8  ISSUED. 
Tdibdat,  Maboh  14. 
Fn  Carnarvon  JDiilrut,  v.  WillUm  BiUkele;  Hughes,  esquire,  deoeased. 

Moirs^T,  Makoh  22. 

Fdi  £h<  CorMtoM,  v.  the  Hon,  Ihomu  Ohules  Agu-Bobaites,  called  up  to 
the  House  of  Peers. 


NEW    MEMBER    SWOKN. 

THtrBSDAT,  Makoh  9. 

■y — Charles  William  Miles,  esquire. 
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FAIRS  (IRELAND). 
QTTESTIOir.      OB8BBVATI0HB. 

TriSCOUNT  MIDLETON  rose  to  ask 
?  the  Lord  Privy  Seal,  Whether  the 
Government  are  prepared  to  regulate  the 
holding  of  fairs  in  Ireland  ;  and,  if  not, 
whether  they  will  introduce  a  measure 
for  the  regulation  of  fairs  and  markets  ? 
The  noble  Viscount  said,  that  for  many 
jears  over  the  whole  South  and  West 
of  Ireland  fairs  had  been  held  in  the 
different  country  towns  at  which  the 
greater  part  of  the  general  trade  of  the 
district  was  carried  on.  Those  fairs 
were  usually  held  under  patents  granted 
by  the  Crown,  and  were  either  under 
the  management  of  the  descendants  of 
the  original  grantees,  or  under  the 
management  of  lessees,  to  whom  the 
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right  of  collecting  the  tolls  had  been 
demised.  In  some  few  instances  they 
were  held  under  the  management  of  the 
Town  Commissioners,  who  had  taken 
leases  from  the  owners.  During  the 
course  of  last  summer  a  very  consider- 
able number  of  these  fairs  were  sup- 
planted by  what  were  called  Land 
League  fairs.  Notices  were  posted  up 
in  the  different  districts  announcing 
that  fairs  would  be  held  on  the  same 
day  upon  which  the  fairs  were  usually 
held  ;  but  that  instead  of  being  held 
in  the  fair  field,  where  they  were  held 
usually,  they  would  be  held  in  the 
streets,  or  some  other  place  appointed 
by  the  Land  League.  In  several  in- 
stances that  had  been  done,  and  cattle 
had  been  sold  in  the  streets  and  lanes 
of  the  towns  under  the  auspices  of  the 
Land  League.  The  first  instance  in 
which  it  occurred  was  in  Dunmanway, 
in  West  Cork,  and  subsequently  fairs  of 
a  similar  description  were  held  in  Midle- 
ton  and  other  places.  There  were  three 
different  classes  who  were  seriously  in- 
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convenienced  by  this  change.  In  the 
first  place,  the  inhabitants  of  the  towns 
were  put  monthly  to  the  inconvenience 
of  having  the  streets  crammed  with 
cattle,  and  the  flagways  and  paths  left 
in  a  very  filthy  state.  Then  the  buyers 
were  inconvenienced  by  not  knowing,  as 
they  did  previously,  where  to  get  the 
description  of  stock  they  wanted,  they 
being  forced  to  wander  through  the 
streets  and  into  the  lanes  to  find  out  the 
cattle  that  suited  them.  The  sellers  also 
found  that,  under  such  circumstances, 
the  prices  they  obtained  for  their  cattle 
were  very  much  lower,  and  that  when- 
ever such  fairs  had  been  removed  they 
had  been  seriously  injured.  The  last 
class  injured  were  the  owners  of  the 
tolls.  He  fancied  that  the  original 
object  of  the  Land  League  was,  in  the 
first  place,  to  please  the  publicans,  who 
were  the  only  class  benefited  by  the 
alteration ;  and,  in  the  second  place,  to 
divert  a  certain  portion  of  the  revenue 
which  accrued  to  the  landlords.  Con- 
sidering the  small  tolls  charged  and  the 
expense  of  keeping  the  fair  grounds  in 
order,  and  of  managing  the  fairs,  the 
profit  derived  by  the  owners  was  much 
smaller  than  the  Leaders  of  the  Land 
League  supposed.  The  question  then 
arose  how  this  evil  was  to  be  remedied. 
He  believed  it  would  be  possible  for  any 
inhabitant  of  the  town  to  bring  an  action 
for  obstruction  against  any  party  so 
offending  for  wilfully  obstructing  the 
street.  He  believed,  also,  it  was  pos- 
sible for  the  owners  of  the  tolls  to  bring 
an  action  against  those  who  exposed 
cattle  for  sale  other  than  in  the  autho- 
rized place  for  disturbance  of  the  rights 
of  his  fair.  But  that  would  be  com- 
pelling private  individuals  to  remedy 
what,  in  reality,  was  a  public  nuisance. 
He  had  seen  an  opinion  of  Mr.  Justice 
O'Hagan  before  his  elevation  to  the 
Bench;  and  his  advice  on  this  point, 
in  reference  to  which  he  had  been  con- 
sulted, was  that  the  Town  Commis- 
sioners should  be  compelled  by  man- 
damus to  clear  the  streets,  which  it 
was  their  undoubted  duty  to  do.  Un- 
fortunately, in  many  instances,  the  Town 
Commissioners  owed  their  election  to  the 
persons  interested  in  holding  these  il- 
legal fairs,  and  they  were  loth  to  take 
any  action  in  the  matter.  The  question 
then  arose  who  should  apply  for  the 
mandamus,  and  Mr.  Justice  O'Hagan 
was  of  opinion  that  it  should  be  applied 


for  by  the  pabHc  authority.  The  publio 
authority  in  Lreland  was  the  Local  Qo- 
vemment  Board,  represented  either  by 
the  Chief  Secretary,  as  ex-officio  Presi- 
dent, or  by  the  Under  Secretary,  who 
was  his  representative.  The  powers  pos- 
sessed by  the  Local  Government  Board 
seemed  to  be  ample  in  this  respect.  The 
Towns  Improvement  Act  of  1854  ex-  i 
pressly  mentioned  the  exposing  for  sale 
of  cattle,  horses,  sheep,  &c.,  in  any  plaoe  j 
otherwise  than  in  the  authorized  fair 
field  as  an  offence  against  the  Act ;  and 
provided,  further,  that  wherever  thai 
offence  was  committed  within  view  of 
any  constable  or  ofiBlcer  appointed  under 
the  Act,  that  constable  or  officer  should, 
without  warrant,  take  into  custody  and 
convey  before  the  magistrates  sitting  at 
Petty  Sessions  any  person  ffuilty  of  an 
offence.  Indeed,  words  comd  hardly  be 
clearer  than  they  were.  If  there  was 
any  difficulty  £rom  a  legal  point  of  view, 
it  was  amply  provided  for  by  the  1 0th 
section  of  the  Local  Government  Board 
Act,  1874,  which  gave  the  Board  fall 
power  to  make  any  alterations  that  were 
necessary  at  the  places  where  fairs  were 
held.  He  contended  that  it  was  most 
important  that  it  should  be  known  who 
were  the  authorities  who  could  move  in 
the  matter,  and  that  it  should  not  be 
left  to  private  individuals  to  take  action 
against  offenders.  In  cases  where  fair 
greens  were  furnished  with  all  proper 
means  and  appliances  for  holding  fairs, 
should  not  oraers  be  given  to  the  Con- 
stabulary to  clear  the  streets  if  it  were 
attempted  to  hold  a  fair  in  them,  as 
being  illegal  and  inconvenient  to  the 
inhabitants  ?  The  holding  of  such  fairs 
was  a  lawless  proceeding,  and  intended 
so  to  be  by  the  parties  who  attended 
the  fairs.  He  hoped  that  the  Govern- 
ment would  say  that  they  had  sufficient 
Eowers;  and,  if  not,  that  they  would 
ring  in  a  measure  for  the  purpose  of 
regulating  all  markets  and  fairs  m  Ire- 
land. The  law  should,  at  any  rate,  be 
enforced  by  the  Government,  and  it 
should  not  be  left  in  the  hands  of  private 
persons  who  might  desire  to  take  action 
as  a  matter  of  public  duty.  Fairs  held 
in  streets  was  an  offence  against  the  law, 
and  they  should  be  put  down  by  the 
law. 

Lord  CARUNGFOBD  said,  he  was 
afraid  that  he  could  not  g^ve  the  noble 
Lord  an  answer  which  would  be  con- 
sidered satisfactory.     The  noble  Lord 
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had  called  his  attention  to  wliat  occurred 
•t  Midleton,  and  there  were  other  simi- 
Itr  cases.     There  had  heen  a  careful 
inquiry  into  the  matter,  and  the  Irish 
GoTemment  were  instructed  that  they 
hftd  no  power  to  regpilate  the  holding 
of  fairs  and  markets  in  Ireland.    ^ 
to  the  cases    where    there    were    fair 
gi^ens,  it  rested  with  the  legal  owner  of 
any  fair  to  pursue  his  private  right  of 
action  against  the  parties  who  held  a 
fiur  in  an   unauthorized  place.      The 
noble  Lord  said  he  could  not  under- 
itind  why  the  Constabulary  did  not  do 
more  to  prevent  these  proceedings  in  the 
itreets ;  but  he  (Lord  Carlingford)  was 
informed  that  the  Constabulary  in  the 
South  of  Ireland  had,  in  some  cases, 
deared  the  streets  and  prevented  any 
nle  of  cattle  in  them.    That  was  the  case 
at  Dunmanway.    There  was  this  differ- 
QDoe  between  the  circumstances  of  that 
^aoe  and  of  Midleton — that  the  former 
did  not  enjoy  the  advantage  of  having 
Town  Commissioners,  whereas  Midleton 
did.    In  the  latter  town  the  Constabu- 
luy  wished  to  know  what  they  should 
do  in  respect  of  preventing  sales  in  the 
itraets ;  and  they  were  advised  that  they 
eoold  not  act  without  being  called  upon 
to  do  so  by  the  Town  Commissioners, 
and  that  body  would  not  move  in  the 
matter.    That  made  it  impossible  for 
the  Oonstabulaiy  to  render  any  service, 
though,  if  they  did  act,  he  doubted  whe- 
ther they  could  restore  the  noble  Lord's 
fidr  to  its  original  condition,  which  was 
the  object  to  be  aimed  at.  As  to  the  power 
of  the  Local  Government  Board,  he  was 
surprised  to  hear  the  noble  Lord  say  that 
there  was  a  clause  in  the  Act  of  1874 
▼hich  enabled  them  to  do  certain  things ; 
because  he  had  heard  from  the  Board 
that  they  had  looked  into  the  Act,  and 
they  had   not  found  that  they  had  any 
power  which  would  enable  them  to  in- 
terfere to  prevent  the  holding  of  any 
Mr  in   an    unauthorized  place.     After 
what  had  been  stated  he  would  make 
further  inquiry  into  the  matter.     As  to 
a  Bill   for   the  purpose   of  regulating 
fairs  and  markets  in  Ireland,  no  doubt 
such  a  measure  would  be  very  useful, 
but  it  would  necessarily  be  one  of  con- 
aderable    complication    and    difficulty, 
and  it  was  quite  impossible  for  him  to 
giie  auy  pledge  on  the  part  of  the  Irish 
GoTemment  that  they  would  introduce 
KLch  a  Bill,  at  any  rate,  at  present.    He 
oouldonly  say,  with  respect  to  the  action 


of  the  Local  G-ovemment  Board,  that  he 
should  take  care  to  inquire  into  the 
matter. 

House  adjourned  at  half  past  Five 

o'clock,  to  Monday  next. 

Eleven  o'clock. 
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HOUSE    OF    COMMONS, 
Friday,  Srd  March,  1882. 


MINUTES.]  —  Select  Committbb  —  Law  of 
Distress,  appointed. 

Supply — considered  in  Committee — Civil  Ser- 
vices AND  Rrveitue  Departments  Supple- 
mentary Estimates,  1881-2 — Class  III. — 
Law  and  Justice  ;  Class  IV. — Education, 
Science,  and  Art;  Class tV. — Foreign  and 
Colonial  Services  ;  Class  VII. — Miscel- 
laneous; Post  Office;  Post  Office  Tele- 
graphs. 

Private  Bills  {by  Order) — Seeofid  Reading — 
Manchester,  Sheffield,  and  Lincolnshire  Rail- 
way and  Cheshire  Lines  * ;  Northampton 
Corporation  ♦. 

Public   Bills — Committee — Boiler    Explosions 

[4]— R.P. 

Committee — Report — Consolidated  Fund  (No.  1  )•. 
Third    Reading  —  Slate  Mines  (Gunpowder)  ♦ 
[68],  and  pasted, 

PRIVATE    BUSINESS. 


MANCHESTER.  SHEFFIELD,   AND  LIN- 
COLNSHIRE RAILWAY  AND 
CHESHIRE  LINES  BILL  {by  Order). 

SECOND    READING. 

Order  for  Second  Reading  read. 

Sir  CHARLES  FORSTER  moved 
that  the  Bill  be  now  road  a  second 
time. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
''That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second 
time." — {Sir  Charles  Forster.) 

Mr.  monk  said,  that  he  had  placed 
a  Notice  on  the  Paper  of  his  intention 
to  move  the  rejection  of  this  Bill ;  and 
he  wished  to  call  the  attention  of  the 
House  to  one  of  the  provisions  con- 
tained in  it.  It  was  a  Bill  brought  in  by 
the  Manchester,  Sheffield,  and  Lincoln- 
shire Railway  Company  for  the  purpose 
of  conferring  additional  powers  upon 
that  Company  and  upon  the  Cheshire 
Lines  Railway  Company,  and  for  other 
purposes.  Among  those  purposes  he 
found  a  clause — No.    15  in  the  Bill — 
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which  altogether  altered  the  law  in  re- 
gard to  grouping.  It  allowed  the  Com- 
panies to  group  certain  collieries  or  coal 
pits  on  their  line,  within  a  radius  of  20 
miles,  and  permitted  them  to  charge 
exactly  the  same  amount  for  the  con- 
veyance of  coal  from  all  the  collieries, 
although  some  were  20  miles  further 
away  from  the  common  destination  than 
other  pits.  Now,  the  law  with  regard 
to  grouping  had  been  laid  down  in  the 
Denaby  Main  Case  by  the  decision  of 
the  Railway  Commissioners.  The  Com- 
missioners said — 

"  The  reasons  given  in  this  case  do  not  justify 
the  exceptional  way  in  which  the  rates  are 
oharg^.  The  pits  are  grouped  because  they 
all  work  the  same  bed  of  coal ;  but  the  grouping 
seems  to  us  to  be  carried  too  far  when  it  is  ap- 
plied compulsorily  to  a  coal  field  extending  20 
miles,  and  covering  an  area  in  which  the  pits 
may  be  that  distance  apart." 

He  would  only  read  from  the  decision 
of  the  Commissioners  one  more  sen- 
tence, in  which  they  said — 

"  We  come,  on  the  whole,  to  the  conclusion 
that  the  grouping|system,  as  it  afifects  the  appli- 
cant, does  subject  him  to  undue  and  unreason- 
able prejudice." 

The  Commissioners  ruled  accordingly. 
The  Bill  now  before  the  House  proposed 
to  alter  the  law  in  regard  to  that  case. 
When  he  discovered  that  it  did  so  he  gave 
Notice  last  Monday  that  he  would  move 
the  rejection  of  the  second  reading  of  the 
Bill.  Since  that  time  he  had  seen  the 
parties  who  were  responsible  for  the  Bill, 
and  they  had  given  an  undertaking  that 
Clause  15  shomd  be  withdrawn  entirely. 
Under  these  circumstances,  he  should 
not  have  considered  it  necessary  to  do 
more  than  state  the  reasons  which  had 
induced  him  to  place  a  Notice  of  Opposi- 
tion against  the  Bill,  if  it  were  not  for  a 
circumstance  which  had  since  come  to 
his  knowledge — namely,  that  some  col- 
liery owners  intended  in  Committee  to 
move  the  re-insertion  of  the  very  clause 
which  had  been  agreed  to  be  struck  out 
by  the  promoters  of  the  BiU.  He  had 
only  to  add  that  if  the  clause  was  re-in- 
serted by  the  Committee  the  Bill  would 
have  his  most  determined  opposition 
when  it  came  down  for  a  third  reading. 
As  the  matter  now  stood,  he  did  not  in- 
tend to  move  the  rejection  of  the  second 
readiuK- 

Sib  CHARLES  FORSTER  said,  that 
the  promoters  of  the  Bill  would  meet 
the  objections  of  his  hon.  Friend  tiie 

Mr,  Monk 


Member  for  Gloucester  (Mr.  Monk)  by 
striking  out  Clause  15  and  altering  tb« 
Preamble  accordingly. 

Motion  agreed  to. 

Bill  read  a  second  time,  and  eommUUi. 

QUESTIONS. 

LAW  AND  JUSTICE  (INDIA)— CASE  OF 
JADAVRAI   HARISHANKAR. 

Mb.  R.  N.    FOWLER   asked  the 
Secretary  of  State  for  India,  Whether 
he  will  cause  Jadavrai  Harishankar,  an 
advocate  at  the  Indian  Bar,  now  under- 
going   imprisonment    in    gaol    in   the 
Bomoay    Presidency,  to   be    furnished 
with  copies  of  the  Reports  of  Mr.  Aston, 
C.S.,  recently  Judicial  Assistant  to  the 
Political    Agent    in    Kattiawar,   which 
Reports  were  forwarded  to  that  Agenoj 
unaer  date  April  7th  1881  ;  Report  or 
Reply  of  Mr.  E.  T.  Candy,  C.S.  on  the 
above  Reports,  forwarded  under  date  of 
May  4th  1881,  together  with  a  Memo- 
randum by  Mr.  Aston,  also  a  Report  bv 
Mr.  Candy  on  Jadavrai's  petition ;  ana, 
whether,  considering  the  statements  con- 
tained in  these  Papers,   the    Bombay 
Government  would  consider  whether  they 
might  liberate  Jadavrai  and  remit  the  fine 
of  ±ts.24,000  imposed  upon  him  by  the 
Kattiawar  Political  Agency  Courts  ? 

The  Mabqubss  of  HARTINGTON: 
I  answered  a  Question  on  this  subject 
put  to  me  by  the  hon.  Member  for 
Haddington  (Sir  David  Wedderbum), 
on  the  4th  August  last,  and  have  only 
to  add  that  I  have  since  ascertained 

Erivately  from  the  Governor  of  Bom- 
ay  that  in  March,  1881,  the  Governor 
visited  the  gaol  where  the  prisoner 
was  confined,  and  on  his  making  a 
fresh  appeal  and  presenting  a  Petition, 
the  Governor  sent  for  all  the  Papers  and 
himself  went  through  them  carefully, 
with  the  result  that  he  was  convinced 
that  the  conviction  was  right;  and,  at 
the  same  time,  Mr.  Justice  Kemball, 
one  of  the  Judges  of  the  Bombay  High 
Court  (who  was  then  acting  as  member 
of  the  Council  of  the  Governor),  also 
read  all  the  Papers  at  the  request  of  the 
Governor,  and  arrived  at  the  same  con- 
clusion— namely,  that  there  was  no 
doubt  the  conviction  was  right.  It  is 
clear  that  the  case  has  received  the 
fullest  and  repeated  consideration ;  and, 
under  the  oiioumttances,  there  is  no 
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November  last  Mr.  Thompsoa  Cooke, 
master  of  the  Newry  Union,  along  with 
two  men,  John  Rodney  and  Bernard 
Rodney,  was  arrested  on  a  charge  of 
having  conspired  to  utter  a  forged  docu- 
ment purporting  to  be  the  will  of  Mr. 
Edward  Graves  Howard,  of  Damolly 
Park,  Newry,  then  deceased;  whether 
Mr.  Oooke  has  been  permitted  by  the 
Local  Government  Board  to  continue  the 
discharge  of  his  functions  as  master  of 
the  workhouse ;  and,  if  the  Local  Go- 
vernment Board  will  retain  him  in  his 
position  whilst  such  a  grave  criminal 
charge  is  pending  ? 

The  attorney  GENERAL  for 
IRELAND  (Mr.  W.  M.  Johnson)  :  Mr. 
Cooke  was  arrested  on  a  charge  of  being 
concerned  in  an  alleged  will  forgery, 
and  was  admitted  to  bail.  The  case  has 
not  yet  been  tried.  The  Board  of  Guar- 
dians, after  full  consideration  of  the  cir- 
cumstances, decided  to  retain  Mr.  Cooke 
in  his  position  pending  the  trial,  and 
the  Local  Government  Board  have  not 
considered  it  necessary  to  interfere  with 
the  decision  of  the  Guardians. 

LAW  AND  JUSTICE  (SCOTLAND)  — 
SENTENCES  OF  PENAL  SERVITUDE 
ON  CHILDREN. 

Dr.  CAMERON  asked  the  Secretary 
of  State  for  the  Home  Department, 
Whether  his  attention  has  been  called 
to  the  cases  of  Robert  Crawford  and 
Francis  Hill,  boys  aged  14,  and  repeat- 
edly referred  to  as  **  children "  by  the 
Judge  who  sentenced  them,  condemned 
by  Lord  Deas,  at  the  Glasgow  December 
Circuit,  to  five  years  penal  servitude  for 
the  thefts  of  letters;  and,  whether,  taking 
into  consideration  the  tender  age  of  the 
prisoners,  and  the  fact  that  Lord  Deas 
stated,  as  his  reason  for  pronouncing  so 
heavy  a  sentence,  that  the  Law  did  not 
permit  him  to  award  a  lighter  one,  he 
will  consider  the  propriety  of  mitigating 
the  punishment? 

Sir  WILLLA.M  HARCOURT:  In  re- 
ply to  my  hon.  Friend,  I  have  to  say 
that  it  was  so  obvious  that  penal  ser- 
vitude was  altogether  inappropriate 
punishment  for  children  of  these  tender 
years,  that  I  directed  at  once  that  they 
should  be  kept  in  ordinary  imprison- 
ment until  I  could  communicate  with  the 
Judges.  I  have  done  so,  and  have  ar- 
ranged that  they  should  be  released 
after  a  period  of  six  months  of  ordinary 
imprisonment. 

Mr,  harry 


LAND    LAW    (IRELAND)    ACT,    1881- 
8EC.   68— TOWN   PARKS. 

Mr.  O'CONNOR  POWER  asked  Mr. 
Attorney  General  for  Lreland,  If  he  will 
inform  the  House  on  what  principle  cer- 
tain lands  are  held  to  be  town  parks 
under  the  Land  Law  Act,  thereby  ex- 
cluding the  tenants  of  those  lands  fi!om 
the  benefits  of  that  measure;  whether 
it  is  possible,  in  defining  a  town  park, 
to  determine  what  is  a  town ;  whether 
lands  adjacent  to  villages  or  small  places 
having  no  town  boa^  or  other  local 
public  authority,  and  with  a  populatioii 
of  less  than  3,000  persons,  ought  to  be 
included  in  the  category  of  town  paria; 
and,  whether  the  Government  intend  to 
propose  any  amendment  of  the  Land 
Law  Act  for  the  purpose  of  removing 
the  uncertainty  in  which  the  Law  in  re- 
spect of  this  matter  is  involved  ? 

The  ATTORNEY  GENERAL  poe 
IRELAND  (Mr.  W.  M.  Johnsok):  In 
reply  to  the  first  inquiry  in  this  Qaea- 
tion,  four  conditions  must  be  fulfilled  in 
order  that  a  holding  should  be  a  town 
park  within  the  2na  sub- section  of  the 
o  8th  section  of  the  Land  Act  of  1881.  (1.) 
It  must  be  of  that  character  which  is 
ordinarily  termed  a  town  park.  (2.)  It 
must  adjoin  or  be  near  a  city  or  town. 
(3.)  It  must  bear  an  increased  value  as 
accommodation  land  above  its  ordinary 
letting  value  if  occupied  as  a  farm.  (4.) 
It  must  be  occupied  by  a  person  resid- 
ing in  the  city  or  town  or  its  suburbs 
for  the  accommodation  of  his  residence 
there.  In  reply  to  the  second  inquiry, 
what  constitutes  a  town  within  the  Act 
is  a  circumstance  to  be  determined  by 
the  facts  of  each  case ;  and  I  doubt  whe- 
ther a  hard-and-fast  definition  would  not 
be  open  to  considerable  difficulty.  In 
reply  to  the  third  inquiry,  if  the  town 
is  under  Commissioners  or  other  munici- 
pal body,  there  is  no  difficulty  in  con- 
cluding that  it  is  a  town  within  the  Act ; 
but  calling  a  place  a  town  will  not  make 
it  a  town,  and,  as  a  general  rule,  I 
should  say  that  holdings  adjoining  or 
near  villages  or  smcdl  places  are  not 
town  parks  within  the  Act.  As  a  mat- 
ter of  opinion  merely,  I  should  doubt 
the  prudence  of  a  statutory  definition 
that  no  place  is  a  town  if  its  population 
does  not  exceed  2,999,  which  is,  I  take 
it,  the  gist  of  this  inquiry.  As  to  the 
last  inquiry,  it  is  a  matter  of  policy,  and 
should  be  addressed  to  the  frime  Mi- 
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have  a  copy.  Of  course,  the  warrant 
rniist  have  existed  or  there  could  not 
have  been  a  copy. 

Mr.  ARTHUR  O'CONNOR:  Then, 
Sir,  I  would  ask  what  that  warrant  is, 
and  what  is  the  charge  which  is  brought 
by  Her  Majesty's  Government  against 
me  ?  I  care  not  what  that  charge  may 
be — ^I  am  prepared  to  meet  it  anywhere 
— and  if  Her  Majesty's  Government  say 
that  any  charge  can  be  preferred  against 
me  only  in  Ireland,  and  can  be  tried  by 
law  in  Ireland,  I  am  perfectly  prepared 
to  abide  by  the  verdict  of  an  English 
jury  if  any  such  similar  charge  shall  be 
brought  against  me  in  England.  On 
my  return  from  Ireland  some  months 
ago  there  was,  as  I  am  informed  on 
good  authority,  a  warrant  issued  for  my 
apprehension  in  England  by  the  Home 
Secretary,  or  the  Home  Office ;  and  I  am 
assured  that  warrant  was  in  the  hands 
of  the  police  in  Scotland  Yard  for  some 
time.  I  had  an  inkling  of  something  of 
the  sort  at  the  time,  and  I  accordingly 
returned  from  Paris  to  London,  at  g^eat 
inconvenience  to  myself,  to  give  the 
right  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  the 
Home  Secretary,  or  those  who  act  with 
him,  an  opportunity,  if  they  thought  fit, 
of  arresting  me.  I  remained  in  London 
for  some  time,  at  great  inconvenience  to 
myself,  in  order  to  afford  the  Government 
an  opportunity  of  arresting  me.  I  was 
anzioTis  that  they  should  ao  so,  and  for 
this  reason.  I  knew  if  they  did  so  they 
would  be  obliged  to  do  what  they  are 
not  obliged  to  do  in  Ireland — substan- 
tiate that  charge,  if  they  could,  before  a 
jury  of  12  men ;  and  I  was  not  only 
willing,  but  anxious,  to  go  before  a  jury 
and  abide  by  the  decision  of  any  12  men 
with  whom  the  Government  might  pack 
a  jury-box.  I  knew  a  jury  would  be 
obliged  to  acquit  me  of  any  charge  that 
might  be  brought  against  me;  and  I 
knew  also  that  if  I  were  acquitted  the 
whole  foundation  of  misrepresentation 
on  which  the  Government  had  obtained 
the  Coercion  Act  from  this  House  would 
fall  through.  It  would  have  been 
proved  that  there  was  not  sufficient  evi- 
dence of  treasonable  practice  on  the 
part  of  any  of  those  who  had  been 
arrested  under  the  Act,  and  there  would 
then  have  been  no  justification  for  the 
further  detention  of  the  three  Members 
of  Parliament  and  the  500  other  persons 
who  are  in  prison.  Now,  the  Govern- 
ment has  been  challenged  to  say  what 
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charge  they  have  thought  fit  to  bring 
against  me  in  Ireland.    They  dare  Bot 
state  it.  They  know  they  have  no  ground 
whatever  for  charging  me  with  treason- 
able <*practice8 ;  and,  therefore,  in  the 
face  of  this  House,  I  challenge  them  to 
proceed  against  me  by  any  means  in 
their  power.    I  am  perfectly  willing  to 
go  over  to  Ireland  to-night  if  they  will 
guarantee  that  they  will  proceed  againit 
me  in  Ireland  and  bring  me  to  trifd.    U 
they  accept  that  challenge,  well  and 
gocni ;  we  shall  see  what  sort  of  case 
they   are    able   to    make   against    me 
or    against    anyone    in    Ireland.      If 
they  refuse  the  challenge,  then  I  im- 
peach them  for  double  dealing.     I  say 
they  are  utterly  unfit  for  the  position 
they  occupy;  and  I  say  the  people  of 
Ireland   will   be   perfectly  justified  in 
maintaining    their    present     opinion^ 
namely,   that  every  charge  on  which 
these  500  men  and  more  are  imprisoned 
in  Ireland  is  a  false  charge,  known  to 
be  false  by  those  who  have  signed  the 
warrants.    I  beg  to  move  the  adjourn- 
ment of  the  House. 

Mb.  HEALY,  in  seconding  the  Mo- 
tion, expressed  his  astonishment  at  the 
answer  which  the  Gt>vemment  had  given. 
He  had  asked  for  copies  of  the  wazrants 
issued  against  himself  and  his  hon. 
Friends,  and  the  Attorney  General  for 
Ireland  had  informed  the  House  that  he 
could  not  lay  copies  on  the  Table ;  but  he 
(Mr.  Healy)  supposed  they  only  contained 
the  usual  charges  that  A  induced  B  to 
intimidate  C  not  to  pay  his  rent  to  D. 
What  injury  could  be  done  to  the  Public 
Service  by  allowing  those  warrants  to 
be  produced  ?  He  was  surprised  at  the 
want  of  candour  shown  by  the  Govern- 
ment in  refusing  to  satisfy  the  legitimate 
curiosity  of  those  against  whom  charges 
were  brought.  The  Easter  Becess  would 
be  upon  them  in  a  few  weeks,  and  it 
was  part  of  the  Constitutional  procedure 
of  Members  of  the  House  to  go  down  to 
their  constituents  and  take  the  oppor- 
tunity of  addressing  them  on  puoUc 
affairs.  He  was  desirous,  as  he  had 
intended  to  do,  to  visit  his  constituency 
in  Ireland,  and  to  address  it  on  various 
matters  of  public  interest ;  and  he  was 
anxious  to  know  what  precise  charge 
the  Government  had  against  him  in  the 
pigeon  holes  of  Dublin  Castle.  He 
was  in  London  when  Mr.  Pamell  was 
arrested,  and  he  took  the  train  to  Holy- 
head ;  but  he  was  met  as  he  was  going 
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to  the  steamer  by  a  messenger  from  Mr. 
Pamell,  who  told  him  not  to  go  to  Ire- 
land. He  ahoold  be  perfectly  happy  to 
be  in  Kilmainham ;  as  far  as  he  was 
personally  concerned  he  did  not  care  a 
row  of  pina  whether  he  was  in  gaol  or 
in  the  Moose  of  Commons.  TSHiat  he 
did  conceive,  in  the  interests  of  the 
public,  was  that  it  was  an  important 
matter  that  they,  the  Constitutional  Be- 
presentatives  of  the  Irish  people,  should 
be  deprived  of  the  opportunity  of  going 
before  their  constituencies  and  consult- 
ing with  them  on  the  various  important 
matters  that  came  before  the  House. 
There  was  a  Constitutional  crisis  before 
the  House  just  now,  and  there  were 
other  important  Constitutional  matters 
which  it  was  desirable  that  they  should 
discuss  with  their  constituents.  In  these 
eiicumstances,  they  were  entitled  to  ask 
what  was  the  precise  nature  of  the 
charge  against  them.  He  could  hardly 
think  that  the  Attorney  General  for 
Ireland  had  conceived  the  importance  of 
this  question,  and  that  he  had  asked 
the  opinion  of  his  Colleagues  with  re- 
gard to  it.  He  had  given  the  answer 
furnished  him  from  Dublin  Castle.  He 
should,  therefore,  on  a  future  date, 
renew  the  Question  to  the  Attorney 
General  for  Ireland,  in  order  that  he 
might  have  the  opportunity  of  consult- 
ing his  Colleagues ;  and  he  (Mr.  Healy) 
would  ask  him  whether  Members  of 
that  House,  in  the  exercise  of  their 
Constitutional  duty,  who  might  desire 
to  ^o  before  their  constituents  during 
the  Recess,  were  to  bo  subjected  to  the 
provisions  of  the  Coercion  Act  by  the 
right  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  *? 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
'•  That  this  House  do  now  adjourn." — 
(Mr.  Arthur  O'Connor.) 

Sm  WILLIAM  H.VECOITET  :  I  rise 
to  take  notice  of  what  I  understood  tlie 
hon.  Member  for  Queen's  County  to  say. 
lie  was  under  the  impression  that  tliere 
liad  been  some  warrant  in  existence  in 
England  affecting  him  of  which  the 
Home  Office  and  the  police  had  cogni- 
zance. [Mr.  Arthur  O'Connor  :  So  I 
was  informed.]  The  hon.  Member  has 
been  misinformed  on  that  subject.  I 
have  no  cognizance  of  anything  of  tlie 
kind  ;  it  is  the  first  time  I  have  heard 
of  anything  of  the  sort ;  I  have  no  cog- 
nizance of  any  proceeding  in  England 
against  the  hon.  Member. 
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Mr.  CALLAN  said,  he  hoped  a  dis- 
tinct answer  would  be  given  to  the  se- 
rious Constitutional  question  that  had 
been  raised,  and  in  which  he  was  per- 
sonally greatly  concerned.      During  the 
Ct  Eeoess  he  was  anxious  to  address 
constituents.       A  Member  of   the 
House,  an  unflinching  supporter  of  the 
Government,  aware  of  his  wish  to  go  to 
Ireland,  advised  him  not  to  go,  and  said 
— "If  you  go  Forster  is  sure  to  arrest 
you."       He  replied  that  the  arrest,  if 
made,  would  be  due  to  personal  pique, 
and  the  answer  was — **  In  the  present 
state  of  the  country  the  House  of  Com- 
mons could  not  enter  into  the  question ; 
it  would  be  quite  sufficient  if  we  were 
told  that  you  were  arrested  for  reasons 
of  State."      Not  exactly  wishing  to  be 
incarcerated  during  the  cold  weather  in 
Kilmainham,  he  abstained  from  visiting 
Ireland.      He  believed  discretion  to  be 
the  better  part  of  valour,  and  thought 
that  even  a  unit  in  the  House  might  be 
of  importance  in  administering  blows 
against  the  coercive  and  unconstitutional 
Executive  in  Ireland.    Were  the  Repre- 
sentatives of  the  Irish  people  to  be  pre- 
vented from  addressing  their  constituents 
during  the  Easter  Hecess  by  a  covert 
threat  that  if  they  did  they  would  be 
arrested  and  put  in  Kilmainham  Gaol, 
while   the   Chief   Secretary   went  with 
armed  escorts  to  the  West  of  Ireland  ? 
He  had  a  natural  objection  to  detention 
under  any  circumstances,  and  more  es- 
pecially under  *'  reasonable  suspicion," 
lor  Dublin  Castle  had  "  reasonable  sus- 
picion "  of  every  honest    man,    and  of 
every  man  wlio  had  the  courage  of  liis 
opinions.      He  thought  it  behoved  inde- 
pendent Members  on  both  sides  of  tlie 
llouse,  in  addition  to  the  Irish  Members, 
to  ask  the  Government   and  the  Prime 
Minister  whether  ho   would,    with    tUe 
authority  of  his  high  station,  tell  them 
that  they  were  safe  to  go  to  Ireland,  and 
that  if  they  went  to  Ireland  now,  they 
would  not  be   arrested  because  of  the 
''reasonable    suspicion"     of  the    Chief 
Secretary  r  lie  believed  that  every  Irish 
Member  who  had  not  eternal  hostility  to 
the   present   Irish  Administration    was 
unlit  to  represent  an  Irish  constituency  ; 
and  he  believed,  further,  that  no  Irish 
Member    could   go   to    Ireland   at    the 
present  moment,   except  at  the  risk  of 
the  **  reasonable  suspicion  "  of  Dublin 
Castle.      He  hoped  the  Prime  Minister 
would  avail  himself  of  t\ii8  opipoxtuait^ 
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a  ad  challenge  to  make  some  statements 
as  to  the  position  occupied  by  Irish 
Members  in  the  view  of  the  Govern- 
ment. 

Mr.  GLADSTONE:  I  accept  the 
challenge  of  the  hon.  Member  who  has 
just  sat  down.  I  am  sorry  I  can  only 
accept  it  to  the  extent  of  stating  on  my 
responsibility  that  no  further  informa- 
tion on  the  subject  of  the  Question  can, 
or  will,  be  given.  The  tendency  of  this 
conversation  appears  to  me  to  lead  to- 
wards the  setting  up  of  some  description 
of  privilege  or  immunity  for  Members  of 
Parliament,  as  compared  with  the  rest 
of  Her  Majesty's  subjects — either  an  im- 
munity— an  absolute  immunity — from 
being  made  the  subject  of  a  warrant 
under  the  Protection  of  Person  and  Pro- 
perty Act,  or  else  having  an  immunity 
to  this  extent — that  if  a  warrant  should 
be  issued  against  a  Member  of  Parlia- 
ment, and  from  any  circumstance  it 
should  not  take  effect,  that  warrant  may 
be  called  for,  and  produced,  and  made  a 
matter  of  public  and  Parliamentary  cog- 
nizance, although  no  such  thing  could 
take  place  in  the  case  of  any  other  less 
favoured  individual,  not  being  a  Member 
of  Parliament.  Now,  Sir,  we  are  not 
prepared  to  accede  to  any  proposition, 
or  to  g^ve  an  answer  to  any  Question  in 
the  direction  of  setting  up  such  an  im- 
munity; and  in  so  doing  I  apprehend 
we  are  giving  effect  to  the  clear  intention 
of  the  House.  I  have  not  had  time 
since  I  took  my  place  on  this  Bench 
to  refer  to  debates  on  that  Act,  when 
it  was  a  Bill  under  discussion  in  this 
House ;  but,  according  to  the  clear 
recollection  of  myself  and  of  my  Friends 
near  me,  we  did  debate  this  very  ques- 
tion, whether  there  was  to  be  an  im- 
munity of  any  kind  on  the  part  of  Mem- 
bers of  Parliament,  and  the  judgment  of 
the  House  was — and  the  Bill  was  framed 
on  that  judgment — that  they  were  to 
stand  in  the  eye  of  that  law,  as  in  the 
eye  of  other  laws,  in  precisely  the  same 
position  as  the  remainder  of  the  subjects 
of  Her  Majesty.  I  have  never  heard  of 
any  claim  made  upon  the  Government 
to  state  whether  there  is  a  warrant  out 
against  A  B  or  G  D,  not  being  Members 
of  Parliament,  and  whether  such  war- 
rant can  be  produced,  which  is  the  chal- 
lenge now  made.  [Mr.  Hsaly  :  I  have 
raised  the  question.]  Well,  that  has 
escaped  my  memory ;  I  do  not  doubt  the 
correotnefls  of  what  the  hon.  Member 

Mr.  Callan 


says;  but  I  think  he  will  bear  me  out  in 
my  saying  that  not  the  slightest  conces- 
sion has  been  made  to  that  claim.  Con- 
sequently, the  statement  he  has  just  now 
made  is  confirmatory  of  what  I  have  been 
saying,  and  shows  the  consistency  of  the 
former  proceedings  and  their  conformity 
with  the  letter  and  spirit  of  the  law,  and 
obliges  me  to  adhere  to  the  declaration 
with  which  I  commenced — that,  what- 
ever course  natural  courtesy  may  dictate 
to  my  right  hon.  and  learned  Friend,  we 
are  not  able  to  enter  further  upon  this 
matter,  or  to  give  any  more  information 
with  regard  to  it. 

Mb.  JUSTIN  MCCARTHY  said,  he 
did  not  propose  to  discuss  with  the  Prime 
Minister  the  question  of  the  immunity  of 
Members  of  Parliament,  although  he  be- 
lieved there  were  some  immunities  given 
by  law  which  distinguished  a  Member  of 
Parliament  from  any  ordinary  member 
of  the  community.  As  regarded  this 
question  of  arrest,  there  ought  not  to  be 
any  distinction  whatever  in  favour  of  any 
class.  He  would  not  claim  for  a  Mem- 
ber of  Parliament  any  immunity  under 
the  law  which  he  could  not  also  claim 
for  the  very  humblest  of  his  countrymen. 
He  would  suggest  to  his  hon.  Friend 
the  Member  for  the  Queen's  County 
(Mr.  A.  O'Connor),  although  he  had 
that  day  made  to  that  House  a  most 
manly  and  straightforward  statement, 
that  it  would  be  as  well  for  him 
not  to  enter  into  any  compact  what- 
ever with  the  Government.  He  would 
suggest  to  him,  and,  indeed,  to  all  his 
hon.  Friends  near  him,  that  if  they  had 
business  to  transact  in  Ireland  they  should 
go  to  Ireland,  without  making  any  sug- 

gestion  or  offering  any  compact  to  the 
ovemment.  It  was  perfectly  certain 
that  no  amount  of  consciousness  on  a 
man's  own  part  of  his  innocence  of  all  con- 
spiracy, or  of  his  want  of  sympathy  with 
crime,  could  save  him  from  the  chance 
of  a  warrant  issued  under  the  Coercion 
Act ;  just  as  no  clear  consciousness  in  a 
man's  own  mind  that  he  was  not  guilty 
of  any  conspiracy  could  save  that  man 
from  being  denounced  in  that  House 
again  and  again  by  the  Prime  Minister 
as  a  conspirator.  He  would  therefore 
advise  his  hon.  Friends  to  take  those  two 
liabilities  as  part  of  the  difficulties  and 
responsibilities  which  were  attached  to 
an  Irish  Member  of  Parliament  now,  and 
to  go  across  to  Ireland  and  to  return  from 
it  when  business  made  that  neoeaBary, 
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immunity,  and  asked  for  none.  They 
were  willing  to  take  all  the  risks  and 
perils  of  their  situation.  They  were  will- 
ing to  stand  upon  perfectly  equal  ground 
with  the  rest  of  their  countrymen.  They 
would  accept  that  situation,  he  believea, 
with  a  self-respectful  silence,  so  far  as 
they  were  individually  concerned ;  and 
they  would  not,  by  any  complaints,  or  by 
any  opportunities  for  such  speeches  as 
that  which  they  had  just  heard  from  the 
Prime  Minister,  endeavour  in  the  eyes 
of  ignorant  English  public  opinion  to 
diminish  the  heavy  and  crushing  burden 
of  shame  which  laid  upon  their  shoul- 
ders. The  Question  asked  was,  would 
the  warrants  be  placed  upon  the  Table  ? 
The  reason  he  asked  his  hon.  Friend  to 
withdraw  his  Motion  was,  that  even  if 
the  warrants  were  laid  upon  the  Table 
he  would  know  very  little  more  than  he 
knew  now.  The  hon.  Member  for  Wex- 
ford wanted  to  see  one  warrant,  the  hon. 
Member  for  Queen's  County  wanted  to 
see  another.  He  was  in  a  position  to 
state  that  one  of  the  subordinate  officers 
of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  came  into 
his  bedroom  and  gave  him  two  warrants ; 
and  he  could  also  state,  after  studying 
the  two,  his  stock  of  legal,  or  political, 
or  personal  knowledge  was  not  very  much 
increased.  This  he  could  certainly  say 
— that  they  contained  charges,  one  of 
which  he  knew  to  be  preposterous.  And 
when  those  charges  came  up  for  sub- 
stantiation, even  though  they  were  sup- 
ported by  the  lurid  eloquence  of  tne 
right  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  the 
Attorney  General  for  Ireland,  they  could 
not  command  the  attention  of  the  House. 
He  could  assure  the  House,  from  personal 
experience,  that  the  warrants  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  told  nothing.  He 
wished  his  hon.  Friend,  therefore,  would 
withdraw  his  Motion,  and  give  up  his 
chase  after  this  "  Will-o' -the- Wisp  "  in 
the  shape  of  Government  warrants,  which 
explained  nothing,  which  contained  no- 
thing clear  or  intelligible,  which  only 
threw  into  legal  phraseology  the  hateful 
policy  of  suspicion  and  silence,  under 
which  the  liberties  of  the  Irish  people 
had  been  abolished. 

Mb.  ARTHUR  O'CONNOR  said,  he 
concluded  with  a  Motion  for  Adjourn- 
ment simply  to  put  himself  in  Order. 
He  did  not  wish  to  press  his  Motion  to  a 
division ;  but  he  wished  to  say  that  he 
knew  perfectly  well  there  was  a  warrant 
issued  for  him,  and  that  in  that  warrant 

Mr.  Sexton 


he  was  charged  as  being  reasonably 
suspected  of  treasonable  practices.  That 
was  a  false  charge.  He  Knew  there  was 
such  a  warrant,  because  those  who  held 
it  made  themselves  known  to  the  servant 
at  the  hotel  where  he  was  stopping, 
which  hotel  the  police  searched  in  order 
to  find  him.  Their  search  was  not 
complete,  and  he  remained  in  blissful 
ignorance  of  what  was  going  on  until 
the  search  was  over.  As  soon  as  he 
knew  there  was  a  warrant,  he  sent  word 
to  some  friends  who  were  in  Dublin  at 
the  time.  He  made  every  arrangement 
for  his  removal  to  Kilmainham ;  and 
after  he  had  settled  in  the  hotel  what- 
ever Land  League  business  he  could  on 
the  spur  of  the  moment,  he  went  into 
Sackville  Street  with  his  hon.  Friend  the 
Member  for  Roscommon  (Mr.  O'Kelly), 
who  was  now  in  Kilmainham.  Somehow, 
he  did  not  know  why,  he  was  not  arrested. 
He  had  at  that  time  an  appointment  in 
Kilmainham,  and  he  kept  that  appoint- 
ment. In  the  meantime,  between  that 
and  his  return  from  Kilmainham,  his 
friends  had  come  to  the  decision  it  was 
much  better  for  their  purposes  that  he 
should  remove  himself  from  Ireland,  and 
continue  to  do  the  work  he  had  in  hand, 
because,  of  course,  it  would  have  been 
impossible  for  him  to  carry  on  that  work 
had  he  been  put  into  Kilmainham.  That 
was  the  whole  explanation  of  his  removal 
from  Ireland  at  that  time.  The  charge 
which  the  Government  thought  fit  to 
make  and  to  sign  in  that  warrant  was  a 
false  charge ;  and  he  was  anxious,  if  it 
were  possible,  to  have  that  charge 
broufi;ht  against  him  in  England.  If  it 
was  Drought  against  him  in  this  coun- 
try, and  he  was  tried  and  found  guilty, 
the  result  would  be  that  he  would  be 
liable  to  imprisonment  with  hard  labour 
for  15  years.  The  result  of  his  being 
arrested  in  Ireland  under  the  Coercion 
Act  would  be  imprisonment,  without 
hard  labour,  for  some  months.  There- 
fore, in  inviting  the  Government  to  take 
proceedings  against  him  in  this  country 
— and  he  challenged  them  with  every 
word  and  taunt  which  he  could  command 
to  induce  them  to  take  such  action — he 
was  not  endeavouring,  the  House  would 
perceive,  to  escape  the  most  unpleasant 
consequences  of  his  action.  But  if  the 
Government  were  not  prepared  to  bring 
him  to  trial,  or  to  state  what  the  charge 
was  which  they  had  hanging  over  him, 
they  were  acting  a  cowardly  part,  and 
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oha^e  against  him  must  be  a  falss  arrested  are  mere  boje,  ander  seventeen 

trge.     He  beliered  those  indiTidualB  jeara  of  age ;  and  npoa  wliat  grounds 

o  put  it  forward  were  oonsoiouB  it  waa  Tere  the  arrests  made  ? 
M ;   and  if  he  knew  anv  language       Tns   ATTOKNEY  GENERAL   fob 

fflcienUy  strong  to  drivo  the  Govern-  IRELAND    (Mr.    W.    M.    Joinreo») : 

ent,  either   through   exasperation   or  Yes ;  these  persons  have  been  arrested 

lame,  into  taking  action  agunet  him,  in  the  district  referred  to,  on  the  grounds 

e  wonld  use  that  language.     As  it  was,  of  reasonable  suspicion  of  intimidation, 

le  wished  the  Oovemment  to  under-  None  of  them  are  under  17  years  of  age. 

itand  that  he  thoroughly  defied  them.  One  is  23,  two  are  19,  and  the  rest  are 

He  b^ged  to  withdraw  his  Motion  for  upwards  of  80  years  of  age. 
Adjournment. 

Motion,  by  leave,  tdthdra^.  PROTECTION   OF  PERSON    AND  PHO- 
PERTT  (IRELAND)  ACT,  I88I— PRI- 

THE  ROYAL   IRISH   CONSTABULARY-  ^^^^  ™^^  "^  *^- 

ALLEGED  EXCESS  OF   DUTY  AT       Ma.  O'CONNOR  POWER  asked  Mr. 

CAPPAMORE,  COUNTY  LIMERICK.  Attorney  General  for  Ireland,  On  what 

,r     T.-nT^»r«-»TT^      i_  :,  ir     ...  ffrounds  Messrs.  Johu  Kinir  aod Thomas 

M..  BEDMOND  „k,d  Mr.  Attorney  ^„ie™.l,  „e  ,tiu  d.t«ned  m  G.lw.7 

Ooiieiid  foT  Mmd  H  .1  1.  .  f«*  th.1  p^„^  „  .„,p„i,,  whereas  three  otkii 

.  gal  aamed  Bourke,  t.elve  yen,  of  ^„„        ,„^„j^  „  u,,«m,  lime  and 

«.,  •""<•nltedrooontlyinlli.Till.ge  ^   ^^  „„,  „^  ^„g  ,         ^^ 

oT  Cppunoro,  oonnly  Limenok,  by  a  j,„  „,,„^  from  eu.todj ;  ki3,  who- 

nb-con>tabk,    who,  b^™  .h.  wu  ,^„i,  ;,t„,u„i  ,t^  ,'„  prtaoner. 

■mgmg    "HarvM    Doff,      drew    hi.  i,„e  be.»  d.lain«i  for  mor.  tW  nine 

bayonet  and    mflioted  a  wonnd  upon  „„,t     „j  j,        whether  they  nay 

tor,  ftaohmng  her  draU  and  endanjor-  „,  „„  f^  libentod  withont  detriment 

".?,  '■r  "•  ■  ""'•.  »'"«l'»'  «1»  'Jol^  »  to  publio  pe«,e  .nd  truigniUity  ! 
rtiU  in  a  prooanou.  Bate;   and  what       f^^   ATTOENBT  QENEfiAL   foe 

"n      ."SiiSwi.V'nSSS?!: .  T  IRELAND  (Mj.W.  M.  Johiki.)  :  Tho«i 

T^trA,^!^^™!,  "^"^^   T  two  pereon.  have  been  in  detention  mor. 

mELA^D    (Mr.    W.    M.    Jorara.):  tannine  month..    Their  ea»»  wore  «,n- 

Ito,   conelabl.   wa.   arro.ted,    hrongbt  ,;i„^^  „  ,),,  ^^  require.,  and  w  ro- 

before  a  ni«Bi«tr.te.  and  commit  od  on  „„,]j,„  i,,t  month;  but  Hi.  ISiooUonoy 

remand;  and  a.  the  lacta  must  be  in-  feh  liim.olfunablo,  after  careful  inve.ti- 
rmtigated  in  iho  ordinary  way.  in  the        ,■        ,„  „,j„  ,t,i,  di,„],„ge. 
prosecution  which  is  pondmg,  i  cannot 

anticipate  them.     I  am  glnd  to  bo  able  jiETBOPOLITAS     SIllEET     IMI'IIOVE. 
10  my  that  the  gu  ha.  con.,dor«bly  re-         „u^..j.j,  ^,,      „.;_),-„,,  STllEETS, 
covered,  and  1.  dally  improving.  Dnr'"" 


her  iUne..  her  parents,  who  aro  poor, 


Mr.    FIliTH  nskod   the   honourable 


.......    a  weekly  allowance  from    Uo-  Mon.l.cr  far  Iruro  Whi-ntboMctropoli- 

vemmeut  by  the  Chief  Seoretaty's  dircc  tan  Board  of  \york.  piopo.o  to  proceed 

lion,  and  medical  attendance  ha.  al.o  "«'  tho  Charing  Cross  and  Tottenlmm 

been  provided  for  the  girl.  Court  Eoad   Iiiiprovenioiit ;    and  what 

Ma:  EEDMOXD  asked,  whether  tho  >»  «•'•  ""■»■' »'  ''■»  <l«'».y  '■■  pmcMding 

consiabl©  was  in  custody  ?  ^^"^  '*  during  tho  past  five  years  ? 

tTaTTOENEY  GENERAL    fob  Sik  JAMES  M'OAHEL.nOGO ;  Tho 

mEL.AND  (Mr.  W.  M.  Joumsos)  :  Ye..  Motropolitnn  Board  of  Works  have  boen 

prevented  from   carrying   out  fhu  iiu- 

provoment  from  Charing  Cross  to  Tot- 

PROTKCriON-  OF   PEItSON    A^D    I'ltO-  f^nham  Court  Road  by  tho  extreme  ami 

PERTY   ((KELASD)  ACT.    1881-AlU  u^p^ocodonted   etringoncy  of  tho  S^rd 

RESTS  rSDER  THE  ACT.  g^^^j^^  ^f  jhe  Metropolitan  Street  Im- 

Mb.    BARRY   asked    Mr.    Attorney  provemente  Act,  1877,  which  relates  to 

General  for  Ireland,  If  it  is  true  that  the  provision  (if  accommodation  for  tho 

nine  persons  in  the  neighbourhood  of  labouring  classoa  to  bo  displaced ;  but, 

Hook,  county  Wexford,  were  arrested  undot  special   arrantjemonts   with    tho 

under  the   Lord    Lieutenant's   warrant  yecretary  of  State,  tho  Board  are  now 

yesterday ;  that  several  of  the  persona  engaged,  and  arc  fat  advauoed,  in  thi 
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Pr^-n'T?"^^'^?^^'^*';^^^*  THAMES  EIVEE  BILI^LEQIS- 

whioh  will  be  required  for  the  improve-  latioN 
meDt,  and  in  respect  of  which  the  Board 

Bome  time  since  received  an  official  inti-  Mr.  M'LABEN  aakod  the  Parli&men- 

mation  from  the  Secretary  of  State  that,  tary  Secretary  of  the  Board  of  Trade, 

notwithBtanding  the  terms  of  the  33rd  Whether  he   intenda   to   introdace  the 

section,  the  Board  would  be  permitted  Thames  Eiver  Bill  this  SeBsion  ? 

to  clear  the  ground  with  a  view  to  letting  Mr.  EVELYN  ASHLEY,  in  reply, 

it  for  the  purpose  of  the  erection  of  la-  said,  that  it  was  intended  to   embodjr 

bourers'    dwellings.      Until,    however,  certain  of  the  provisions  of  the  Bill  of 

Parliament  has  t^en  into  consideration  last  Session  in  a  Bill  to  be  bronght  in 

how  far  the  provisions  of  the  33rd  aeo-  this  Session,  which  would  embrace  those 

tion  can  be  revised,  I  am  unable  to  say  points  in  which  the  hon.  Member  was 

whether  it  will  be  within  the  power  of  most  interested — namely,  thoae  relating 

the  Board  to  complete  this  and  other  to  ataam  launches. 
improvements.     I   would  add  that  the 

Act  passed  in  1B77  authorized  the  Board  LAW  OF  DISTRAINT— THE   DISTRESS 

to  carry  out  no  less  than  11  improve-  AMENDUEIIT  BILL, 

ments,   some  of  them  of  an  extensive  gj^  WILLIAM  HAET  DYKE  asked 

character;  and,  with  the  exception  of  the  the  honourable  Member  for  Forfarshire, 

We8temimT,rovem6nlaand  the  widening  Whether,  in  view  of  the  strong  feeling 

of  Gray's  Inn  Lane     the   Board  have  entertained  in  favour  of  the  amendment 

already  pven  full  ^ect  to  the  powers  ^^  ^j^^  j^aw  of  Distraint,  he  will    re- 

oonferred  by  that  Act.  ^love  the  opposing  Notice  whioh  he  has 
placed  against  the  Distress  Amendment 

LA2n)  LAW  (IRELAND)  ACT,  1B81— THE  BUI.                   T»*-n/iT  .-o-        a 

ASSISTANT  COMMISSIONERS.  Me.  J.  W.  BAECajAY  said,  the  Dis- 

»r      uriTTDc-p  ._i.-j    iw-    ku trosfl  Amendment  Bill,  referred  to  in  the 

Mn.  BpUHKE  asked  Mr.  Attorney  Q^^^ion  of  the  hon.  Baronet,  continued 

Qene«d  for  Ireland.  Whether  the  late  ^  ^^^  j^^^j^^^  ^^  ^.^^^  ^ 

appomtmentsofAsMstantOommiMioners  property  of  third  partii  in  satisfi«rtion 

^t%l^\^'^f    ^^t^"'f^^  ^•^'  ofhisrent;andit^dnot.inhisopinion. 

1881,    have boonforthetormofonoyear  .                        .  ■_  „       lu           -f-         i 

only:       ,.  ^             ,er  what  nile  U  'L^ZZ^'^iCl^^^'^^Z^ 

ap^ntm^  h^boen  ma|e^  did  not  s»m  J,   hi^^y  am^nC 

lEELANDfMr.  W.  M.  Johubor)  :  The  "^^''iK'^'  ^it    tr'^  '^71^"  '^^?*'* 

appointmen4of  AssistantCommi^ioners  ^P*  w'^^raw  the  Notice  of  OpposiUon 

nnder  the  Land  Act  of  1881,  since  the  ^ 

Bule  of    the  9th   of  November,    1681,  ™„,„,  .  „  

which  has  been  presented  to   Parlia:  CRIMINAL    lAW-INADEQDATE 

mont,  are  for  one  year.  faENTENCES. 

Mk.  HEALY  asked  whether  the  valu-  Ma.MACFAELANEaakedthe  Socre- 

atora  had  been  appointed  for  one  year  tair  of  State  for  the  Home  Department, 

or  by  the  job  ?  If  bis  attention  has  been  called  to  a  pre- 

Thb  ATTORNEY  GENBEAL  for  sentment  made  by  the  grand  jury  at 
ZBELAND  (Mr.  W.  M.  Johhson)  said,  the  Central  Criminal  Court,  having  re- 
he  could  not  give  the  hon.  Member  any  ference  to  the  frequency  of  brutal  out- 
information  on  that  subject,  rages,    which    they    attribute    to     the 

Ma.  BUUBKE  asked.  Whether  there  leniency  of  the  sentences  inflicted  by 

ie  any  objection  to  lay  upon  the  Table  magistrates  for  such  offences ;  and  what 

Copies  of  the  instrumente  of  delegation  stepe,  if  any,  he  proposes  to  take  to  give 

to  the  Sub- Commissioners  issued  under  effect  to  the  representations  of  the  grand 

Bnle  18  of  the  Rulee  made  in  pursu-    jury? 

ano8of'<TheLand  Law  (Ireland)  Act,  Sib  WILLIAM  HARCOTTBT,  in  re- 

1881."                 ply,  said,  the  document  to  which  the 

Thx  ATTOSNEY  GENERAL   fob  Question  referred  reached  the    Home 

IRELAND  (Mr.  W.  M.  Jonmoir) :  No,  Office  that  morning ;  but  as  he  had  been 

£Sz;   Uiere  ia  no  objection  to  lay  the  out  of  town  all  day  he  had  not  yet  Been 

Oopiea  aaked  for  on  the  Table.  it.    He  might  say,  however,  it  would 

Sir  Amm  Iteanl-Bpgg 
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be  moot  ouefiill;  examined  and  oon- 
sjdered. 

ATTEMPT  UPON  THE  LIFE  OF  HEH 
MAJEBTT. 

8ni  8TAFF0ED  NOETHCOTE:  I 
wisb  to  ask  the  QoTemment,  Wliethet 
they  can  afford  the  Hooee  any  forthei 
infonnation  with  regard  to  the  late  atro- 
cions  attempt  upon  Her  MajeBtj's  life, 
and  also  mth  runrd  to  Her  tfajestT's 
health? 

Sib  WILLIAU  HARCOUET:  In 
uutrer  to  the  first  part  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman'e  Question,  I  do  npt  know 
that  I  can  add  any  material  faots  to 
thoee  whioh  I  stated  last  night.  It  la 
rery  desirable,  of  course,  that  anybody 
in  a  responuble  position  diould  not  state 
uything  that  has  not  been  distinctly 
proTod  in  evidence  as  yet.  The  state  of 
the  case  at  present  is  this.  By  my  de- 
ore  the  SoQdtor  to  the  Treasary  at- 
tended this  morning  at  Windsor  in  order 
to  conduct  the  prosecution  and  the  in- 
quiry in  this  case ;  and  Sir  James  Ing- 
ham, the  senior  magistrate  at  Bow 
Street,  has  also  gone  to  Windsor  in 
Older  to  give  his  great  experience  and 
twi  stance  to  the  local  magistrates  in 
Mnduvting  the  case.  The  prisoner  was 
fsmanded  in  order  that  farther  and 
fuUer  evidence  should  be  obtained,  and 
to  give  time  for  considering  the  charge 
vhich  will  be  preferred  against  the  pri- 
MQer.  That  is  the  actual  legal  situa- 
tion with  reference  to  the  prieoner.  The 
only  other  fact  that  I  think  I  can  pro- 
perly mentiou  now  is,  that  this  morning 
tbe  buUet  which  had  been  discharged 
from  the  pistol  was  found  near  the 
railway  station.  That,  of  course,  ia  a 
material  circumstance ;  but  that  ia  all 
that  can  with  prudence  be  stated  with 
reference  to  the  facta  that  have  come  to 
oar  knowledge.  With  reference  to  the 
Mcond  Question  of  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman, I  have  to  state  that,  having  had 
the  honour  of  having  an  audience  of 
Her  Majesty  this  morning,  I  am  able 
to  state  that  Her  Majesty  baa  not  suf- 
fered in  health  from  the  atrocious 
dicumstance  of  yesterday.  I  may  be 
sUoired  to  flay  that  Her  Majesty  ex- 
pressed her  extreme  satisfaction  at  the 
messages  which  have  reached  her  from 
kU  parts  of  this  country,  and  I  may  say 
bttnt  all  parts  of  Burope,  of  coogratu- 
luioQ  and  satisfaction  at  Her  Majesty's 
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EUPT    iND   ILUIGAL   PKACTICES) 
BILL. 
Ma.  AETHUE  AENOLD  asked  Mr. 
Attorney  Qeneral,  If,  with  reference  to 
the  Parliamentary  Elections    (Corrupt 
and  Illegal  Practices]  Bill  issued  that 
morning,  he  will  cause  a  statement  to 
be  made   showing  the  changes  intro- 
duced into  this  year's  measure  ? 

Thb  ATTOENEY  GENEEAL  (Sir 
HxNBT  JutEs),  in  reply,  said,  he  would 
be  very  glad  to  give  private  information 
to  any  hon.  Member  as  to  the  changes  ; 
but  he  did  not  think  it  desirable  to  pub- 
lish a  statement  of  them. 


Sib  H.  DEUMMOND  WOLFF  asked 
the  Under  Secretary  of  State  for  the 
Colonies,  Whether  it  is  true  that  the 
Sovemor  of  Gibraltar  has  broken  into 
the  Eoman  Catholic  Church  at  that  place 
irith  the  view  of  forcibly  installing  Dr. 
Manilla  as  Vicar  Apostolic  ? 

Mb.  COUHTNEY,  in  reply,  said,  he 
liad  received  no  information  on  the  sub- 
iect ;  but  he  believed  that  some  difficulty 
lid  exist  in  Gibraltar  with  regard  to  the 
jistallation  of  the  Vicar  Apostolic. 

ORDERS  OF  TSS  DA  F. 


SUPPLY.— COMMITTEE, 
Order  for  Committee  read. 
Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed. 


PERSECUTION  OF  THE  JEWS  IN 
RUSSIA.— RESOLUTION. 

Baeon  HENEY  DE  WOEMS,  in 
■ieing  to  move — 

'■  That  this  Houso,  ilocply  dGplorinfi;  the  por- 
ecution  and  outrages  to  which  tho  Jewa  have 
leen  subjected  in  portions  of  the  Rusaian  Em- 
>irc,  trusts  that  Her  Majesty's  Goveramont  wlU 
ind  means,  cither  alone  or  in  conjuDction  with 
ither  Grfaat  Powers,  of  using  their  good  offices 
vith  the  Ooveramont  of  Uis  Majesty  the  Cznr 
o  prevent  tho  recurronoe  of  similar  acts  of 
■iolence," 

laid :  Sir,  I  feel  the  grave  respousibilitv 
vhieh  attaches  to  me,  inaamuch  aa  I 
lave  taken  upon  myself  to  plead  the 
iause  of  3,500,000  of   human  beings, 
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ao  perseouted  and  ill-used  that  their 
cries  for  help  and  sympathy  oould  never 
reach  the  ears  of  generous  Ohristian 
men  and  women,  were  they  not  re-echoed 
by  those  who,  like  myself,  live  under  a 
free  and  enlightened  rule.  I  should 
not  have  ventured  to  undertake  this 
responsibility  had  I  not  been  convinced 
that  justice  and  right  are  on  my  side.  In 
pleading  their  cause  I  am  strengthened 
Dy  a  knowledge  of  the  fact  that  I  am 
following  the  precedent  of  the  illus- 
trious statesman  at  the  head  of  the  Gto- 
vemment  when  he,  some  years  ago,  with 
that  power,  vigour,  and  eloquence  for 
which  he  is  so  pre-eminently  distin- 
guished, pleaded,  with  no  uncertain 
sound,  the  cause  of  the  oppressed  Bul- 
garians. I  trust  I  shall  be  able  to  ap- 
proach this  subject  without  any  tinge  of 
Party  feeling,  for  it  is  a  question  not  of 
one  Party  or  of  the  other,  but  one  which 
affects  the  humanity  which  is  common 
to  all.  If  the  House  will  allow  me,  I 
will  read  an  extract  from  a  speech  of  the 
Prime  Minister  at  Blackheath  in  1876. 
I  do  not,  however,  plead  that  as  a  justi- 
fication of  the  course  I  am  now  taking. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  said — 

**It  is  idlo  to  deny  or  to  depreciate  the  cha- 
racter of  this  movement.  It  is  absurd  to  say 
that  it  emanates  from  a  political  Party.  I  re- 
joice that,  with  scarcely  an  exception,  both 
Parties  are  animated  by  the  same  sentiments  as 
those  which  animate  this  meeting.  I  rejoice  to 
think  that  I  have  heard  in  the  House  of  Com- 
mons, and  out  of  the  House  of  Commons,  many 
a  voice  from  those  who  profess  Conservative 
opinions,  as  sincere,  as  zealous,  as  energetic  as 
anyone  can  be ;  for  they  feel  that  this  question 
has  a  breadth,  and  a  height,  and  a  depth  which 
carry  it  far  out  of  the  lower  region  of  Party 
differences,  and  establishes  it  on  the  grounds, 
not  of  a  political  Party,  not  of  English  nation- 
ality, not  of  Christian  faith,  but  on  the  greatest 
and  broadest  grounds  of  all — the  grounds  of  our 
common  humanity." 

Sir,  I  feel  convinced  that  if  I  endeavour 
to  tread  in  the  footsteps  of  the  illustrious 
statesman,  and  follow  the  lines  he  has 
laid  down,  I  shall  not  be  accused  of 
using  this  question  for  Party  purposes. 
In  this  great  and  charitable  England, 
scarcely  a  month  passes  that  we  do  not 
read  of  a  fund  initiated  by  the  Chief 
Magistrate  of  London,  and  generously 
Bupported  by  rich  and  poor,  in  aid  of 
suffering  humanity  in  our  own  or  dis- 
tant climes — humanity,  stricken  down 
by  illness,  famine,  or  accident.  We  can, 
however,  find  but  solitary  examples  of 
the  appeal  which  now  dedly  greets  us  in 
the  Press — an  appeid  for  the  suffering 
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and  persecuted  Jews  of  Bussia — a  ery 

for  help  from  man  stricken  down  by 
his  fellow-man.  The  appeal  which  was 
made  in  England  on  behalf  of  the 
Bulgarians  was  made  in  the  same 
spirit  of  generosity  as  that  with  which 
this  appeal  and  this  plea  is  made.  I  do 
not  wish  to  draw  any  distinction  between 
the  two  cases ;  but,  if  a  comparison  be 
made,  I  think  that  the  persecution  of  the 
Bussian  Jews  appeals  still  more  to  the 
sympathies  of  Europe  than  did  that  of 
the  Bulgarians.  It  must  be  remembered 
that  the  Bulgarian  atrocities — much  as 
I  deplore  them — took  place  at  a  time 
when  the  whole  countiy  was  in  a  semi- 
state  of  war — [Sir  Oeorge  Oampbell: 
No,  no !] — and  that  they  were  committed 
by  savage  and  undisciplined  troops.  But 
the  atr^ities  on  the  Kussian  Jews  were 
perpetrated  in  the  midst  of  a  nation  claim- 
ing to  be  a  Gfreat  Power  and  a  oivilized 
and  Christian  State.  They  took  place, 
moreover,  not  in  the  fields,  as  did  the 
Bulgarian  outrages,  but  in  the  capital 
towns  of  that  country.  And  they  were 
not  committed  by  savage  troops ;  but  the 
soldiery  who  ought  to  have  defended  the 
inoffensive  citizens  actually  connived  at 
what  was  taking  place.  I  must  say  that 
it  was  with  a  feeling  of  deep  regret  that  I 
heard  the  Prime  Mmister  state  the  other 
night  that  he  could  not  grant  an  evening 
for  the  discussion  of  this  question.  I 
know  that  the  right  hon.  Ghentleman  has 
the  same  sympathies  as  we  all  have. 
His  whole  political  career  proves  how 
deeply  he  sympathizes  with  oppressed 
nationalities.  I  am  sorry  that  some  (Go- 
vernment night  has  not  been  given  to 
me  for  this  discussion ;  but  by  a  lucky 
accident  I  have  secured  to-night.  I  have 
no  hesitation  as  to  the  course  I  have 
adopted,  for  the  Prime  Minister  himself 
some  years  ago  approved  of  the  action 
of  the  hon.  Member  for  the  Isle  of 
Wight  in  bringing  forward  the  question 
of  the  Bulgarians  under  precisely  similar 
circumstances.  The  right  hon.  Qentle- 
man,  on  that  occasion,  said — 

**  Five  attempts  had  been  made  to  penetrate 
the  mystery  of  tho  official  mind,  and,  after  a 
sixth  and  a  seventh  had  failed,  the  hon.  Member 
for  tho  Islo  of  Wight  brought  up  the  subject 
for  discussion.  I  believe  that  the  voices  of 
Members  on  both  sides  of  the  House  will  be 
raised  in  support  of  humanity  and  justice." 

I  trust  those  words  of  the  Prime 
Minister  will  be  realized  on  this  oocaaion* 
Certain  statements  have  been  put  for- 
ward by  the  Bussian  Gk)vermnent  in  de- 
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defence  there  can  be— of  the 
Atrocities  that  have  been  committed.    I 
think  it  will  be  well  that  the  English 
public  ahonld  know  that  those  statements 
are  mere  sabterfages.  The  whole  history 
of  the  qnestion  shows  unmistakably  that 
the  worst  element  in  that  persecution 
was  religious  fanaticism.    In  1817  the 
State  Papers  Nos.  1,  2,  and  3  showed 
that  the  £Smperor  Alexander  had  pro- 
mised perfect    liberty  to   the  Jews  in 
BuBsia  proYided  they  became  converted. 
There  could  not  be  a  better  proof  than 
that  that  the  persecutions  to  which  the 
Jews  hare  been  subjected  have  originated 
in  their  desire  to  retain  their  ancient 
faith.    In  fact,  that  is  their  only  crime. 
But  General  Ignatieff^s  Bescript  of  the 
Srd  September,  1881,  under  which  Com- 
miasionB  haye  been  appointed  with   a 
Tiew  to  imposing  further  disabilities  on 
the  Jews,  alleges,  in  justification  of  this 
course,   that  they  are  guilty  of   very 
nriouB   crimes,   and    that  they  follow 
nafuions  callings.    I  deny  the  truth  of 
that.    There  probably  are  some  out  of 
9,600,000  who    may   follow    nefarious 
eaUings;    but  many  of  those  who  do, 
do  so  m>m  necessity  rather  than  from  in- 
dination.     The  truth  is  that  the  effect  of 
the  Ukase  of  1827  has  been  to  force  the 
Jews  into  all  sorts  of  callings  they  would 
not  Toluntarily  have  accepted.     They  are 
forbidden  to   traffic  in   the  interior  of 
Huftsia,  they  are  not  allowed  to  sell  in 
shops  or  at  their  lodgings,  nor  to  hawk 
about   wares,  to   open   workshops,  nor 
to  take  apprentices  in  any  department 
of  trade  whatever.      The  action  of  the 
Russian  Government  towards  the  Jews 
could  not  be  better  described  than  in 
the  words  used  by  Macaulay,  when  he 
made  his  speech  in  favour  of  removing 
the  Jewish  disabilities — 

**  Bigots  never  fail  to  plead  in  justification  of 
penecution  the  vices  which  persecution  has  en- 
gendered/* 

With  regard  to  the  outrages,  I  will 
give  the  House  the  figures.  I  believe  I 
im  understating  rather  than  overstating 
them.  Two  hundred  and  one  women 
have  been  violated,  56  Jews  killed,  70 
wounded,  20,000  rendered  homeless,  and 
£16,000,000  worth  of  property  wrecked. 
No  words  of  mine  can  so  clearly  set  be- 
fore the  world  the  infamous  character  of 
the  outrages  at  which  the  Eussian  Go- 
Temment  have  connived.  As  regards 
the  Consular  Beports  of  these  atrocities, 
I  will  venture  ta  say  that  I  have  never 

VOL.  CCLXVH-     [tuikd  sehies.] 


seen  any  official  documents  so  unsatis- 
factory as  they  are.  The  House  will  see 
the  inaccuracy  of  the  Consular  Heports 
from  this — that  whereas  the  bulk  of  the 
outrages  took  place  in  various  outlying 
districts,  the  information  respecting  them 
almost  invariably  came  from  St.  Peters- 
burg. I  fully  admit  that  Consuls,  as  a 
rule,  are  extremely  worthy  servants  of 
the  Crown ;  but  they  are  surrounded  by 
officials  of  the  country  in  which  they  re- 
side, and,  to  a  great  extent,  are  obliged 
to  modify  their  real  views.  In  fact,  our 
Consids  m  Hussia  could  not  exist  for  six 
months  in  the  positions  they  now  occupy 
were  thev  toput  in  their  Beports  all  they 
know.  TneHousewill  remember  the  case 
of  Mr.  Mitchell  at  St.  Petersburg,  who 
had  to  leave  that  city  because  his  Heports 
were  unpleasant  to  the  Bussian  Govern- 
ment. The  Consular  accounts,  therefore, 
are  absolutely  and  totally  unreliable, 
being  nothing  more  than  hearsay  reports 
of  what  took  place,  gathered  many  hun- 
dreds of  miles  from  the  seat  of  the  out- 
rages themselves.  Such  Beports  ought 
not  to  weigh  beside  the  statements  of 
eye  witnesses  and  actual  sufferers  which 
have  appeared  in  the  newspapers  and 
elsewhere.     The  Jews  cannot,   indeed, 

fay  a  sufficient  tribute  to  the  Press,  both 
liberal  and  Conservative,  for  having 
brought  before  the  eyes  of  England  and 
the  eyes  of  the  whole  world  these  atro- 
cious outrages.  It  is  probable  that  had 
the  Press  not  taken  the  matter  up  in  the 
way  it  has  done  many  of  the  outrages 
would  never  have  been  heard  of,  and 
these  Consular  Beports  would  have  been 
received  without  contradiction.  I  may 
refer  particularly  to  the  refutation  of  the 
Consular  Beports  which  has  appeared  in 
The  Times  of  this  morning,  and  which 
shows  them  to  be  completely  untrust- 
worthy. The  evidence  there  published 
completely  refutes  the  statements  which 
have  been  made  by  Consul  General 
Stanley.  In  Kieff  there  were  22  women 
and  three  girls  violated.  The  horrors, 
indeed,  are  so  terrible  that  it  is  im- 
possible for  me  to  relate  them  in  this 
House.  Are  they  to  be  passed  by  with- 
out a  word  ?  We  have  been  told  that 
this  is  not  a  matter  on  which  the  House 
ought  to  express  an  opinion.  But  the 
country,  from  North  to  South,  and  from 
East  to  West,  has  expressed  its  abomina- 
tion of  these  outrages  ;  and  are  we  not  to 
be  allowed  to  corroborate  the  opinion  of 
our  constituents  ?     Should  I  shrink  from 
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aeking  the  Bepresentatives  of  the  people 
in  this  House  to  express  that  which 
their  constituents  have  already  boldly 
and  rightly  expressed  ?  Is  the  House  of 
Oommons  to  be  muzzled  ?  There  is  no 
man  on  this  side  or  on  the  other  side  of 
the  House  who  would  not  repudiate  such 
a  course.  The  Prime  Minister  cannot 
fear  in  this  Motion  any  Party  attack — 

EMr.  Gladstone  :  No,  no !] — and  I  hope 
le  will  give  me  his  support.  I  do  not 
ask  the  Prime  Minister  to  make  a 
legal  claim  upon  Bussia  —  no  such 
daim,  of  course,  exists;  but  Bussia 
has  connived  at  what  has  happened; 
she  is  partieepB  crimtnis,  and  morally  re- 
sponsible for  what  has  happened,  be- 
cause she  might  have  interfered,  but  did 
not;  and  I  ask  the  Prime  Minister  to 
make  a  representation — a  representation 
in  the  true  sense  of  the  word — which  will 
show  the  Bussian  Government,  as  far 
as  possible,  that  these  outrages  have 
touoned  the  hearts  of  the  nations  of 
Europe — and  call  upon  it  to  use  all 
the  means  it  possesses  to  avert  a 
recurrence  of  them.  Such  a  representa- 
tion cannot  give  offence.  Surely  greater 
offence  would  be  given  to  a  friendly 
Government  if  such  things  were  known 
to  another  State,  and  nothing  said  by  it. 
The  highest  authority  on  International 
Law,  if  any  were  wanted — Professor 
Bluntschli — in  his  work,  Modern  Inter- 
national Late  of  Civilized  States,  says — 

"  If  the  state  of  affairs  in  any  country  en- 
dangers the  peace  of  Europe,  or  the  action  of 
such  counti^  threatens  the  security  of  the 
European  States,  or  the  sufferings  of  its  popu- 
lation appear  unbearable  and  unworthy  of 
ciyilized  Europe,  such  a  condition  is  then  no 
longer  the  exclusive  affair  of  the  particular 
country  in  question ;  but  the  coUective  European 
Powers  are  justified  in  urging  remedial  mea- 
sures." 

And  the  Prime  Minister  himself  stated, 
in  his  pamphlet  upon  the  Bulgarian 
atrocities — 

"Now,  there  are  states  of  affairs  in  which 
human  sympathy  refuses  to  be  confined  by  the 
mles,  necessarily  limited  and  conventional,  of 
International  Law.  If  any  Englishman  doubts 
that  such  a  case  may  really  occur,  let  him 
remember  the  public  excitement  of  this  country 
nine  months  ago  respecting  the  Slave  Circular 
of  the  Gk>vemment,  and  ask  himself  whether 
we  model  our  Blave  Circulars  respecting  run- 
aways on  the  precise  provisions  of  uitonational 
Law." 

The  House  has  now  to  deal  with  some- 
fhing  ^nite  as  terrible  as  tlie  suflFerings 
of  fogitiTe  slayes— to  deal  with  horrors 
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such    as   have    rarely   disgraced   any 
country   since   the    Middle   A^os.   .  It 
has  to  deal  with  outrage  sufficient  to 
make  the  blood  run  cold,  outrages  which 
showed  no  respect  for  the  innocence  of 
childhood,  no  respect  for  mothers,  no 
respect  for  wives,  no  respect  for  old  age, 
ana  which  sacrificed  everything  to  bestifd 
lust  and  barbarism.  If  those  do  not  come 
under  the  precedent  laid  down  by  the 
Prime  Minister  in  his  pamphlet,  I  do  not 
know  when  we  may  expect  a  case  to  arise 
which  will.     A  few  months   ago  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  rose  in  his  place, 
and,  in  the  most  telling  words,  appealed 
to  the  House  to  express  its  deep  sym- 
pathy and  condolence  with  the  Impe- 
rial Family  of  Russia  in  the  loss  it 
had  sustained.    The  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man asked  us  not  only  to  express  this 
condolence,  but  to  condemn  the  terrible 
outrage  which  resulted  in  the  death  of 
the  Emperor.     I  know  well  enoush  the 
sincerity  of  those  words ;  and  I  ask  him 
now  to  rise  in  his  place  and  express  his 
sympathy  with  the  injuries  of  those  who, 
though  not  high  bom,  are  yet  human 
beings;  I  ask  him  that  that  meed  of 
sympathy  should  be  accorded  in  no  mea- 
sured words.   I  do  not  believe  he  would 
extend  sympathy  to  the  murdered  Em- 
peror which  he  would  not  give  to  the 
murdered  peasant.     Such  an  expression 
as  I  desire  from  the  Government  would 
not  bear  any  resemblance  to  Lord  John 
Bussell's  remonstrances  with  the  Russian 
Government  for  their  treatment  of  the 
Poles.  Those  remonstrances  were  founded 
on  Treaty  rights  and  on  Treaty  gua- 
rantees, and  a  Gt}vemment  like  Russia 
would  clearly  refuse  to  answer  a  re- 
monstrance which  resembled  a  threat. 
But  if  the  Government  have  the  will, 
they  can  easily  find  means  of  getting 
over  the  diplomatic    difficulties  which 
they  say  stand  in  their  way,  and  might 
use  their  g^d  offices  with  the  Russian 
Government.    Sir,  if  we  are  to  be  pre- 
cluded from  asserting  sympathy  with  the 
oppressed  and  condemnation  of  the  op- 
pressor by  a  fear  of  offending  the  official 
susceptibilities  of  a  friendly  Power,  or 
of  stimulating  the  blind  fanaticism  of  a 
brutal  and  ignorant  mob,  we  should,  by 
a  parity  of  reasoning,  observe  a  com- 
placent silence  if  it  pleased  any  nation 
to  re-establish  the  Inquisition,  and  our- 
selves   affect    a    virtuous    indignation 
should  some  unbomiMaiy  re-kindle  the 
fires  of  Smithfield.    It  cannot  be  a  mere 
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question  of  degree,  for  some  of  these 
xuissian  outrages  are  as  bad  as  any  of 
the  horrors  of  the  Inquisition.  It  is  our 
duty  in  regard  to  these  Bussian  atrocities, 
which  outrage  all  decency  and  humanity, 
not  to  shield  ourselves  behind  the  worth- 
lees  Papers  of  Consuls,  and  say  we  can- 
not interfere  with  the  internal  affairs  of 
other  nations.  I  do  not  urge  upon  the 
Goremment  any  course  that  may  in- 
Tolye  the  country  in  unpleasant  relations 
with  Russia ;  but  the  opponents  of  the 
Besolution  will  be  offeiing  the  worst 
possible  apology  for  Bussia  if  they  hold 
that  she  will  not  listen  to  the  counsels 
of  humanity.  In  this  House  frequent 
appeals  have  been  made  on  behalf  of 
suffering  humanity  in  every  part  of  the 
world ;  here  the  Slave  Trade  has  been 
abolished  ;  here  the  horrors  of  the  Nea- 
)olitan  dungeons  have  been  exposed — 
ICr.  Gladstone  :  They  were  not  brought 
>efore  the  House  of  Commons.] — here 
the  Polish  atrocities  have  been  de- 
nounced ;  here  religious  liberty  has  ever 
been  effectively  asserted ;  and  the  spirit 
of  the  House  will  be  sadly  changed  if 
the  present  appeal,  made  in  all  honesty 
and  without  a  trace  of  Party  feeling,  be 
rejected.  It  will  be  sad  if  the  few  words 
which  I  have  ventured  to  address  to  the 
Government  should  be  useless.  I  beg 
the  House,  therefore,  to  adopt  the  more 
generous  course,  and  I  would  remind 
them  of  the  words  with  which  one  who 
was  renowned  alike  for  eloquence  and 
for  political  virtue  ended  his  address  on 
the  Slave  Trade — 

*'  Hoar  this,  ye  Senates,  hear  the  truth  sublime, 
He  who  allows  oppression  shares  the  crime." 

The  hon.  Gentleman  concluded  by  moving 
his  Resolution. 

Mr.  SLAGG,  in  seconding  the  Reso- 
lution, said,  that  he  was  not  at  all  de- 
sirous that  the  Government  should  sug- 
gest to  the  Russian  Government  the  best 
method  of  managing  their  own  internal 
afiairs ;  but  the  subject,  with  all  ita  sad 
and  terrible  incidents  and  painful  cha- 
racteristics, naturally  excited  deep  feel- 
ing, and  called  forth  the  liveliest  emo- 
tions of  sympathy  for  a  suffering  and 
persecuted  people.  It  must  be  borne  in 
mind,  however,  that  there  was  more  than 
a  slight  distinction  between  the  circum- 
stances of  these  atrocities  in  Russia  and 
the  case  of  the  Bulgarian  atrocities 
which  were  denounced  by  the  Prime 
Minister.     In  the  case  of  Bulgaria  this 


country  was  associated  by  Treaties  and 
by  sti'ong  ties  of  international  policy 
with  the  Government  of  Turkey,  and 
had  largely  spent  the  blood  and  treasure 
of  the  country  in  backing  up  Turkey, 
the  author  and  perpetrator  of  those 
crimes.  It  behoved  them,  therefore, 
placed  as  they  were  in  that  position,  to 
take  some  action ;  whereas,  m  the  pre- 
sent case,  no  such  relations  existed  be- 
tween England  and  the  Russian  Govern- 
ment. The  Empire  of  Russia  was  an 
independent  Power  in  every  sense,  and 
any  mtervention  or  any  representation 
which  might  be  the  outcome  of  the  action 
taken  in  that  House  should  be  of  the 
most  delicate  and  cautious  character. 
Certainly,  he  was  not  in  favour  of  reck- 
less interference  with  the  affairs  of 
foreign  nations.  The  traditions  and 
principles  of  the  school  in  which  he  re- 
ceived his  earliest  political  impressions 
were  antagonistic  to  any  policy  of  that 
description ;  and  they  would  appeal  in 
vain  to  the  present  Government  to  adopt 
any  line  so  dangerous  and  fraught  with 
so  much  possible  mischief.  But  this 
debate  would  serve  to  elicit  from  those 
who  had  special  information  on  the  sub- 
ject the  whole  truth  in  regard  to  these 
outrages ;  and  it  would  add  largely  to 
the  national  sympathy  which  had  found 
expression  in  almost  every  large  town 
throughout  the  country.  And  why  was  it 
that  that  sympathy  had  been  so  strikingly 
manifested  in  relation  to  another  nation? 
It  was  because  the  English  people  were 
bound  up  with  the  Jews  in  all  the  rela- 
tions of  life  in  the  most  intimate  de- 
gree ;  and  we  all  must  admit  that,  as 
a  race,  they  acquitted  themselves  in  a 
manner  which  did  them  credit  as  citi- 
zens ;  and  whether  we  regarded  them 
as  traders,  or  considered  their  accom- 
plishments and  high  integrity,  we  could 
not  help  according  to  the  Jews  the 
highest  position  which  it  was  possible 
for  members  of  any  community  to  oc- 
cupy. He  had  the  honour  to  represent 
a  constituency  in  which  a  most  import- 
ant class  of  the  community  were  com- 
posed of  members  of  the  Jewish  race ; 
and  in  their  benevolence,  their  public 
spirit,  their  thorough  equity  of  deal- 
ing, and  in  all  their  acts  of  citizenship, 
they  were  not  excelled  by  the  members 
of  any  other  creed.  It  was  clear,  there- 
fore, that  when  placed  under  just  and 
fair  conditions  they  behaved  in  tho  man- 
ner which  gave  strength  and  honoui  to 
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feelings   against  the  Jews  in  Bussia, 
whose  condition  was  bad  enough  now, 
as  the  atrocities  had  not  yet  ceased.  We 
ought  to  rejoice  at  the  idea  that,  instead 
of  setting  one  Govemment  against  the 
other  and  one  nation  against  the  other, 
we  had  at  this  moment  a  Government 
which  was  in  friendly  relations  with  the 
Bussian  Govemment.     He  believed  that 
in  the  firiendly  relations  of  the  two  Go- 
vernments would  be  found  the  best  se- 
curity for  the   future  of   the  Jews  in 
Kussia;  but  if  we  assumed  a  tone  of 
remonstrance,  or    asserted    a   right   to 
dictate  to  Eussia  how  she  should  govern 
her  Jewish  subjects,  he  believed  that  the 
first  people  who  would  suffer  would  be 
the  Jews  themselves.  Let  the  House  con- 
sider the  mischief  that  this  Motion  might 
even  now  do.    Pass  the  Kesolution,  and 
they  would  see  at  once  what  would  fol- 
low—angary  feelingsbetween  the  two  coun- 
tries ;  or  let  it  be  withdrawn  or  rejected, 
and  how  would  the  matter  stand  ?    It 
would  go  forth  to  Eussia  that  an  appeal 
had  been  made  to  the  House  of  Com- 
mons to  express  sympathy  with  the  Jews, 
and  that  the  House  of  Commons  had  re- 
fused its  sympathy.  Everyone  knew  that 
the  Eussian  Press  was  not  like  the  Eng- 
lish Press — that  it  was  not  a  free  Press. 
The  decision  of  the  House  of  Commons 
would  go  forth  as  a  refusal  of  the  expres- 
sion of  its  abhorrence  of  the  atrocities 
which  had  been  committed.     There  was 
no  chance  of  a  report  of  this  debate 
reaching  a  Eussian  paper,  the  reasons 
would  not  be  made  known  in  Eussia,  and 
the  Eussian  people  would  simply  have  the 
fact  that  the  House  of  Commons  had 
rejected  the  Motion.     On  the  first  day 
of  the  Session  he  addressed  a  Question 
to  the  Prime  Minister,  not  for  the  pur- 
pose of  inviting  diplomatic  interference, 
but  in  order  to  enable  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  to  dispel  many  false  ideas 
which  were  afloat  in   the  Jewish  com- 
munity.     There  were  people  who  be- 
lieved that  Parliament  could  do  any- 
thing,   and   that    the    Prime   Minister 
could  dictate  his    own  will   to  Eussia. 
Deeming  it  desirable  that  such  false 
ideas  should  be  dispelled,  he  asked  the 
right  hon.   Gentleman  whether  it  was 
possible  for  Her  Majesty's  Govemment 
m  any  manner  to  exercise  its  friendly 
influence  with  the  Eussian  Government 
on  behalf  of  the  Jews.     The  right  hon. 
Gentleman,  in  reply,  expressed  as  a  man 
fhe  pain  and  horror  with  which  he  re- 
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garded  the  treatment  of  the  Jews  in 
Eussia ;  and  he  explained  how  detrimental 
it  woidd  be  to  the  Jews  themselves  if 
the  Gt)vemment  were  to  assume  anything 
like  diplomatic  action  on  their  behalf. 
On  the  same  evening  Lord  Gh*anville,  in 
'' another  place,"  made  a  similar  state- 
ment, pointing  out  the  difficulty  of  dip- 
lomatic interference,  and  saying  that  no 
could  make  no  promise  even  of  private 
interference.  Lord  Granville  was  fol- 
lowed by  Lord  Salisbury ;  and  he  should 
have  thought  that  the  non.  Member  for 
Greenwich  would  have  paid  some  defer- 
ence to  the  opinion  of  that  statesman, 
who  was  now  at  the  head  of  his  Party. 
What  did  Lord  Salisbury  say  ?  ['*  Or- 
der ! "]  He  was  not  speaking  of  the 
House  of  Lords,  but  of  ''  another 
place." 

Me.SPEAKEE:  The  hon.  and  learned 
Member  is  citing  a  speech  made  in  the 
House  of  Lords,  and  has  named  the 
Peer  who  delivered  it.  He  is  clearly 
out  of  Order. 

Mr.  Serjeant  SIMON  said,  he  should 
be  sorry  to  commit  a  breach  of  the 
Eules  of  the  House.  Lord  Salisbury 
expressed — [  *  *  Order ! "  J  He  would  not 
name  him.  A  distinguished  nobleman, 
making  a  speech  on  the  subject,  said  he 
quite  concurred  with  the  noole  Earl. 

Mr.  J.  G.  TALBOT  rose  to  Order. 
The  hon.  and  learned  Member  was  now 
citing  a  passage  verbatim  from  a  speech 
delivered  in  the  other  House. 

Mr.  Serjeant  SIMON  said,  he  was 
citing  the  statement  of  a  distinguished 
nobleman,  who  said  he  quite  concurred 
with  the  noble  Earl  that  official,  and 
even  unofficial,  representations  in  mat- 
ters of  this  kind  were  of  doubtful 
utility.  That  was  said  by  the  Head  of 
the  Party  to  which  the  hon.  Member  for 
Greenwich  owed  allegiance.  He  further 
said — 

"  If  in  the  discussion  of  this  subject  or  at  any 
meetings  those  who  represent  in  this  country  the 
political  Party  to  which  I  belong  have  thought  it, 
on  the  whole,  better  not  to  make  a  prominent  ap- 
pearance, it  is  because  we  have  been  actuated  by 
much  the  same  feelings  as  those  which  guide 
the  noble  Earl.  We  were  afraid  that  the  motive 
for  our  interference  might  be  mistaken,  and  that 
this,  which  is  a  question  of  pure  humani^, 
might  be  mixed  up  with  others  which  are  purely 
political  questions ;  and  we  thought  it  better, 
on  the  whole,  that  the  voice  of  the  people  of 
England  should  be  heard  in  some  less  official 
form  than  it  can  receive  within  the  walls  of  this 
building."— [3  Sansard,  oclxvi.  229.] 

The  noble  Peer  to  whom  he  wasreferxing. 
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fhn«  not  oolj  endoned  the  Tiews  of 
Lnd  Omtfille  and  fha  Prime  HhiiBtor, 
bit  ha  want  flnflior — ha  thought  that 
ffu  QuoAflial  rapreaentatioiia  wara  nn* 
adfiaaUa,  and  ha  depreoated  anyflmig 
bainff  aaid  oar   dona  within  the  walb 
of  rniamanty  laat  it  might   aainme 
an  offlflial   ohazaoter.     Therafixre,   he 
thonght  hon.  Mamban  ofmoeite  would 
not  aonaidar   ha   waa  taking  an  az- 
traoiduiaiT  aouaa  if  ha  depvaoated  aaoh 
a    dJamiawcm  aa    thegr  had   to-night. 
It  waa,  ha  ahoold  have  thooghty  the 
fi«7  A,  By  0  of  latamatioud  Law 
that  one  indapmident  eonntry  ahoald 
not  intarfara  with  the  internal  aflBuxa 
of   anothar    ooontry;    and,    notwith- 
■Unding   the   paoedants    which   had 
been  aitad,  he  Tantnred  to  aay,  without 
fear  of  oontradiotion»  that  there  waa  not 
IB  pditieal  and  international  history  a 
■npa  preoedent  to  justify  this  Motion. 
Ha  hoped  the   Hooae  would  consider 
diat  op  a  subject  of  fliis  land  hia  opi- 
akai  waa  entitled  to  aome  consideration. 
Ha  did  not  flunk  that  the  hon.  Member 
WM  Bupported  by  any  amount  of  Jewish 
qraion  outside  ue  Hbuae.    On  the  con- 
tnoyt  parsons  of  position  in  the  Jewish 
M'HH unity,  to  whose   opinion  weisrht 
ooglit  to  DO  attached,  did  not  wish  this 
mugect  to  be  brought  forward.    Nume- 
nms  applications  had  been  made  to  him 
as  to  the  desirability  of  getting  up  a 
requisition,  requesting  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber not  to  proceed  in  the  course  he  had 
adopted.    He  trusted  that  the  House, 
haying  regard  not  only  to  the  considera- 
tiona  to  which  he  had  alluded,  but  to 
what  he  belieTed  was  the  real  opinion  of 
the  Jewish  community  in  this  country, 
would  not  accede  to  the  Motion. 

Mb.  GLADSTONE :  I  think.  Sir,  in 
the  state  of  opinion  which  prevails, 
especially  amonff  the  Members  of  the 
Jewish  conmiumty  in  this  House,  and 
oonsidering  the  very  difficult  circum- 
stances in  which  they  find  themselves 
placed,  it  will  be  advantageous  that  I 
should  take  an  early  opportunity  of 
saying  something  on  the  part  of  the 
Government.  And,  Sir,  with  regard  to 
the  hon.  Gentleman  opposite,  I  assure 
him  that  I  entirely  acqmt  him — indeed, 
he  does  not  need  any  acquittal— of  being 
actuated  by  that  Party  feeling  which  he 
has  laboriously  disclaimed.  Every  word 
of  his  speech  was  conceived  in  a  manner 
which,  whether  I  might  regret  its  hav- 
ing been  deliyered  or  no^  proved,  I 
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think,  that  it  flowed  direot  from  his 
heart.    On  the  other  hand,  I  must  say 
that  I  think  there  is  very  great  Ibroe  in 
what  has  been  said  by  my  hon.  and 
learned  Friend  the  Member  for  Dews- 
bury  (Ifr.  Serjeant  Simon).    It  is  not,  I 
tfaixu:,  possible  fbr  the  House,  wisely  or 
useftdly,  to  adopt  a  Motion  of  this  kind. 
On  the  contrary,  I  go  the  whole  length 
of  nrr  hon.  and  learned  Friend,  and  I 
am  firmly  convinced  that  its  adoption 
would  be  positively   injurious  to  the 
interests  of  those  in  whose  behalf  it  is 
brought  Jbrward.    But,  on  the   other 
hanC  Ao  negativing  or  the  withdrawal 
of  such  a  Motion  does  plaoe  us,  as  my 
hon.  and  learned  Friend  has  said,  in  a 
position  which  may  be  misunderstood. 
When  the  result  onlv  is  known  with- 
out the  discussion  and  the  explanations 
that  have  taken  nlaoe,  it  does  plaoe  us 
in  the  position  cJ  being  liable  to  what 
would  certainly  be  gross  misapprehen- 
sion—namely, that  we  do  not  net  deeply 
on  behalf  of  those  whom  the  hon.  Gen- 
fleman  represents.  The  hon.  Ghenfleman 
says  that  the  Oonsular  Beports  are,  in 
his  view,  no  evidenoe.    I  am  not  sur- 
prised if,  on  an  occasion  of  this  kind, 
which  appeals  very  direotiy  to  the  fbcd- 
ings  of  aU  men,  ud  most  of  all  to  those 
connected  with  the  particular  reli^on  of 
the  sufferers — I  am  not  surprised  if  some 
exaggeration  here  and  there  should  creep 
into  the  views  that  they  take  of  some  of 
those  cases.     I  am  not  prepared.  Sir — 
though  I  will  not  enter  into  details — ^I 
am  not  prepared  to  admit,  and  I  have  no 
reason  to  believe,  that  tiiese  Oonsular 
Eeports,  which  are  made  by  responsible 
men  of  character  and  ability,  deserve  the 
epithet  which  has  been  applied  to  them. 
At  the  same  time,  I  enter  into  no  details — 
it  is  not  necessary  to  do  so — as  to  the  accu- 
racy of  this  statement  or  of  that.   Again, 
I  am  bound  to  say.  Sir,  that  I  am  not 
prepared  to  assert  or  to  impute  conniv- 
ance to  the  Bussian  Government.    On 
the  contrary,  I  am  bound  to  believe — 
and  I  know  of  no  reason  which  would 
disincline  me  to  believe — that  the  Em- 
peror of  BuBsia  and  his  Government 
regard  these  outrages  with  the  same 
feelings  as  we  contemplate  them  our- 
selves.   Whether  or  not,  as  stated  by 
my  hon.  Friend,  the  zeal  of  the  subor- 
dinate and  intermediate  agents  between 
the  Supreme  Government  at  the  seat  of 
power  and  the  sufferers,  who  ought  to 
I  be  the  active  agents  of  authority   in 
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preventing  outrage,  has  slackened,  or  | 
even  in  certain  cases  turned  into  con-  I 
nivance  and  satisfaction,  that  is  a  matter 

Xn  which  I  do  not  think  it  would  be 
antageous  for  me  to  enter.  There 
can  be  no  doubt  that  deeds  which  are 
terrible  and  atrocious  have  been  com- 
mitted on  a  scale  which,  whether  it  be 
the  largest  that  is  supposed  by  some — 
or  the  most  contracted  that  is  alleged  by 
others — still  constitutes  a  dreadful  and 
terrible  fact  in  the  history  of  any  coun- 
try, and  of  the  civilization  of  mankind. 
That  is  quite  enough  to  say,  so  far  as 
the  statements  of  the  hon.  Gentleman 
are  concerned ;  but  I  may  be  permitted 
to  add,  what  I  think  we  must  all  feel, 
that  if  we  are  in  this  place  an  Assembly 
almost  uniformly  professing  Christianity, 
and  if  we  as  Christians  believe,  as  we  do 
believe,  that  it  has  been  part  of  the 
office  and  effect  of  Christianity  to  estab- 
lish a  new  and  a  far  higher  standard  of 
civilization  and  humanity,  then  we  must 
also  feel  that  those  deeds,  so  far  as  they 
have  been  done,  being  done  by  Chris- 
tians, are  more  guilty,  and  not  less 
guilty,  than  if  they  had  been  done  by 
persons  not  professing  that  religion. 
Now,  Sir,  that  is  all  that  I  intend  to 
say,  and  all  that  my  duty,  I  think,  per- 
mits me  to  say,  upon  the  nature  of  those 
dreadful  occurrences  to  which  this  Mo- 
tion refers.  But  I  am  bound  to  say 
that  it  is  not  from  discussions  of  this 
kind  that  the  full  information  can  be 
obtained  which  my  hon.  Friend  who 
seconded  the  Motion  seemed  to  antici- 
pate. Her  Majesty's  Government  is 
not  in  possession  of  full  information 
on  the  subject.  Moreover,  it  is  not 
possible  that  they  could  be  in  posses- 
sion of  such  full  information.  They 
have  not  that  international  title  which 
alone  could  warrant  them  in  employing 
agents  for  the  purpose  of  obtaining  a 
competent  knowledge  and  command  of 
facts.  I  agree  with  the  hon.  Gentleman 
opposite,  that  there  are  cases  for  which 
the  stipulations  of  International  Law  do 
not  adequately  provide.  I  can  easily 
appreciate  the  views  of  those  who  think 
that  when  g^eat  outrages  are  committed 
under  the  impulse  of  popular  fury,  such 
a  case  has  arisen  as  can  hardly  be  re- 

farded  according  to  the  strict  views  of 
ntemational  Law.  I  can  agree  with 
my  hon.  Friend  again  in  the  compli- 
ment he  has  paid  to  the  Press  on  this 
oooasion.    The  ftmotion  of  the  Press  is 
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to  awaken  public  opinion  without  official 
responsibility.    It  is  quite  evident  that 
those  by  whom  the  Press    is    worked 
enjoy  immense  advantages  on  an  occa- 
sion of  this  kind ;  because  there  is  a 
chance,  or  at  least  a  hope,  that  their  re- 
presentations may  be  judged  according 
to    their  merits,  and  may  escape  the 
odious    imputation    of    being    due   to 
national  jealousy  and  a  desire  for  un- 
warrantable interference.     But  the  hon. 
Member  must,   I  think,    observe  that 
there  is  no  possible  form  in  which  this 
House  could  make  an  Address  to  the 
Crown  upon  a  subject  of  this  kind  which 
would  not  lead  to  mischief.      It  is  true 
that  the  words  ''good  offices"  are  ca- 
pable of  a  wide  signification.     It  is  quite 
true,  also,  that  a  judicious  representa- 
tive of  the  British  Crown  may  have  use- 
ful opportunities  of  touching  upon  sub- 
jects of  this  kind,   and    that  it  is  his 
duty   to  make  use  of  such  opportuni- 
ties ;  but.  Sir,  they  must  be  wholly  and 
entirely  detached  from  all  puElio,  dip- 
lomatic, and  Parliamentary  action.  The 
House  cannot  move  in  this  matter  with- 
out a    serious  risk  of  doing  mischief. 
Those  outrages  which    have  occurred 
are  due  to  popular    fuxy  and  preju- 
dice ;   and    you    must    leave    the   re- 
sponsible   governors    of    the    country 
to  deal  with  it  as  they  best  can,  without 
the  intervention  of  a  Government  not 
based  upon  any  international  title.   The 
fact  of  our  being  a  party  in  the  case 
would  be  certain  to  cause  a  strong  re- 
action, not  merely  in  the  minds  of  wose 
who  have  committed  the  outrages,  but 
likewise  on  the  part  of  a  much  larger 
number,  who,  wnUe,  perhaps,  not  sym- 
pathizing with  the  outrages  themselves, 
yet  are  jealously  averse  to  anything  that 
may  seem  like  an  invasion  of  national 
independence.     So  you  run  the  risk  of 
bringing    into    the    field    against  you 
those  whose  natural  place  is  not  to  be 
among  the  approvers  of  these  misdeeds. 
The   hon.  Gentleman  has  done  me  the 
honour  to  refer  to  conduct  of  mine  in 
another  contingency,   which  he  thinks 
more  or   less  resembles  this.     My  con- 
duct in  the  case  of    Bulgaria,   I  be- 
lieve myself,  was  not  based  upon  Party 
spirit,  for  at  the  time  my  proceedings 
commenced    I  really  did  not    believe 
there  was  any  difference  of  feeling  be- 
tween   the    two    great  Parties   in  the 
country  on  the  subject.    It  may  have 
been  right,  or  it  may  have  been  wrong ; 
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bat  it  was  based  upon    a    conyiction 
of  a   most   difltinot    charaoter,    which 
apoa  eyeiy  occasion  I  was  careful  to 
state.    It  was  this — that  we  had,  by  the 
Crimean  War  and  the  Peace  of  Paris, 
depriTed  the  subject  races  in  Turkey  of 
the  benefits  whidi  previously  they  were 
mtitled  to  expect  and  to  claim  from  the 
intenrention  of  Bussia  on  their  behalf, 
that  ri^ht  of  Bussia  to  intervene  being 
foonded  upon  a  previous  Treaty  between 
tts  and  Turkey.    We  destroyed  it  for 
the  sake  of  the  general  peace  and  security 
of  Europe.     I  always  contended,  from 
the  time  of  the  Peace  of  Paris,  and  at 
the  time  of  the  Peace  of  Paris  Lord 
Pahnerston  admitted,  that  we  could  not 
possibly  divest  ourselves  of  the  respon- 
nbihty  which  had  previously  been  the 
responsibiliW  of  the  Bussian  Qovern- 
ment,  and  wnich,  in  consequence  of  the 
Crimean  War,  became  a  European  re- 
sponsibility and  a  European  right.  That 
was  the  g^und  upon  which  the  whole 
of  my  argument  and  proceedings  were 
foonded.     It  may  have  been  right,  or 
it  may  have  been  wrong  ;  but  it  is  im- 
possible for  it  to  be  alleged  in  the  pre- 
sent case.      The  hon.   Gentleman  has 
referred  to  the  case  of  Poland.      There 
was  a  case  in  which  there  was  some- 
thing in  the  nature  of  a  European  title 
to  intervene  and  remonstrate;    but  I 
am  bound  to  say  that  our  remonstrances, 
although  joined  in  by  the  other  Powers 
of  Europe,    were  a  total  and  absolute 
failure.     What  amount  of  harm  they  did 
I  am  not  able  to  say ;  but  good,  unques- 
tionably, they  did  not  do  in  the  smallest 
degree.     The  hon.  Member,  by  a   not 
unnatural  error,    following  upon  some 
statement  which  he  may  have  read  in 
a  public  journal,  supposed   that  I  ap- 
pealed to  this  House  with  regard  to  the 
great  mischiefs,    the  terrible  mischiefs 
—though  of  a  totally  diflferent  character 
—that  at  one  time  prevailed  in  the  King- 
dom of  Naples.  Sir,  I  most  carefully  and 
studiously  avoided  any  illusion  to  public 
authority,  any  appeal  of  a  hostile  kind  on 
that  subject.    Lord  Aberdeen,  united  as 
he  was  with  me  in  friendship  and  affec- 
tion, and  being  possessed  of  great  in- 
fluence over  Continental  Governments, 
did  me  the  great  favour  to  endeavour 
through   the   Austrian  Government   to 
give  friendly  effect  to  my  remonstrances 
and  statements;  and  when  he  entirely 
failed,  as  I  think,  in  that  purpose,  my 
appeal  was  made,  not  to  any  Govern- 


ment, not  to  the  House  of  Commons — 
never  did  I  say  one  word  in  this  House 
on  the  8ubiect--but  it  was  made  entirely 
to  the  public  opinion  of  Europe  through 
the  medium  of  the  Press,  to  which  the 
hon.  Gentleman  has,  on  this  occasion, 
paid  a  just  compliment.     I  apologue  to 
the  House  for  mixing  so  small  a  matter 
as  the  rules  of  my  own  previous  conduct 
with  an  important  matter  of  this  kind. 
The  matter  is  undoubtedly  important; 
and  I  hope  the  impression  will  not  go 
forth  that  this  question  is  viewed  in  any 
portion  of  this  House,  or  in  any  portion 
of  this  country,   with  indifference.     I 
believe,   however,  we  should  be  most 
unwise  if  we  led  the  Bussian  Govern- 
ment to  suppose  that  we  looked  upon 
that  Government  as  sympathizing  with 
the  perpetrators  of  these  outrages.     On 
the  contrary,  I  hope  the  Eussian  Go- 
vernment will  believe  that  we  give  them 
credit  for  every  desire  to  put  down  and 
to  prevent  conduct  which  is  a  disgrace 
to  civilization  and  humanity ;  and  that 
the  Bussian  Government  will  rather  be 
encouraged  by  the  assurance  of  our  sym- 
pathy to  use  more  and  more  vigorous 
efforts  for  the  purpose  of  securing  that 
great  end.     Such  is  the  course  I  believe 
it  wise  and  necessary  for  us  to  pursue. 
I  do  not  found  myself  on  the  question 
of  strict  right ;  I  will  not  say  how  far 
the  strict  rights  of  human  nature  might 
warrant  us  in  going,  if  you  mean  by 
those  strict  rights  the  right  of  remon- 
strating and  of  expressing  indignation 
against  terrible  misdeeds.     But  I  say 
we  shall  be  mistaken  if  we  place  the 
question  on  the  ground  of  strict  right. 
That  which  I  wish  to  look  to  is  that  to 
which  my  hon.  and  learned  Friend  has 
addressed  himself.  Can  we,  by  a  Motion 
of  this  kind,  do  good  to  the  persons  for 
whom  we  wish  to  procure  benefit  ?     Do 
we  not,  on  the  contrary,  run  the  most 
serious  risk — nay,  almost  incur  the  cer- 
tainty— of  doing  mischief  by  creating  a 
re-action  unfavourable  to  their  interests? 
That  is  the  ground  on  which  I  entreat 
the  hon.  Gentleman  and  the  House  to 
believe  we  act  when  we  decline  to  be- 
come parties  to  any  action  of  the  House 
of  Commons  for   such  a  purpose.     On 
the  former  occasions,  to  which  reference 
has  been  made,  both  my  noble  Friend 
(Earl  Granville)  and  myself  have  been 
careful  to  point  out  the  only  mode  in 
which  we  believed,  on  favourable  oppor- 
tunity, friendly  ooimsel  might  be  given 


51 


p0'B0euiion  of  the 


{COMMONS) 


Jewt  in  Rui9%a. 


52 


with  regard  to  matters  of  this  kind. 
Anything  beyond  that  will  tend  to  de- 
feat its  own  purpose.  It  is  not  because 
we  disapprove  of  the  purpose,  not  be- 
cause we  do  not  sympathize  with  the 
purpose,  not  because  we  undervalue  its 
importance,  but  because  we  believe  that 
an  injudicious  step  will  tend  absolutely 
to  defeat  it,  that  1  hope  that  this  Motion 
will  not  be  pressed  on  the  attention  of 
the  House. 

Sm  STAFFOED  NOETHCOTE:  I 
think  the  languas^e  of  the  Prime  Minis- 
ter is  in  conformity  with  that  which  we 
should  expect  from  him.  No  one  can 
doubt,  after  what  he  has  said,  that  he 
and  his  Colleagues  share  completely  in 
the  feelings  which  all  Englishmen  must 
have  as  to  the  terrible  stories  which 
have  come  to  us  respecting  the  suffer- 
ings and  the  persecution  of  the  Jews  in 
Eussia.  I  must  say  I  regretted  to  hear 
such  language  as  was  used  by  the  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman  opposite  (Mr. 
Serjeant  Simon).  When  I  reflect  upon 
the  many  occasions  on  which  the  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman,  in  the  course  of 
the  last  Parliament,  pressed  upon  the 
late  Government  the  claims  of  the  Jewish 
population  in  Eoumania,  for  instance, 
and  used  to  urge  upon  us  the  duty  and 
the  necessity  of  taking  strong  measures 
for  the  purpose  of  procuring  their  pro- 
tection, 1  own  I  did  not  expect  to  have 
heard  the  language  which  the  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  applied  to  my  hon. 
Friend  behind  me  (Baron  Henry  de 
Worms).  Whether  my  hon.  Friend  is, 
or  is  not,  taking  the  best  course  for  the 

Surpose  of  obtaining  that  which  he 
esires,  some  interposition  which  may 
diminish  the  sufferings  of  his  co-re- 
lig^onists,  at  least  anybody  would  admit 
that  it  is  with  the  purest  feelings  of 
humanity,  and  with  the  most  natural 
feelings,  which  we  must  all  respect,  that 
he  has  brought  forward  this  case,  and 
that  he  has  done  so  with  absolute  free- 
dom from  anything  like  Party  spirit. 
The  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  comes 
up  and  tells  us  we  must  not  compare 
this  case  with  that  of  the  Bulgarian  out- 
rages, because  they  were  brought  for- 
ward in  a  Party  spirit.  In  saying  this, 
it  was,  I  think,  an  admission  for  which 
the  rieht  hon.  Gentleman  would  not 
thank  uim^—— 

Mb.  Sebjeant  SIMON  rose  to  Order. 
He  had  not,  he  remarked,  said  that  the 
Bolgaxian  case  was  brought  forward  as 
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a  Party  question.  His  statement  was 
that  the  hon.  Gentleman  had  referred 
to  Bulgaria  in  a  Party  spirit. 

Sib  STAFFOED  NOETHCOTE :  My 
hon.  Friend  referred  to  the  Bulgarian 
case  for  the  purpose  of  justifyinfl;  him- 
self  in  what    he    was    doing   by  the 
authority  of  the  Prime  Minister,  who, 
as  he  was  willing  to  believe,  and  who, 
as  he  stated  to  ihe  House,  called  atten- 
tion to  the  outrages  and  atrocities  in 
Bulgaria,  not  at  all  in  a  Party  spirit, 
but  because  he  believed  it  was  a  duty 
he    owed    to    humanity.      The    Prime 
Minister  now  has  endorsed  that  view, 
and  has  entirely  justified  my  hon.  Friend 
in  the  spirit  in  which  he  has  referred  to 
that  case.      The   Prime  Minister  dis- 
tinguishes between  the  two  cases,  and  it 
may  or  may  not  be  a  just  distinction 
which  he  draws ;  but  certainly  the  spirit 
in  which  my  hon.  Friend  the  Member 
for  Greenwich  has  brought  this  subject 
forward  is  distinctly  and  entirely  apart 
from  anything  in  the  nature  of  a  Party 
move.     I  feel,  and  I  think  the  House 
must  feel,  the  very  great  delicacy  of  the 
position  in  which  the  House  is  placed. 
Everybody,   I  presume,   shares  in  tiie 
feelings  of  horror  and  disgust  at  the 
stories    which    have    reached    us,  and 
which,  I  am  afraid,  it  is  hardly  possible 
to  doubt  are  substantially  correct.   Every- 
body feels,  and  everybody  desires,  if  it 
be  possible,  to  relieve  in  some  way  the 
sufferings  which    are  being    endured. 
The  question  is — how  can  we  best  take 
steps  to  fiiccomplish  that  object  ?    I  was 
sorry,   and    rather  surprised,   to    hear 
something  said  in  opposition  to  the  pro- 
perly-worded suggestion  of  the  Pnme 
Minister ;  we  are  assured  by  the  Prime 
Minister — we  all  feel  convinced  it  must 
be  so— that  the  Eussian  Government 
could  have  no   sympathy  with,    could 
have  no  toleration  for,  could  have  no 
other   feeling  than  that  of    indig^nant 
anger  and  grief  at  the  injuries  which 
have  been  perpetrated  in  some  portions 
of  their  domimons.    But  it  is  said  that 
there  are  places  in  which  the  GK>vemment 
may  be  powerless  to  stop  that  which  is 
going  on,  or  places  in  which  the  agents 
of  the  Gt)vemment  are,  perhaps,  counte- 
nancing, or  rather  not  restraining,  or 
doing  worse,  without  the  knowledge  of 
the  £nperial  Government  itself.     If  that 
be  the  case,  does  it  not  seem  reasonable 
that   any   information    Her   Mqesty's 
Government  might  obtain  from   their 
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ConsolSy  and  which  might  refer  to  the 
conduct  of  sabordinates  that  would  other- 
wise be  l^cnpt  from  the  knowledge  of  the 
Imperial  GoYemment,  might  be  com- 
mnnicated  to  the  Buasian  Gbyemment, 
which,  if  thoB  made  aware  of  what  is 
going  on,  might  take  measures  to  restrain 
or  control  its  agents  ?    It  seems  to  me 
that  it  might  wery  possibly  be  of  advan- 
tage to  those  who  are  sufferers  that  any 
communications    which  Her  Majesty's 
GoTemment    may  have   received,   and 
which  they  can  rely  upon,  shoidd  be 
placed  in  such  manner  as  would,  at  least 
in  the  most  informal  manner — my  hon. 
Friend  does  not  insist  on  any  official 
interferenoe — but  should  be  placed  in 
the  most  informal  and  most  friendly 
manner  before  those  who  can  make  use 
of  them.     But  it  is  said  that  any  inter- 
ference, any  remarks,  any  expression  of 
ijmpathy  with  these  people  may  cause 
them  increase  of  suffering  by  provoking 
re-actionary  feelings  of  national  inde- 

rmdence  on  the  part  of  Bussia.    That 
hope  is  a  slander  on  the  Bussian  Go- 
Temment;  I  can  hardly  believe  that 
each  an  argument  would  be  tolerated  by 
it    What  is  the  position  in  which  we 
stand  ?      Undoubtedly  there  have  been 
many  cases  in  which  the  Government  of 
this  country  has  more  or  less  officially 
called  attention  to,  or  taken  steps  to  en- 
deavour to  mitigate,  the  sufferings  of  the 
peoples  of  other  countries.    We.  are  told 
it  depends  a  good  deal  upon  our  actual 
relations — our  claims  to  speak  in  conso- 
quence   of   Treaty   rights.      I   scarcely 
know  how  that  was  possible  in  the  case 
of  Boumania  ;  I  am  not  aware  that  there 
was  any  Treaty  right  in  that  case.     In 
the  case   of  Naples,   we  are  told  that 
though  nothing  was  done  in  the  House, 
yet  some  kind  of  friendly  influence  was 
used  to  bring  about  a  mitigation  of  the 
suflering^  of  the  people.  Now,  let  me  ask 
the  Prime  Minister,  is  the  thing  worthy 
of  consideration  ?     You  have  in  one  of 
the  latest  of  great  international  settle- 
ments of  Europe,  the  Treaty  of  Berlin, 
an  Article  in  reference  to  the  protection 
of  the  Armenian    subjects   of  Turkey. 
Russia  is  a  party  to  the  Treaty ;  and 
suppose   you   had   occasion  to   call   on 
the  Turkish  Government  to  take  steps 
for  the  improvement  of  the  condition  of 
it!  Armenian  subjects,  what  would  be 
the  position  in  which  Hussia  would  be 
placed  if  it  could  be  retorted — **  You  are 
spelling  for  the  benefit  of  the  Arme- 


nians ;  but  look  what  is  being  done  to  your 
Jewish  subjects  in  your  own  dominions." 
It  would  weaken  the  effect  of  an  Euro- 
pean remonstrance  on  behalf  of  Armenia 
if  one  of  the  parties  to  the  Treaty  giving 
the  right  to  remonstrate  was  open  to  such 
a  retort  as  that.  I  cannot  help  thinking 
that  without  asking  for  anything  in  the 
nature  of  official  interference,  or  any- 
thing in  the  way  of  remonstrances  that 
would  give  offence,  it  might  be  possible 
— and  if  possible  it  would  certainly  be 
most  desirable — for  Her  Majesty's  Go- 
vernment to  take  some  step  which  would 
serve  to  mitigate  the  condition  of  these 
unfortunate  sufferers.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  says  there  is  great  inconve- 
nience in  any  course  which  may  be  sug- 
gested with  that  object.  There  may  be 
inconvenience — in  fact,  the  situation  is 
one  so  terrible  that  it  is  almost  impossible 
to  touch  it  without  meeting  something 
in  the  nature  of  inconvenience.  But 
what  I  am  quite  sure  of  is  this — that 
my  hon.  Friend  has  brought  the  matter 
forward  with  no  kind  of  object  of  em- 
barrassing Her  Majesty's  Government  in 
the  slightest  degree,  but  with  the  sole 
and  simple  end  of  endeavouring  to  do 
good  to  those  whose  cause  he  was  plead- 
ing ;  he  has  acted,  as  he  told  us  m  the 
beginning  of  his  speech,  under  a  very 
consideraole  sense  of  responsibility ;  but 
he  entirely  subordinated  the  mode  of 
proceeding  to  the  g^eat  object  that  he 
had  in  view ;  and  if  he  receives  from  the 
Government  any  encouragement  to  be- 
lieve that  this  matter  is  one  on  which 
they  will  be  prepared  to  do  whatever 
upon  reflection  seems  to  them  to  be  pos- 
sible, he  would,  I  am  sure,  be  the  last 
man  to  desire  to  bring  about  the  appear- 
ance of  discord  in  this  House  by  press- 
ing such  a  Motion  to  a  division.  But 
it  should  be  distinctly  understood  that 
the  Government  entirely  recognize  the 
spirit  in  which  the  Motion  has  been 
brought  forward,  and  are  prepared,  as 
far  as  may  be  possible,  and  in  such  a 
way  as  they  may  find  by  their  own  ex- 
perience to  be  the  best,  to  do  anything 
they  can  for  the  mitigation  of  such  great 
sufferings.  I  know  I  have  correctly 
described  the  spirit  in  which  my  hon. 
Friend  brought  forward  his  Motion ; 
and  I  earnestly  trust  that  it  may  be 
found  possible,  consistently  with  the 
object  which  he  has  in  view,  to  pre- 
vent anything  in  the  nature  of  a  hostile 
vote. 
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Mr.  O'DONNELL  said,  seeing  the 
nature  of  the  question,  he  thought  it 
better  not  to  put  contrary  views  on  the 
accuracy  of  the  parables  which  had  been 
drawn  between  the  conduct  of  the  Gk>- 
vemment  in  Opposition  and  the  conduct 
of  the  Govemment  when  not  in  Opposi- 
tion. The  right  hon.  Gentleman  at  the 
head  of  the  Government  had  re-asserted 
his  convictions  with  regard  to  the  motives 
that  actuated  him  upon  the  Bulgarian 
Question  ;  and,  although  on  his  mind  it 
was  still  vivid,  or  appeared  to  be  vivid, 
that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  drew  a 
broad  distinction  between  atrocities  prac- 
tised upon  Christians  and  atrocities  prac- 
tised upon  Mussulmans,  on  principle  he 
still  thought  that  it  was  the  nature  of 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  to  devote  him- 
self with  undivided  zeal  to  one  side  of 
the  question,  and  the  earnestness  with 
which  he  devoted  himself  to  its  contem- 
plation had  a  tendency  to  prevent  him 
from  realizing  all  that  was  concerned  on 
the  other  side.  He  (Mr.  O'Donnell)  need 
not  say  that  he  most  warmly  and  ear- 
nestly sympathized  with  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Greenwich  in  bringing  forward 
this  subject.  As  a  member  of  the 
Catholic  community,  he  was  perfectly 
certain  that  he  expressed  the  feelings 
of  the  entire  Catholic  community  m 
Great  Britain  and  Ireland  in  assuring 
the  hon.  Member  for  Greenwich  of  the 
cordial  sympathy  of  all  his  co-religion- 
ists. The  Head  of  the  Catholic  Church 
in  this  Kingdom  had  already,  in  a  man- 
ner far  beyond  his  power  to  emulate, 
given  expression  to  his  deep  and  warm 
sympathy  with  the  persecutea  Jews.  But 
while  expressing  his  very  deep  sympathy 
with  the  object  which  the  hon.  Member 
for  Greenwich  had  in  view,  he  (Mr. 
O'Donnell)  could  not  but  see  that  this 
Hesolution  was  divisible  into  two  parts  ; 
that  one  part  of  this  Kesolution  pro- 
posed that  they  should  express  their 
sympathy,  and  that  the  other  suggested 
that  the  British  Govemment  should  en- 
ter upon  a  course  of  remonstrance  with 
the  Kussian  Government  for  the  protec- 
tion of  the  Jews  in  Eussia.  With  the 
first  part  of  the  Kesolution  he  entirely 
agreed  ;  but  when  the  hon.  Member  for 
Greenwich  asked  them  to  initiate  a  move- 
ment of  remonstrance  with  the  Bussian 
Govemment,  he  might  say  frankly  that 
he  did  not  think,  in  the  first  place,  that 
there  was  much  in  the  character  of  the 
British  Govemment  to  entitle  it  to  any 


special  moral  respect  at  the  hands  of  the 
Russian  Government  when  they  had  to 
deal  with  the  ill-treatment  of  subject 
populations.     This  was  not  a  sabjeet 
with  which  he  wished  to  deal  at  any 
length;   but,  if  he  were  disposed,  hs 
could  easily  show  that  there  was  not  a 
disability  inflicted  upon  the  Jews  in 
Eussia  which  was  not  at  this  moment 
inflicted  upon  vastly  larger  masses  of 
Her  Majesty's  subjects  in  one  part  or 
another  of  the  British  Empire ;  and  the 
times  had  been  when  infamies  hazdly 
inferior  to    those    perpetrated  on  the 
Jews  of  Eussia  haa  been  committed  in 
Jamaica,  in  India,  and  in  Ireland  by 
persons  who,  if  not  actual  agents,  wen 
suspiciously  like  agents  of  the  Britiah 
Government  of  the  day.     The  first  oon- 
sideration,  therefore,  to  be  kept  in  view 
on  an  occasion  like  the  present  was  whe- 
ther any  official  remonstrance,  such  ai 
that  now  suggested  on  behalf  of  the 
suffering  Jews,  would  be  calculated  to 
benefit  or  to  injure  those  whom  it  wai 
intended  to  serve.    It  might  elicit  a  re- 
taliatory despatch  intimating  that  the 
British  Government  was  at  times  more 
addicted  to  preaching  than  to  practisiiig 
all  the  Commandments.     When,  more- 
over, it  was  borne  in  mind  that  popular 
feeling  in  Eussia  was  directed  almoBt  as 
strongly  against  the  English  as  against 
the  Teutonic  race,  he  thought  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Government  ought  to  hesitate, 
out  of  regard  for  the  interests  of  the 
Eussian  Jews  alone,  to  assume  the  part 
of  their  special  protectors.     Not  only 
might  they  expose  themselves  to  a  shaip 
tu  quoque  despatch  from   the    Bussian 
Chancellerie  with  no  practical  alternative 
but  quietly  to  pocket  the  afi&ont,  but  it 
would  increase  the  unpopularity  of  the 
Jewish  race  in  Eussia  if  it  was  supposed 
to  be  covered  by  the  mg%9  of  En^and. 
A  moral  remonstrance  on  behalf  of  the 
Eussian  Jews  from  the  Liberal  Gk>vem- 
ment  would  have  no  backbone  behind 
it ;  and  he  strongly  suspected  that  even 
a   Conservative  Ministry  would  think 
twice  before  picking  a  quarrel  with  Eus- 
sia in  such  a  matter.     That  question 
having,   however,   been  raised   in  the 
House,  it  would  be  worse  than  a  lame  and 
impotent  conclusion  if  the  House  either 
abstained  from  expressing  any  opinion 
upon  it  or  rejected  the  Motion  of  the 
hon.  Member  for  Greenwich.  He  thought 
there  was  abundant  power  in  the  hands 
of  the  Jews  to  put  down  auoh  outrages 
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NSBu  HJB  wwlii  not  Iral  tcbmbiihv 
b  ttie  Imdfl  of  die  Jews  flMBudyet 
1  hI0  ouutvul  of  tuo  IConcjT  Mulc0ti 
•  waM, ;  and,  00  long  m  that  was 
M»  a  Govoniment  like  Bnanamiut 
ad  laigalT  upon  the  favour  of  the 
aof IlieltoaejMaxlcet  Qfooime^ 
I  vHsM  be  BO  oljeetion  on  the  part 
he  Bntuu  Qoverumeat  to  Tomon* 
ft  Willi  a  weak  Garanunent;  and  he 
d  flioae  on  the  QoTemineDt  nde  of 
Bbneewlio  nwihe  immenie  diffl- 
Be  Off  Qoveiunieutal  remoniitganooa 
a  atwwig  Gorenunent  would  xeoog-> 
die  admaUlitf  of  reeording  some 
hatie  deolantian  of  their  ftympafliy 
AepeneeutedlTewBy  and  their  ab» 
nee  of  the  eraetty  with  which  thej 
eeen  •reaSed* 

a.  ABTHDB  OOHEN  nid,  that 
»  were  two  qnettiona  whioh  thej 
fo  eonaider.  The  prinapal  ques- 
periiapa,  waft,  whether  toe  conrfte 
h.  hia  iKm.  FHend  had  innted  the 
ae  to  take  was  Ukely  to  oondnoe  to 
bnefitofdieJewsinBaftftia?  Bat 
ft.  waa  alfto  another  quefttion— 
a^y  whether  that  oonrfte  was  or  was 
MNMiatflnt  with  moedentft,  with  In- 
rtionalLaw,  ana  with  the  oflase  and 
KpntjoftheHdoftef  Heneednardly 
Bhaithe  qrmpathiaed  with  the  saffer- 
of  Ida  oo-religiomBtft  in  Bnssia.  He 
done  his  best  to  aasiftt  the  efforts  of 
Etassian  Jewish  Committee,  presided 
by  his  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for 
ebory  (Sir  Nathaniel  de  Bothsohild). 
o^t  to  be  observed  that  his  hon. 
ad  the  Member  for  Ghreenwioh  did  net 
g  fbrward  his  Motion  with  the  sano- 
of  that  Committee.  His  hon.  Friend 
tght  it  forward  in  opposition  to  the 
asof  every  Member  of  the  Jewish  per- 
ton  in  the  Honse,  with  the  exception  of 
lelf.  They  believed  that  the  adoption 
lis  Motion  would  seriously  endanger 
prejndioe  the  position  of  their  co- 
Itonists  in  Bussia.  Public  meetings 
been  held  all  over  the  country,  in 
h  men  of  all  classes,  creeds,  and 
ies  joined,  and  to  which  our  two 
t  Universities  of  Oxford  and  Cam- 
{e  had  nven  the  weight  of  their 
ence  ana  co-operation.  They  had 
essed  their  detestation  of  those  out- 
ft,  and  declared  that  if  Bussia  wished 
etain  the  respect  of  England  she 
b  perform  the  primary  duty  of  a 
iasd  country-— she  must  afford  pro-, 
en  to  all  her  oitiaens  alike,  witnout 
2iction  of  race  or  oreed.    He  be- 


Heved  Aat  nothing  within  the  walls  of 
'  Puliament  oonld  add  to  the  eflbot  pro- 
dnoed  by  that  remarkable  manifestation 
of  pabUo  feeling  and  opinion;  and  was 
afinud  that  mndi  might  takejplaoe  here 
that  woold  mar  the  good  eroot  whidh 
had  already  been  so  produced,  whioh 
might  needleftsly  irritate  the  Bussian 
Government,  and  still  fhrther  excite  the 
resentment  and  animosiij  of  the  Boaaiaa 
people  against  those  3,500,000  Jews  dis- 
peieed  over  the  Empire,  who  were  now 
so  completely  at  the  mercy  of  the  Boa- 
ftians.  But  he  altop^ether  declined  to 
oonsider  this  (j^uestion  ftolelf  wilh  re- 
ference to  the  mtarestft  of  the  Buftftian 
Jews.  As  an  Englishman  and  as  a 
Member  of  Parliament,  he  fait  bonnd 
to  take  special  care  that  his  feelings 
and  sympathies  did  not  lead  him  to  sap- 
port  any  Motion  which  was  inconsistent 
withpreoedent,  with  international  naage, 
or  with  the  dijpity  of  Fkoliament.  It 
appeared  to  bun  that  there  were  only 
three  caaeft  in  which  it  waa  proper  mc 
Pariiunent  or  the  Oovemmenfe  to  pro- 
test against  the  oondaot  of  a  Foreign 
Government  with  reference  to  its  own 
sabjeots.  These  oases  were — ^first,  where 
England  became  a  pftvty  to  a  Treaty 
which  gfuazded  the  interests  of  a  people 
sabject  to  a  Foreign  GKyvemment;  se- 
condly, where  England  was  bound  by  the 
conditions  of  a  Treaty,  or  by  a  reg^ard 
to  her  own  interests,  to  protect  the  inde- 
pendence of  another  foreigpi  coimtry  ; 
and,  thirdly,  where  a  Government  in- 
stigated or  actively  encouraged  atro- 
cities of  a  very  flagrant  character.  In 
this  last  case  humanity  and  civilization 
might  compel  the  Government  to  pro- 
test ;  but  even  in  this  case  no  protest 
ought  to  be  made  unless  the  Oovem- 
ment  were  ready  to  follow  it  up  by 
act  or  deed.  Unless  it  could  be  followed 
up  by  act  or  deed,  it  was  sure  to  im- 
pair the  dignity  and  weaken  the  influ- 
ence of  the  Oovemment  and  of  Parlia- 
ment ;  and  it  was  likely  to  injure,  delude, 
and  deceive  the  people  on  whose  behalf 
it  was  made.  As  far  as  he  could  judge, 
there  was  no  evidence  proving  that  tiie 
Bussian  Oovemment  had  instigated 
those  persecutions.  [Baron  Henbt  db 
WoBHS  :  Oh,  oh !]  If  the  Bussian  Oo- 
vemment were,  in  fact,  guilty  of  the 
political  crime  apparently  now  imputed 
to  it  by  the  hon.  Member,  then  it  seemed 
to  him  that  the  Motion  he  had  brought 
forward  was  singularly  feeble  and  in- 
adequate.   In  such  a  case  the  House,  if 
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it  took  any  action,  could,  in  his  opinion, 
do  nothing  less  than  call  upon  S^r  Ma- 

i'esty's  QoTemment  to  make  use  of  the 
Curopean  Concert  and  formally  protest 
against  persecution  and  outrages  which 
were  a  oisgrace  to  civilization.  There 
was,  however,  in  his  opinion,  no  suffi- 
cient proof  justifying  this  House  to  prefer 
so  grave  a  charge  against  the  Bussian 
Government.  Under  these  circumstances, 
the  Motion  before  the  House  was  inop- 
portune and  inexpedient.  For  his  own 
part,  he  felt  sure  that  the  nobld  Lord  the 
Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign  Affairs 
and  the  Prime  Minister,  who  had  both 
taken  so  active  a  part  in  the  political 
emancipation  of  the  Jews  of  this  country, 
would  exert  all  their  influence  with  the 
Bussian  Government  with  a  view  of  im- 
proving the  position  of  the  Jews  in  the 
f^mpiro  of  Eussia.  For  these  reasons, 
he  should  feel  it  his  duty  to  withhold 
his  support  from  the  Motion  before  the 
House. 

Mr.  BOURKE  said,  he  thought  that 
this  was  a  subject  which  it  was  desirable 
the  House  should  approach  with  as 
much  unanimity  as  possible.  The  more 
unanimous  they  were  on  that  occasion 
the  more  powerful  would  be  the  result 
of  the  very  interesting  discussion  they 
had  had  that  evening.  He  was  quite 
certain  that  when  the  remarks  of  his 
hon.  Friend  were  published  and  known 
throughout  this  country  and  the  world, 
they  would  carry  with  them  universal 
sympathy.  Practically,  he  thought  that 
the  House  was  unanimous  upon  the 
merits  of  this  question.  It  would,  there- 
fore, be  a  most  deplorable  thing  if  for 
any  reason  the  value  of  that  unanimity 
should  bo  lessened.  His  rio^ht  hon. 
Friend  (Sir  Stafford  Northcote)  had  in- 
vited Her  Majesty's  Government  to  say 
a  little  more  than  had  fallen  from  the 
Prime  Minister ;  and  it  was  hoped  that 
before  the  debate  closed  the  Under  Se- 
cretary of  State  for  Foreign  Affkirs 
would  be  in  a  position  to  give  that  addi- 
tional assurance,  or  at  least  clear  up 
what  was  obscure  in  the  words  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  at  the  head  of  the 
Government.  He  was  quite  sure  that 
his  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  Green- 
wich would  think  that  his  object  had 
been  attained,  and  would  be  willing  to 
withdraw  his  Motion,  if  the  hon.  Ba- 
ronet coidd  inform  the  House  that  this 
subject  of  the  Jews  would  receive  the 
attention  of  English  diplomatists  abroad, 
and  that  those  who  represented  Eng- 
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land  in  foreign  oountriefl  would  Iringii 
to  the  notice  of  the  Gkyvenunenliti- 
whioh  they  were  respectiTely  aooreditri* 
He  did  not  ask  the  GoTemment  to  nab 
any  promise ;  all  he  asked  them  to  di 
was  to  lay  down  the  proposition  Aift 
this  was  a  subject  which  X£elish  dqlo- 
matists  could  bring  before  the  notueof 
foreign  Governments.  If  that  were  a^ 
their  diplomatists  would,  no  doubt,  tib 
the  opportunity,  whenever  a  good  om 
arose,  of  bringing  the  subject  to  fts 
notice  of  Foreign  Oovenunents.  Hs 
hoped  the  hon.  Saronet  would  be  aUi 
to  give  that  assurance,  that  he  wooll 
g^  that  length,  which  was  certainly  aot 
one  much  further  than  an  inflnantiil 
Member  of  the  Gt>vemment  in  "  anodiov 
place  "  had  gone.  Under  saoh  dreim- 
stances  he  should  advise  his  hon.  Friend 
to  withdraw  his  Motion. 

Mb.  EGBOYD  said,  nothing  could  bt 
further  from  his  wish  than  to  intzoduea 
into  this  debate  anything  which  had,  ii 
the  slightest  degree,  a  Party  anieet 
But  he  was  glad  the  subject  had  bea 
brought  forward,  for  thiat  great  and 
free  Parliament  had  ever  been  ths 
chosen  arena  in  which  were  debated 
questions  which  touched  the  cause  of 
freedom,  the  interests  of  humanity,  and 
the  immunity  of  oppressed  races  from 
unjust  persecution.  In  his  opinion,  the 
greatest  object  to  be  attained  by  the 
present  discussion  was  the  emphatio 
expression  of  the  undoubtedly  unani- 
mous opinion  of  the  people  of  this 
country  on  the  subject.  He  hoped  that 
Her  Majesty's  Government  would  be 
prepared,  consistentiy  with  the  limita- 
tions laid  down  by  the  Prime  Minister, 
to  put  in  motion  that  wise,  judicious,  and, 
it  might  be,  quiet,  unpretending  action 
of  her  trusted  agents  to  which  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  had  alluded.  He 
trusted  that  no  result  detrimental  to 
the  interests  of  the  Jews  wotild  follow 
from  the  debate;  and  that  the  feeling 
attributed  by  the  Prime  Minister  to  the 
Emperor  of  Kussia  might  insure  a  cor^ 
dial  reception  of  those  delicate  and  pru- 
1  dent  suggestions  which  he  hoped  would 
be  made.  He  felt  that,  in  one  respect, 
:  the  Jews  occupied  a  position  which  gave 
them  a  special  claim  on  their  sympSAiKi 
-  and  demanded  the  exercise  of  whatever** 
;  influence  they  might  righUy  be  able  to 
'  use  on  their  behalf.  He  woiUd  not 
speak  of  their  great  interest  as  Christian 
nion  in  the  Jewish  race  and  religion,  or 
,  of  the  debt  of  gratitude  which  the  worl^ 
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S  sight  to  erpect  that  England,  who  had 
•hrajB  heen  foremost  in  the  promotion 
€f  freedom  in  every  country,  should  espe- 


to  that  remarkahle  people.    The  i  trusted  that  that  language  would  com- 

had  no  localized  nationality,  no  Gt>-   mend  itself  to  those  who  supported  this 

ent  that  could  speak  in  their  name,    Motion,  because  it  had  fully  satisfied 

rapeal  in  the  name  of  humanity  to  the   the  Bepresentatiyes  of  the  same  Party 

nations  for  better  treatment  and  in  ''another  place."  Haying  made  those 

enjoyment  of  personal  freedom ;   remarks,  he  should  not  haye  further 

on  that  account  bethought  they  had  |  trespassed   upon  the  attention  of  the 

House  had  it  not  been  for  the  fact  that 
in  the  course  of  the  yeiy  able  speech  of 
the  Moyer  of  the  Amendment  there  were 
dUly  speak  on  their  behalf.    He  trusted  .  some  reflections  made  upon  the  character 
Attt  thiB  debate  would  haye  the  effect  of  |  of  the  Consular  Beports  which  miffht 
before  the  public  of  Europe  a   haye  been  omitted.     The  hon.  Member 

spoke  of  those  Reports  as  being  worthless 
Papers,  that  the  information  they  con- 
tained was  untrustworthy,  haying  been 
foimded  upon  hearsay  eyidence  picked 
up  at  St.  Petersburg.  Those  were  yery 
strong  expressions  for  the  hon.  Member 
to  haye  used  with  regard  to  those  Ee- 
ports ;  and  he  could  assure  the  House 
that  the  charges  they  contained  were  not 
well  founded.  It  was  perfectly  true  that 
the  outrages  were  only  at  first  referred  to 
in  the  yery  brief  telegrams  that  had 
been  received  from  their  Consular  Agents 
in  Bussia,  and  that  the  detailed  Beports 
did  not  reach  this  country  untU  several 
months  afterwards.  This  delay  in  the 
forwarding  of  the  Beports  was  inevit- 
able, inasmuch  as  they  had  no  Consular 
Bepresentatiyes  in  those  places  where 
the  worst  outrages  occurred.  But  when 
the  hon.  Member  said  that  the  informa- 
tion contained  in  those  Beports  was 
utterly  untrustworthy,  and  was  founded 
upon  hearsay  evidence  picked  up  in 
St.  Petersburg,  he  must  say  that  he  was 
mistaken.  Thus  Colonel  Maude  had 
been   an   eye-witness   of  the   outrages 


tanperate  expression  of  sympathy  with 
fte  Jewish  people  in  their  afi&iction 
diaaociated    nt>m    all    trace    of   Party 

8iB  CHARLES  W.  DILKE  said,  that 
he  oould  no  longer  defer  rising  to 
answer  the  appeal  that  had  been  made 
to  him  by  hon.  Members  opposite. 
It  was  quite  impossible  for  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Government  to  go  beyond  the 
nonnd  that  they  had  taken  up  in  re- 
fotenoe  to  this  subject  on  former  occa- 
sions. As  the  right  hon.  Oentleman 
(Mr.  Bonrke)  had  referred  to  the  words 
which  had  been  used  on  behalf  of  the 
Government  in  ''another  place"  in  rela- 
tion to  this  question,  he  now  begged  to 
repeat  them  for  the  information  of  the 
House.     They  were  as  follows : — 

"  If  we  af»ply  this  rule  to  ourselves,  it  is  per- 
ft<^tly  impossible  to  apply  another  rule  to  other 
touii'tri»is :  and,  oven  putting  aside  the  question 
of  right,  I  believe  that  nothing  would  bo  more 
int-xf H  dient  than  to  do  so.  AVe  should  either 
irritiit*^  the  foreign  Gov«.-mments  or  weaken 
thf-m  with  regard  to  their  own  subjects  in  doal- 
ing  \*ith  the  question.  It  has  been  Htrongly 
suirgested.  by  Home  who  acknowledge  that  dip 


f*r«on  placed  in  the  position  which  I  hai)pen 

occupy  would  not  avail  him&elf  of  any  proper  ;  Wagstafif  of  thoso  at    Nicolaiefr,    while 

of.p..rtunity,  when  it  was  likely  to  have  effort,  to    l^ieutenant  Law,   who    had    been   their 


MtT  in  an  iinoflicial  manner  to  any  subject 
that  affn'Ct.«  the  good  of  humanity  or  the  friendly 
relations  V^-twee-n  the  two  countries,  although 
the  question  might  not  be  properly  one  for  dij)- 
lomatic  interference.  But  I  beg  to  pcnnt  out 
that  if  such  a  Minister  were  either  to  boast  he 
had  done  so,  or  publicly  promise  he  w^ould  do 
s<"«,  it  wiiuM  at  once  entirely  change  the  cha- 
nictvr   of    unofficial   and    private    communica- 


Yico  Consul  at  St.  Petersburg,  had 
been  sent  all  over  Podolia,  where  the 
worst  outrages  had  boon  committed. 
They  had  the  evidence  of  four  of  their 
Consuls  General  or  Vice  Consuls  who 
had  been  eye-witnesses  of  the  out- 
rages.     The    hon.    Member    was    not 


tions,  which  sometimes,  though  not  always,  justified  in  saying  that  those  lloports 
may  be  oj  the  greatest  value."— [3  Uamard,  ,  ^ere  untrustworthy.  Not  only  had 
cc*xM.  22i.^  ■  2qj.  Majesty^s  Government  received  Co- 

Those  were  the  views  which  were  ex-  lonel  Maude's  Peport,  but  its  Members 
pressed  on  this  subject  on  behalf  of  had  also  had  the  opportunity  of  speaking 
Her  ^lajesty's  Government  in  *'  another  to  him  several  times  on  the  subject, 
place"  on  a  former  occasion,  and  Her  With  regard  to  the  statement  of  the  hon. 
Majesty's  Government  saw  no  reason  Member  that  all  persons  in  that  Rous© 
for   departing    from   tham   now.    Hej  were  of  the  same   opinion  as  to   Wv^ 
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it  took  any  action,  could,  in  his  opinion, 
do  nothing  less  than  call  upon  Hier  Ma- 

i'estj's  Goyemment  to  make  use  of  the 
European  Concert  and  formally  protest 
against  persecution  and  outrages  which 
were  a  disgrace  to  civilization.  There 
was,  howeyer,  in  his  opinion,  no  suffi- 
cient proof  justifying  this  House  to  prefer 
so  grave  a  charge  against  the  Bussian 
Government.  Under  these  circumstances, 
the  Motion  before  the  House  was  inop- 
portune and  inexpedient.  For  his  own 
part,  he  felt  sure  that  the  nobld  Lord  the 
Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign  Affairs 
and  the  Prime  Minister,  who  had  both 
taken  so  active  a  part  in  the  political 
emancipation  of  the  Jews  of  this  coimtry, 
would  exert  all  their  influence  with  the 
Bussian  Government  with  a  view  of  im- 
proving the  position  of  the  Jews  in  the 
Empire  of  Kussia.  For  these  reasons, 
he  should  feel  it  his  duty  to  withhold 
his  support  from  the  Motion  before  the 
House. 

Mr.  BOUBKE  said,  he  thought  that 
this  was  a  subject  which  it  was  desirable 
the  House  should  approach  with  as 
much  unanimity  as  possible.  The  more 
unanimous  they  were  on  that  occasion 
the  more  powerful  would  be  the  result 
of  the  very  interesting  discussion  they 
had  had  tnat  evening.  He  was  quite 
certain  that  when  the  remarks  of  his 
hon.  Friend  were  published  and  known 
throughout  this  country  and  the  world, 
they  would  carry  with  them  universal 
sympathy.  Practically,  he  thought  that 
the  House  was  unanimous  upon  the 
merits  of  this  question.  It  would,  there- 
fore, be  a  most  deplorable  thing  if  for 
any  reason  the  value  of  that  unanimity 
should  be  lessened.  His  ri^ht  hon. 
Friend  (Sir  Stafford  Northcote)  had  in- 
vited Her  Majesty's  Government  to  say 
a  little  more  than  had  fallen  from  the 
Prime  Minister ;  and  it  was  hoped  that 
before  the  debate  closed  the  Under  Se- 
cretary of  State  for  Foreign  Affairs 
would  be  in  a  position  to  give  that  addi- 
tional assurance,  or  at  least  clear  up 
what  was  obscure  in  the  words  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  at  the  head  of  the 
Government.  He  was  quite  sure  that 
his  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  Green- 
wich would  think  that  his  object  had 
been  attained,  and  would  be  willing  to 
withdraw  his  Motion,  if  the  hon.  Ba- 
ronet could  inform  the  House  that  this 
subject  of  the  Jews  would  receive  the 
att^tion  of  English  diplomatists  abroad, 
and  that  those  who  represented  Eng- 

Jfr.  Arthur  Cohen 


land  in  foreign  countries  would  bring  it 
to  the  notice  of  the  (Governments  to 
which  they  were  respectively  accredited. 
He  did  not  ask  the  Government  to  make 
any  promise ;  all  he  asked  them  to  do 
was  to  lay  down  the  proposition  that 
this  was  a  subject  which  English  diplo- 
matists  could  bring  before  the  notice  of 
foreign  Governments.  If  that  were  so, 
their  diplomatists  would,  no  doubt,  take 
the  opportunity,  whenever  a  good  (me 
arose,  of  bringing  the  subject  to  the 
notice  of  Forei^  Governments.  He 
hoped  the  hon.  Saronet  would  be  aUe 
to  give  that  assurance,  that  he  would 
go  that  length,  which  was  certainly  not 
one  much  further  than  an  influential 
Member  of  the  Government  in  ''  another 
place  "  had  gone.  Under  such  ciroum- 
stances  he  should  advise  his  hon.  Friend 
to  withdraw  his  Motion. 

Mb.  ECBOYD  said,  nothing  could  be 
further  from  his  wish  than  to  introduce 
into  this  debate  anything  which  had,  in 
the  slightest  degree,  a  Party  aspect 
But  he  was  glad  the  subject  had  been 
brought  forward,  for  that  g^reat  and 
free  Parliament  had  ever  been  the 
chosen  arena  in  which  were  debated 
questions  which  touched  the  cause  of 
freedom,  the  interests  of  humanity,  and 
the  immunity  of  oppressed  races  from 
unjust  persecution.  In  his  opinion,  the 
greatest  object  to  be  attained  by  the 
present  discussion  was  the  emphatic 
expression  of  the  undoubtedly  unani- 
mous opinion  of  the  people  of  this 
country  on  the  subject.  He  hoped  that 
Her  Majesty's  Government  would  be 
prepared,  consistently  with  the  limita- 
tions laid  down  by  the  Prime  Minister, 
to  put  in  motion  that  wise,  judicious,  and, 
it  might  be,  quiet,  unpretending  action 
of  her  trusted  agents  to  which  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  had  alluded.  He 
trusted  that  no  result  detrimental  to 
the  interests  of  the' Jews  would  foUow 
from  the  debate;  and  that  the  feeling 
attributed  by  the  Prime  Minister  to  the 
Emperor  of  Kussia  might  insure  a  cor- 
dial reception  of  those  deUcate  and  pru- 
dent suggestions  which  he  hoped  would 
be  made.     He  felt  that,  in  one  respect, 

I  the  Jews  occupied  a  position  which  g^ve 
them  a  special  claim  on  their  sympathy, 
and  demanded  the  exercise  of  whatever 

I  influence  they  might  rightiy  be  able  to 
use  on  their  behalf.     He  would  not 

'  speak  of  their  great  interest  as  Christian 
men  in  the  Jewish  race  and  religion,  or 

I  of  the  debt  of  gratitude  which  the  world 


I  debate  would  have  tlie  effeot  of 
before  the  public  of  Europe  a 
ite  expreoeion  of  sTrnpathj  witb 
Irish  people  in  their  affliction 
tod    from    all    trace    of    Party 

;HASLES  W.  DILKE  said,  that 
Id  no  longer  defer  rising  to 
the  appeal  that  had  been  mode 
I     by    hon.    Members    opposite. 

r'te  impossible  for  Her  Ma- 
emment  to  go  beyond  the 
I  that  they  had  taken  up  in  re- 
I  to  this  enbjeot  on  former  occa- 

As  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
kmrke)  bad  referred  to  the  words 
had  been  used  on  behalf  of  the 
iment  in  "another  place"  in  rela- 
» this  question,  he  now  begged  to 

them  for  the  information  of  the 
.  They  were  as  follows : — 
re  apply  tbii  mle  to  oniselvefl,  it  is  per- 
mpOMible  to  apply  imotlier  rule  to  other 
M ;  and,  even  puttiiig  amde  the  qaestion 
t,  I  believe  that  nothing  would  be  more 
iunt  than  to  do  so.    We  iliould  either 

the  foreign  Oovammeo(«  or  weaken 
ith  i«gaid  to  thsii  own  anbjects  in  deal- 
Ih  the  qneation.  It  has  been  stronglj- 
ad,  by  some  who  acknowled^  that  dip- 

mttcference  woold  b«  a  niutake,  th&t 
ild  privately  and  confldeutislly  um  oni 
m  OD  this  point.  Now,  I  inuKine  that  no 
jdaoed  in  the  pontion  which  I  happen  to 
vonld  not  avail  himaeU  of  any  proper 
mity,  wh«a  it  was  likely  to  have  effect,  to 
I  an  nnotBcial  maimer  to  any  subject 
Ma  the  good  of  bnmamty  or  the  friendly 
>•  between  the  two  oountries,  although 
■tkm  might  not  be  properly  one  for  dip- 
:  interference.     Bat  I  beg  to  point  out 

nuh  a  Hinister  were  either  to  boast  he 


of  the  Consular  Beports  which  might 
have  been  omitted.  The  hon.  Member 
spoke  of  those  Reports  aa  being  worthless 
Papers,  that  the  information  they  con- 
tained was  untruat worthy,  having  been 
founded  upon  hearsay  evidence  picked 
up  at  St.  Petersburg.  Those  were  very 
strong  expressions  for  the  hon.  Member 
to  have  used  with  regard  to  those  He- 
ports;  and  he  could  assure  Uie  House 
that  the  charges  they  contained  wore  not 
well  founded.  It  was  perfectly  true  that 
the  outrages  were  only  at  first  referred  to 
in  the  very  brief  telegrams  that  had 
been  received  &om  their  Consular  Agents 
in  Guasia,  and  that  the  detailed  Beporte 
did  not  reach  this  country  until  several 
months  afterwards.  This  delay  in  the 
forwarding  of  the  Beporta  was  inevit- 
able, inasmuch  as  they  had  no  Consular 
Bepresentatives  in  those  places  where 
the  worst  outrages  occurred.  But  when 
the  hon.  Member  said  that  the  informa- 
tion contained  in  those  Beporte  was 
utterly  untruetworthy,  and  was  founded 
upon  hearsay  evidence  picked  up  in 
St.  Petersburg,  he  mast  say  that  be  was 
mistaken.  Thus  Colonel  Maude  had 
been  an  eye-witness  of  the  outrages 
at  Warsaw,  Consul  General  Stanley  of 
those  at  Odessa,  Tics  Consul  Lowe  of 
those  at  Berdianek,  and  Vice  Consul 
Wagstaff  of  those  at  NicolaiefF,  while 
Lieutenant  Law,  who  had  been  their 
Vice  Consul  at  St.  Petersburg,  bad 
been  sent  all  over  Podolia,  where  the 
worst  outrages  had  been  committed. 
They  had  the  evidence  of  four  of  their 
nonmila  Ofinnrfl.1    or  Vim  nnnmilB   who 
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character  of  these  outrages,  he  wished 
to  point  out  that  the  Prime  Minister,  in 
reply  to  the  hon.  and  learned  Member 
for  Dewsbury  (Mr.  Serjeant  Simon),  on 
February  9,  had  said — 

"  My  hon.  and  learned  Friend  has  called  my 
attention  to  a  subject  to  which  no  man  of  ordi- 
nary feeling  can  refer  without  sentiments  of  the 
utmost  pain  and  horror ; " 

while  that  evening  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman had  referred  to  the  outrages  as 
''deeds  which  are  terrible  and  atrocious," 
and  as  ''  deeds  which  are  a  disgrace  to 
Christianity  and  humanity."  He  con- 
curred with  the  hon.  and  learned  Mem- 
bers for  Southwark  and  Dewsbury  (Mr. 
Cohen  and  Mr.  Serjeant  Simon),  who 
spoke  with  gpreat  weight  and  authority 
as  Representatives  of  the  Jewish  com- 
munity, when  they  expressed  the  opinion 
that  anything  like  serious  representation 
by  Her  Majesty's  Government  to  the 
Government  of  Russia  on  the  subject 
would  be  more  likely  to  do  harm  than 
good.  He  had  certainly  been  rather 
surprised  to  hear  the  hon.  Member  oppo- 
site cite  the  instance  of  our  interference 
in  the  cases  of  Roumania  and  of  Bul- 
garia as  being  in  point,  because  they 
were  totally  distinct  from  the  present 
case.  In  the  former  case  they  were 
about  to  confer  certain  privileges  upon 
the  country ;  and  in  the  latter  they  had 
Treaty  rights  which  did  not  exist  in  the 
present  case.  But  with  regard  to  the 
general  principles  which  should  actuate 
a  Gt)vemment  in  making  representations 
to  a  Foreigpi  Power,  he  would  merely 
refer  to  the  view  taken  by  Lord  Derby 
when  he  held  the  Office  of  Conservative 
Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign  Affairs. 
He  had  then  said — 

"  We  must  not  suppose  that  in  a  day  we  can 
overcome  tiie  rooted  prejudices  of  years.  For 
my  own  part,  I  have  groat  confidence,  not  so 
much  in  diplomatic  representations,  as  in  the 
pressure  of  general  European  opinion,  which  as 
nations  come  more  and  more  into  contact  with 
each  other  is  brought  to  bear  on  every  commu- 
nity and  people." 

He  need  not  endorse  the  eloquent  words 
of  the  hon.  Member  for  Manchester  (Mr. 
Slagg)  with  regard  to  the  position  of  the 
Jews  in  this  country,  and  the  opinion  he 
had  formed  as  to  the  beneficial  effects  of 
a  policy  of  toleration  in  developing  the 
f\m.  intellectual  powers  of  ,the  Jewish 
race.  Her  Majesty's  Government  had 
always  expressed  tnose  views  in  the  face 
of  Europe ;  but  there  was  a  great  differ- 
ence between  holding  those  views  and 
interfering  in  the  internal  affairs  of  a 

Sir  ClmlH  /T.  JHUf$ 


foreign  country.  All  the  precedents  of 
inteiferenoe  abroad  had  been  precedents 
which  it  was  not  well  to  follow,  for  in- 
terference with  Spain  in  1848  had  been 
severely  attacked  by  the  late  Lord 
Beaconsfield  ;  and  it  was  now  the  gene- 
ral opinion  of  those  who  looked  back 
to  the  time  that  their  interference  on 
that  occasion  somewhat  justified  the  re- 
buff they  received  from  the  Government 
of  Spain.  It  would  also  be  remembered 
that  their  interference  in  Naples  in 
1858  was  not  productive  of  satidTactoiy 
results.  It  had  been  declared  by  the 
Representatives  of  the  Jewish  oomma- 
nity  of  England — and  in  that  declaration 
he  himself  agreed — that  the  acceptance 
of  the  Motion  by  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment was  not  calculated,  on  the  whole, 
to  do  any  good  to  the  suffering  Jews  in 
Russia  ;  and  he  therefore  hoped,  after 
the  assurance  that  had  been  given,  that 
the  hon.  Gentleman  would  withdraw  bis 
Motion. 

Babon  henry  DE  worms  agreed 
to  withdraw  his  Motion,  on  the  assurance 
that  the  Government  would  do  their 
utmost  to  make  such  representations  as 
were  possible  within  the  lines  laid  down 
by  a  noble  Lord  in  ''another  place ;  "  and 
he  ventured  to  hope  that  the  expression 
of  opinion  they  had  heard  that  day,  so 
far  from  doins  harm,  would,  on  the  con- 
trary, do  good  to  the  cause  they  all  had 
at  heart. 

Mb.  ASHMEAD-BARTLETT  said, 
the  tone  of  the  Prime  Minister's  speech 
that  night  presented  a  remarkable  con- 
trast to  that  which  he  adopted  four  or 
five  years  ago  in  regard  to  outrages  in 
another  part  of  Europe.  What  were  the 
facts  ?  The  State  of  Russia  was  one  in 
which  no  expression  of  opinion,  no  Re- 
solution, however  forcible,  that  was 
passed  by  the  House  of  Commons  could 
be  known  to  the  Russian  people  except 
by  the  will  and  authorization  of  the  Rus- 
sian Government.  A  complete  cloud  of 
ignorance  was  spread  over  the  whole  of 
the  Russian  Empire ;  therefore  the  argu- 
ment used  by  our  Government,  that  a 
Resolution  of  this  kind  would  do  harm 
to  the  Jews,  fell  to  the  ground,  unless 
they  confessed  that  they  were  afraid  that 
the  Czar  and  his  Ministers  might  be  so 
wicked  as  deliberately  to  make  use  of 
such  a  Resolution  in  order  to  excite 
the  population  against  the  Jews.  The 
Russian  Government  was  a  barbarous 
'  and  unscrupulous  one,  just  as  the  Rus- 
J  sians  were  a  barbarous  fuid  ignorant 


OEht  not  to  hare  put  it  on  the 
Tbe  hoQ.  Member  had  ascer- 
tlie  opinion  of  the  Prime  Minister 
veriouB  occasion,  and  had  been 
it  the  OoTenunent  oonaidered  that 
loluttonwoulddoharmto  tfaeJewB 
u  brought  forward.  If  the  hon. 
mao  did  divide,  and  hon.  Qeatle- 
ppoaite  voted  against  him,  thej 
find  hereafter  that,  eo  far  ae  their 
nendea  were  concerned,  it  vas  a 
nfortanate  step  for  them  to  take. 
id  ahready  asked  what  was  the 
n  of  the  House  of  Commons  with 
t  to  thia  Bubjeot  1  They  deplored 
atiocitiea,  and  they  saw  that  the 
ition  did  not  propose  to  censure 
uaiui  QoTemment.  It  merely  ez- 
d  horror  at  these  outrages,  which 
rime  Minister  stated  the  Hub- 
SoTemment  itself  deplored,  al- 
ii be  (Mr.  Aahmead  -  Bartlett) 
inch  doubted  it.  The  Besolution 
'  aaked  the  Oovemment  to  make 
entatioDB  to  the  Russian  Govem- 
m  the  queetioD  at  the  time  they 
it  proper  and  in  the  way  they 
it  beet.  But  let  it  be  known 
he  House  of  Gommona  was  not 

to  agree  to  a  Hesolution  con- 
Dg  atrocities  which  were  a  disgrace 
nanity.  What  would  the  nation 
Why,  it  would  be  felt  that  the 
nment  were  a&aid  to  make  these 
.  repreaeotatianB  for  fear  if  they 
iny  representations  to  the  Russian 
sment,  the  latter  would  reply  to  the 
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they  BO  inclined.  The  fact  was,  however, 
that  they  rather  wished  these  outrages 
to  continue,  in  order  to  distract  the  at- 
tention of  the  people  from  considering 
tbe  misdeeds  of  those  who  governed 
them.  The  Prime  Minister  evidently 
wished  them  to  believe  that  the  Czar  of 
Russia  was  as  desirous  as  they  were  that 
these  outrages  should  be  put  an  end  to. 
But  how  was  the  Czar  situated  ?  He  was 
virtually  imprisoned  ;  and  he  (Mr.  Aeh- 
mead- Bartlett)  doubted  very  much  whe- 
ther General  Ignatieff  allowed  him  to 
know  very  much  of  what  was  going  on 
in  his  own  Dominions.  Even  if  he  did, 
it  is  doubtful  whether  he  would  object, 
because  he  allowed  atrocities  of  equal 
magnitude  to  be  committed  on  vast  num- 
bers of  his  subjects.  High  Russian  au- 
thorities had  before  now  oeen  cognisant 
of,  and  had  looked  on  at,  outrages  as  bad 
as  those  committed  on  these  unfortunate 
Jews.  The  treatment  of  the  Mussulmans 
by  the  Bulgarians  and  by  the  Russian 
troops  was  infamous  yet  these  the  Sko- 
beletFs,  the  Todlebene,  tbe  Qourkas, 
and  all  their  most  famous  Qenerale  had 
witnessed,  and  in  mid-winter  SkobelefC 
had  himself  given  the  order  to  hia  de- 
stroying troops  to  fire  upon  and  drive 
into  the  mountains  a  vast  encampment 
of  80,000  men,  women,  and  children, 
who  perished  there  of  cold  and  starva- 
tion. There  were  numerous  similar 
cases  in  the  late  war  between  Russia 
and  Turkey,  and  in  Central  Asia.  In 
fact,  it  would  be  found  that,  for  the 
last  100  years  up  to  the  present  time. 
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Government  deeply  deplored,  but  were 
unable  to  put  a  stop  to.     He  rather  re- 

fretted  the  language  that  had  been  used 
y  the  hon.  Member  for  Greenwich  with 
respect  to  the  Consular  Reports  from 
Bussia.  The  position  of  an  English 
Consul  in  that  coimtry  was  a  very  pain- 
ful one.  If  he  was  a  strictly  conscien- 
tious man  he  could  hardly  remain  there ; 
if  he  was  a  needy  and  an  easy-going 
man  he  might  remain  there,  but  he 
could  not  furnish  full  and  true  Beports. 
It  was  no  secret  that  Lord  DufiPerin 
refused  to  remain  at  St.  Peters- 
burg because  he  would  not  consent  to 
hooawink  his  Qovemment  and  the  Ene^- 
lish  people;  for  an  English  official  in 
Russia  must  either  remain  with  his  eyes 
shut  and  return  such  Reports  home  as  the 
Russian  GK)Yemment  chose  to  give  him,  or 
he  must  leave  his  post.  It  was  absolutely 
impossible  for  an  English  newspaper 
correspondent  to  stay  in  St.  Petersburg, 
for  after  he  had  sent  two  or  three  letters  to 
his  paper  his  whereabouts  was  discovered, 
ana  he  was  either  told  to  leave,  or  al- 
lowed to  stay  on  condition  that  his  letters 
should  be  vised  by  the  Russian  authori- 
ties. As  he  had  said  before,  the  Rus- 
sian people  were  kept  in  profound  igno- 
rance of  everything  that  was  going  on  ; 
and  until  the  English  Government  and 
the  House  of  Commons  recognized  that 
fact,  they  would  never  succeed  when  they 
had  anydealiugs  with  Russian  Ministers. 
They  could  never  persuade  the  Russian 
Government  to  do  anything  ;  but  the  in- 
fluence of  fear  might  be  brought  to  bear 
upon  them  with  advantage.  General 
Skobeleff  was  recalled  because  they  were 
afraid  of  the  Germans  and  Austrians,  al- 
though there  was  no  doubt  he  went  to 
France  as  the  Russian  Agent.  The  cir- 
cumstances of  the  case  changed,  how- 
ever, when  M.  Gambetta  fell ;  the  com- 
bination collapsed  as  soon  as  more 
moderate  and  abler  men  took  the  reins 
of  power  in  France,  and  our  Govern- 
ment had,  from  the  same  cause,  found 
themselves  in  a  great  difficulty  with  re- 
gard to  Egypt,  Owing  to  the  manage- 
ment of  Prince  Bismarck,  Russia  was 
for  a  time  friendless  in  Europe. 

Mr.  SPEAKER:  The  hon.  Member 
is  wandering  very  far  from  the  Amend- 
ment before  the  House. 

M».  ASHMEAD-BARTLETT  said, 
he  thought  that  when  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  saw  his  deduction  he  would 
oozisider  his  argument  a  fair  one,  as  he 

Mr.  Ashmead'Bartlett 


was  endeavouring  to  show  that,  at  a 
moment  when  Russia  was  standing 
alone,  England  might,  even  single- 
handed,  play  upon  her  fears,  and  exer- 
cise a  considerable  amount  of  influence 
over  her  in  favour  of  these  suffering 
Jews.  If  this  Motion  was  withdrawn, 
he  was  of  opinion  that  the  House  would 
be  placed  in  a  very  false  position,  as  the 
country  would  think  they  were  ready 
enough  to  bully  Turkey  in  1876,  but 
were  afraid  to  make  an  official  represen- 
tation to  Russia,  with  reference  to  simi- 
lar movements,  in  1882.  He  did  not 
believe  that  this  Resolution,  if  passed, 
would  do  the  Jews  in  Russia  any  harm ; 
but  if  it  did,  it  would  show  that  the 
Russian  Government  were  so  barbarous 
that  no  Resolution  passed  by  this  or  any 
other  Parliament  would  have  any  effect 
upon  them.  It  would  have  been  far 
more  creditable  to  the  Prime  Minister, 
after  the  savage  language  he  had  used 
towards  the  Tiurks,  if  he  had  taken  some 
action  in  the  matter ;  for  the  outrages 
that  he  had  so  bitterly  complained  of 
were  not  committed  by  the  Turkish  Go- 
vernment or  by  the  Turkish  authorities, 
but  by  the  Bulgarian  Christians  upon 
the  Bulgarian  Mussulmans.  He  did  not 
think  that  the  attitude  of  the  Prime 
Minister  was  consistent,  or  that  it  would 
redound  to  his  credit  or  reputation  in  the 
country. 

Mr.  WARTON  said,  he  was  sorry  the 
hon.  Member  for  Eye  (Mr.  Ashmead- 
Bartlett),  with  whom  he  generally  sym- 
pathized, had  not  heard  the  last  three 
speeches  and  the  arrangement  which 
had  been  come  to.  Had  he  been  in  the 
House  he  would  hardly  have  made  what 
might  be  called  a  general  speech  on  the 
subject  of  Russia.  He  thought  the  hon. 
Member  for  Greenwich  (Baron  Henry 
de  Worms)  was  perfectly  entitled,  from 
his  position  in  reference  to  the  Jewish 
community,  to  bring  the  question  for- 
ward in  the  manner  he  had,  and  that  it 
was  most  unhandsome  on  the  part  of  some 
other  Members  of  the  same  community 
in  that  House  to  object  to  his  assuming 
the  part  he  had  taken  in  it.  As  Chris- 
tians, they  all  owed  the  greatest  debt  to 
the  Jews,  who  had,  among  other  re- 
markable services,  preserved  the  Sacred 
Scriptures ;  and  he  was  glad  to  observe 
the  kindly  feeling  shown  by  the  hon. 
Baronet  the  Under  Secretary  of  State 
for  Foreign  Affairs,  who  breathed  the 
language  of  Lord  Derby.      He  had  no 
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Supply — considered  in  Committee. 

(In  the  Committee.) 

Class  m. — Law  and  Justice. 

(1.)  Motion  made,  and  Question  pro- 
posed, 

"That  a  sum  not  exceeding  £34,919,  be 
granted  to  Her  Majesty,  to  defray  the  Charge 
which  will  come  in  course  of  payment  during 
the  year  ending  on  the  Slst  day  of  March  1882, 
for  the  Salaries  and  Expenses  of  the  Office  of 
the  Irish  Land  Commission.** 

Me.  GIBSON  said,  the  Vote  before 
the  Committee  was  a  veiy  important 
one.  It  raised  the  question  of  the  whole 
administration  that  up  to  this  time  had 
taken  place  in  connection  with  the  Land 
Act,  and  he  need  hardly  say  that  a  vast 
amount  of  criticism  suggested  itself  upon 
almost  every  one  of  the  items  contained 
in  the  Vote.  He  had  no  desire  whatever 
to  raise  anything  like  a  prolonged  debate 
upon  any  of  these  items  ;  but  he  could 
not  help  noticing  a  fact,  of  which,  how- 
ever, they  must  all  be  aware,  that  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Chief  Secre- 
tary to  the  Lord  Lieutenant,  who  must, 
from  the  nature  of  things,  be  most  cog- 
nizant of  the  expenditure  included  m 
the  Vote,  was  at  present  absent  from 
the  House.  He  (Mr.  Gibson)  was  quite 
prepared  to  make  his  criticism  in  the 
absence  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman, 
and  he  was  sure  that  the  noble  Lord  the 
Financial  Secretary,  who  was  in  charge 
of  the  Vote,  and  his  right  hon.  and 
learned  Friend  the  Attorney  General 
for  Ireland,  would  give  any  explana- 
tions that  were  necessary ;  but  if  they 
were  not  able  to  enter  into  all  the  ex- 
planations that  might  be  called  for,  he 
would  suggest  that  some  part  of  the 
Vote  should  be  allowed  to  stand  over 
until  the  return  of  the  Chief  Secretary. 
The  first  item  in  the  Vote  was  a  sum  of 
£25,705  for  Salaries  and  Allowances. 
He  wished  to  know  what  estimate  the 
Government  had  formed  of  the  annual 
expense  of  administering  the  Irish  Land 
Act,  taking  into  account  the  salaries  of 
the  Commissioners,  of  the  Assistant- 
Commissioners,  and  of  the  general  staff  ? 
He  was  told  that  the  figure  which  might 
be  put  down  for  that  was  not  less  than 
£100,000  a-year,  or,  at  any  rate,  some- 
where about  that  sum.    He  was  not 
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deoTOUs  of  passing  any  carping  eriti- 
oism  upon  the  expenditure  for  Sfdaries ; 
but,  at  the  same  time,  he  thought  it 
was  not  only  desirable,  but  fair,  that 
the  Government  should  inform  the  Com- 
mittee what  amount    of  expense   the 
whole  of  the  Empire  would  be  asked  to 
bear  for  the  administration  of  this  Irish 
Act.     He  would  put  that  question  at 
once  on  the  first  item  of  the  Vote ;  and 
then  he  should  like  to  know  what  was 
the  amount  received  in  fees  firom  the 
suitors  who  went  into  the  Court  ?  He  be- 
lieved, from  the  study  he  had  been  able 
to  make  of  the  Hules  and  Orders  of  the 
Court,  that  the  fimre  re<|uired  to  be 
paid  as  a  fee  in  the  first  instance  was 
extremely  low.     Any  person  who  was  a 
suitor,  on  coming  into  the  Court,  was  only 
called  upon  to  pay  a  fee  of  1«.  for  the 
originating  notice,  and  for  that  he  got 
everything  he  could  require,  and  he  was 
not  asked  to  pay  1«.  further,  no  matter 
what  the  result  might  be.     He  wished, 
therefore,   to  know    what,    taking  one 
year  with  another,  was  expected  to  be 
the  amount  of  the  receipts  by  the  Trea- 
sury from  fees  ?  Fees  so  low  did  not  exist 
in  any  other  part  of  the  world.    Perhaps 
this  might  be  a  convenient  time  for  asking 
a  question  as  to  the  office  of  the  Heaa 
Commissioners.      The   Head    Commis- 
sioners had  charge  of  a  very  large  staff. 
There  was,  in  the  first  place,  a  Secre- 
tary, who  had  the  substantial  salary  of 
£1 ,000,  and  then  an  Assistant  Secretary, 
who  had  a  salary  of  £500  a-year ;  and 
he    wanted    to  know   whether  in  the 
Office  a  letter  -  book    was    kept,    and 
whether  that  letter-book  would  disclose 
any  instructions  which  might  have  been 
given  to  the  Assistant  Commissioners  in 
the  discharge  of  their  functions  ?    On 
more  occasions    than    one,  taking  the 
newspapers  as  his  source  of  informa- 
tion, he  found  that  the  Assistant  Com- 
missioners   had   stated   that    they  had 
received    instructions  from  the    Head 
Commissioners  in  Dublin  in  regard  to 
what   they    ought    to    do.      Now,    he 
wanted  to  know,  seeing  that   a   state- 
ment   of   that    kind  had   been  made, 
whether  any  letter-book  was  kept  con- 
tainiDg  in  writing  a  copy  of  ^  the 
instructions  sent  to  the  Assistant  Com- 
missioners?   While  he  was  upon  the 
question  of  salaries  and  expenses,  he 
should  like  also  to  ask  a  question  upon 
another  subject  to  which  his  attention 
had  been  directed.    He  noticed  on  page 


i"  ±lov  many  raluere  were  there  'i 
id  been  iufonned,  and  he  asked  for 
IT  tnformatioii  on  the  point,  that 
md  CommissionerB  in  Dublin  had 
deairouB  of  appointing  to  the  very 
tant  and  reapoiiBible  office  of  ad- 
'  them  upon  their  duties  some  of 
let  surrejors  who  could  be  got  in 
Enpire,  hut  that  the  Treasury  had 
d  to  sanction  the  appointmente 
made  becanse  they  oDjected  to 
he  salaries  that  vould  be  neoee- 

If  that  assertion  were  challenged, 
lid  give  the  name  of  one  gentle- 
who,  according  to  rumour,  vas 
id  to,  but  who  declined  to  ac- 
he salary  ofTered  to  him.  A  long 
had  been  wrtiten  upon  the  matter 
I  TVmm.     He  had  commented  upon 

one  or  two  public  meetings  in 
Tongest  language  he  conld  find, 
se  he  considered  it  a  scandal  in  the 
listration  of  an  Act  of  Parliament, 
he  Treasuiy  should  refuse  to  the 
lisdonera  who  were  required  to 
JstfflT  the  Act  the  instmmentB  they 
ered  necessary  for  the  proper 
Dg  of  it.  In  administering  an  im- 
it  Aot  lihe  this  it  was  obnous  that 
onunisaioners  would  require  the 
isM  of  persons  they  coula  obtain — 
>a  who  would  be  above  all  im- 
nent,  and  of  the  highest  profes- 

capadty.  The  Commisai oners,  it 
■tad,  had  applied  to  certain  gentle- 
rhom  they  considered  suitable  for 
ischarge  of  the  duties,  and  those 
men  were  willing  to  act,  hut  the 
irr  refused  to  sanction  the  salaries 


observation.  There  were  30  hrst-olBes 
clerks  with  a  maximum  salary  of  £400 
each.  He  wished  to  know  whether  these 
gentlemen  were  new  appointmente,  or 
were  they  gentlemen  who  held  other 
appointments.  According  to  his  own 
knowledge  of  the  matter,  speaking 
roughly,  he  should  say  that  the  majority 
were  new  appointments,  but  that  never- 
theless they  were  put  down  as  first-olaaa 
clerks,  and,  he  presumed,  would  become 
part  of  the  normal  staff  employed  in  the 
service  of  the  Com  mi  eeionere.  Was  there 
any  qualification  or  not?  Was  there 
any  Civil  Service  examination  or  any 
particular  test  for  ascertaining  the  quali- 
fications of  these  gentlemen  F  There 
were  other  matters  to  which  he  wished 
to  draw  attention,  and  especially  the 
appointment  of  the  Assistant  Commis- 
sioners ;  but  he  would  leave  that  matter 
until  he  had  obtained  a  reply  from  the 
noble  Lord  to  the  Question  he  had  al- 
ready put. 

Mr.  JOSEPH  COWEN  said,  that, 
following  up  the  questions  pat  by  the 
right  hon.  and  learned  GentTeman  (Hr. 
Qibson),  he  should  like  to  ask  the  noble 
Lord  the  Financial  Secretary  to  the 
Treasury,  whether  the  Yaluera  had  been 
appointed  permanently  or  only  for  a  fixed 
period,  and  whether  tbey  were  specially 
charged  with  any  specific  duties  ?  He 
also  wished  to  know  whether  the  legal 
officers  already  employed  in  the  Land 
Court  hod  been  in  any  way  utilized 
under  the  new  Aot  ?  As  he  understood, 
since  the  Land  Act  came  into  operation 
the    Encumbered    Estates     Court     had 
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son)  in  regretting  that  the  Chief  Se- 
cretary to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of 
Ireland  was  unavoidably  absent  from 
his  place,  but  he  would  endeavour 
to  give  the  best  answer  he  could  to  the 
questions  which  had  been  put  to  him. 
In  the  first  place,  with  respect  to  the 
specific  inquiries  made  by  the  right  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman,  he  could  inform 
him  that  with  regard  to  the  amount  of 
expense  required  in  the  coming  financial 
year,  adequate  information  would  be 
supplied  in  the  regular  Estimates.  He 
believed  it  would  be  found  that  the  ex- 
pense of  administering  the  Act  would 
amount  to  something  over  £90,000,  and 
something  under  £100,000. 

Mr.  HEALY  asked,  if  that  was  for 
12  months  ? 

Lord  FEEDERICK  CAVENDISH 
replied,  that  it  was  the  estimated  expense 
for  12  months.  He  had  not,  however, 
got  the  figures  before  him  at  that  mo- 
ment, and  he  was  unable  to  state  the 
exact  amount  with  perfect  accuracy. 
The  right  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman 
was  quite  right  in  stating  that  the 
originating  fee  paid  by  a  suitor  upon 
entering  the  Court  was  Is.  The  amount 
derivable  from  that  source  would  depend 
entirely  upon  the  number  of  the  appli- 
cations, and  he  could  not,  therefore, 
state  what  the  total  amount  was  likely 
to  be.  At  present  there  were  something 
like  70,000  cases  entered,  and  the  fees 
would  consequently  amount  to  £8,500 
this  year.  The  right  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  seemed  to  imply  that  that 
was  too  small  a  sum  to  cover  the  expense 
of  administering  the  Act ;  but  he  would 
remind  the  right  hon.  and  learned  Gen- 
tleman that  after  the  House  had  already 
determined  that  the  Court  should  be 
established  there  would  have  been  many 
complaints  if  the  Treasury  had  persisted 
in  placing  pecuniary  obstacles  in  the  way 
of  the  suitors  obtaining  admission  to  the 
Court.  The  next  question  of  the  right 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  was — whe- 
ther or  not  a  letter-book  was  kept  in  the 
Office  of  the  Land  Commissioners  ?  He 
had  no  absolute  information  on  that 
point,  but  he  could  scarcely  doubt  that 
in  an  Office  which  had  a  great  influx  of 
correspondence  there  would  be  an  ele- 
mentary necessity  for  keeping  a  letter- 
book.  The  right  hon.  and  learned  Gen- 
tleman was  quite  right  in  his  supposition 
that  the  chief  valuer  was  Mr.  Gray. 
The  right  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman 

Zord  Fredrick  Cavendish 


asked  next  if  it  was  the  case  that  the 
Treasury  had  refused  to  sanction  the 
salaries  recommended  by  the  Commis- 
sioners for  the  valuers  ?  Now,  the  Trea- 
sury did  not  object  to  the  salaries  pro- 
posed by  the  Commissioners ;  but  there 
was  an  important  question  to  be  con- 
sidered— namely,  how  far  the  work  to  be 
done  by  the  Assistant  Commissioners  was 
to  be  shared  by  the  valuers.  It  would 
be  recollected  that  there  was  a  debate  in 
the  House  itself  upon  that  question, 
when  an  Amendment  was  moved  that 
valuers  should  be  appointed.  The  un- 
derstanding then  came  to  by  the  House 
was  that  the  work  should  be  done  mainly 
by  the  Commissioners  and  the  Assistant 
Commissioners,  and  not  by  valuers. 
After  full  consideration  the  Government 
came  to  the  conclusion  that  it  was  advis- 
able, as  the  Chief  Commissioners  were 
unable  personally  to  visit  the  different 
farms,  that  they  should  have  the  assist- 
ance of  valuers,  but  that  no  such  officer 
should  be  attached  to  the  Sub-Commis- 
sion. The  question  had  not  been  settled 
by  money  considerations ;  and  while,  on 
the  one  hand,  the  Treasury  were  not  de- 
sirous of  launching  into  extravagance, 
they  could  not  be  charged  with  enforcing 
an  ill-timed  economy,  for  it  would  be 
seen  that  the  amount  of  the  salary  pro- 
posed to  be  paid  to  these  valuers  was 
£750  each.  At  present  he  thought  there 
had  been  only  one  person  appointed. 

Mr.  GIBSON  said,  he  believed  that 
power  had  been  taken  to  appoint  four. 

Lord  FREDERICK  CAVENDISH 
said,  he  thought  there  was  power  to  ap- 
point four  ultimately. 

Mr.  GIBSON  asked  who  the  gentle- 
man was  who  had  been  already  ap- 
pointed ? 

Lord  FREDERICK  CAVENDISE 
said,  he  was  not  able  to  answer  that 
question.  Indeed,  he  had  not  heard 
specifically  that  any  appointment  had 
been  made,  but  only  that  power  had 
been  taken  to  make  the  appointments. 

Mr.  GIBSON  said,  he  was  afraid  that 
the  work  would  not  be  satisfactorily 
performed  if  the  Treasury  refused  to 
appoint  the  best  men. 

Lord  FREDERICK  CAVENDISH 
said,  he  could  only  repeat  that  the  ques- 
tion had  not  been  settled  by  money 
considerations,  and  that  it  was  not  one 
of  salaries  at  all.  It  was  not,  however, 
considered  advisable  to  have  a  large 
staff  of  valuers.     With  respect  to  <£e 


ren)  aa  to  the  term  for  which  the 
itmenta  were  made,  be  had  not 
le  precise  informatioii  before  him 
Lt  moment;  but,  epeolcing;  trom 
ctioD,  he  believed  Mr.  Grajr  waa 
ited  for  one  year.  The  hon. 
>er  Buggeeted  that  the  staff  of  the 
Court  should  be  utilized.  That 
n  idea  that  was  agreeable  to  the 
lisaioners,  but  he  did  not  think 
he;  had  jret  been  able  to  make 
Tangement  of  that  kind;  they 
,  however,  do  so  aa  opportunity 

.  HKALY  said,  that,  for  his  part, 
mid  be  very  slow  in  falling  in  with 
ggeetiou  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
istle  (Ur.  J.  Cowen)  that  the  Land 
iaeioD  should  have  anything  to  do 
he  officials  now  engaged  in  Judge 
gan's  Court.  Judge  Flanagan  was 
le  person  who,  by  any  means,  cor- 
ided  with  the  Prime  Minister's 
tion  of  those  who  ought  to  be  in- 
d  with  the  working  of  the  Land 
With  regard  to  the  Ghoroh  Oom- 
o,  the  noble  Lord  would  remember 
last  year  some  Members  rained 
lerahle  objeotionB  to  the  proposal 
!ice  the  aUff  of  the  Irish  Church 
lisaioD  upon  the  new  Land  Com- 
in ;  and  in  the  closing  days  of  the 
n  there  was  considerable  frictian 
en  the  Irish  Members  and  the 
uj  Bench  as  to  the  proposal  then 
irward  by  Her  Majesty  s  Govem- 


were  to  have  a  solicitor  from  the  ChutoL 
Property  and  Collection  Department, 
with  a  ^ary  of  £600  per  annum.  He 
did  not  complain  of  the  item ;  but  he 
wished  to  have  some  explanation  of  the 
matter  as  he  knew  noUiing  about  it  at 
present.  He  should  like  to  know  if  the 
individual  appointed  wae  the  old  solicitor 
of  the  Church  CommiBsion.  He  pre- 
sumed that  he  was  not.  He  presumed 
that  the  old  solicitor  would  scarcely  be 
inclined  to  accept  suob  a  salary  as  that 
which  had  been  put  down  iu  the  Esti- 
mate. Ho  should  like  to  ask  whether 
the  amount  of  duty  which  fell  upon  iho 
Bolicitor  of  the  Church  Commiaaion  pore 
and  simple  was  bo  extraordinaty  that 
it  was  necessary,  for  the  continually 
diminishing  amount  ot  work  which 
would  fall  upon  his  shoulders,  to  appoint 
a  second  solicitor?  People  in  Ireland 
had  learned  to  be  very  suspicioua  in 
regard  to  all  appointments  of  a  legal 
cl^racter.  At  present,  for  every  four 
barristers  called  to  the  Bar  there  waa  at 
least  one  prize  either  in  the  shape  of  a 
County  Court  Judgeship,  or  a  position 
on  the  Bench,  or  one  of  the  legal  ap- 
pointments  in  the  hands  of  the  Govern- 
ment ;  and  the  tendency  was  to  corrupt 
Irish  intelligence  by  offering  those  offices 
to  the  Irish  Bar,  if  theee  legal  gentlemen 
would  at  once  come  in  and  serve  the 
Oovemment.  Therefore,  the  noble  Lord 
would  not  be  surprised  to  find  that  the 
Irish  Members  desired  some  explanation 
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be  mistaken  in  attributing  the  action  in 
the  matter  to  the  hon.  Member  for  New- 
castle ;  but  it  was  a  fact  that  strong 
objections  were  raised  in  regard  to  the 
mode  in  which  the  Government  adver- 
tisements were  issued.  For  instance, 
supposing  iron  was  wanted,  advertise- 
ments were  inserted  in  some  newspaper 
in  Cornwall  where,  perhaps,  there  was 
no  iron  at  all;  if  coal  was  wanted, 
instead  of  going  to  Durham,  or  North- 
umberland, or  Lancashire,  an  advertise- 
ment was  inserted  in  some  other  county 
where  no  coal  existed  at  all.  The  same 
complaint  was  to  be  made  with  regard 
to  the  Land  Commission.  What  was 
called  the  **  Schedule  of  Voluntary  Agree- 
ments between  Landlord  and  Tenant  in 
Ireland  "  was  published,  not  in  the  Me- 
tropolitan daily  papers  in  Dublin,  or  in 
the  Irish  newspapers  generally,  but  in 
the  London  Timei,  The  Dublin  General 
Advertiser — a  paper  belonging  to  the 
hon.  Member  for  Glasgow  (Dr. Cameron), 
which  was  never  seen  at  all,  or,  at  any 
rate,  it  circulated  among  a  very  limited 
portion  of  the  people,  having  purely  an 
advertising  and  an  official  connection — 
and  in  The  Scotsman^  published  in  Edin- 
burgh. There  was  great  sensitiveness 
among  the  Irish  people  upon  this  point ; 
and  he  would  ask  the  noble  Lord  if  it 
was  intended  as  a  joke  that  the  Land 
Commission,  which  affected  the  people 
of  Ireland  to  such  an  extraordinary  ex- 
tent, could  only  find  it  worth  while  to  in- 
sert the  **  Schedule  of  Voluntary  Agree- 
ments between  Landlord  and  Tenant  in 
Ireland  "  in  The  Scoteman,  the  London 
Times t  and  The  Dublin  General  Advertiser, 
owned  by  the  hon.  Member  for  Glasgow  ? 
He  could  assure  the  noble  Lord  that  it 
was  a  matter  in  regard  to  which  some 
people  were  very  sore.  Only  within  the 
last  few  weeks  the  Department  had 
added  insult  to  injury,  and  had  inserted 
a  two-line  advertisement  in  some  of  the 
Dublin  newspapers,  referring  the  Irish 
people,  if  they  wanted  information,  to 
the  paper  owned  by  the  hon.  Member 
for  Glasgow.  He  presumed  that  they 
had  got  so  thick-skinned  that  it  was 
of  no  use  going  into  these  complaints ; 
but  the  noble  Lord  would  feel  that 
this  was  a  matter  upon  which  a  strong 
opinion  was  entertained.  He  would 
remind  the  noble  Lord,  if  he  was  igno- 
rant of  the  fact,  that  The  Freeman^s 
Journal  was  published  in  Dublin,  and 
that  it  droulated  40,000  copies   daily 

Mr;  Healy 


among  the  very  people  the  Treasury  de- 
sired that    the   Act    should    be    made 
popular  with.     He  understood  that  it 
was  the  wish  of  the  Prime  Minister  that 
voluntary  agreements  between  landlord 
and  tenant  should  take  place  altogether 
irrespective    of    the    operation    of  the 
Court ;  and  to  carry  out  this  object  the 
Government,  instead  of  advertising  in 
The    Irish    Times    and    The    FreemanU 
Journal,  simply  advertised  in  the  Lon- 
don Times,  the  Edinburgh  Scotsman,  and 
The    Dublin    General    Advertiser,     The 
right  hon.  and  learned  Member  for  the 
University  of  Dublin  (Mr.  Gibson)  had 
referred  to  the  question  of  valuers.  That 
question  of  valuators,  or  valuers,  wai 
one  of  the  utmost  importance  in  connec- 
tion with  the  working  of  the  Act.    The 
noble  Lord  had  admitted — and  he  was 
somewhat  surprised  at  the  admission — 
that  the  Commissioners  themselves  were 
not  able  to  visit  the  farms  they  had  to 
deal  with  ;  and,  therefore,  they  had  to 
rely  upon  the  valuers.     Considering  the 
multiplicity  of  the  questions  addressed 
to  the  noble  Lord,  it  was  only  a  matter 
of   surprise   that   he   was  able,  as  he 
generally  did,  to  grasp  them  and  deal 
with  them  at  all.    It  was  a  matter  of 
astonishment  that  the  noble  Lord  ooold 
carry  all  these  details  in  his  head,  and 
that  he  should  be  able  to  deal  with  these 
Irish  matters,  which  it  might  be  sup- 
posed could  only  be  dealt  with  by  the 
Chief  Secretary.     The  noble  Lord  was 
certainly  entitled  to  the  consideration  of 
the  Committee  ;  but  he  should  like  to  ask 
him  if  he  was  correct  in  stating  that  the 
valuers  were  appointed  by  the  Commis- 
sioners only  for  a  year  ? 

LoBD  FREDERICK  CAVENDISH  : 
I  think  the  valuers  are  appointed  for  a 
year  only. 

Mr.  healy  said,  the  noble  Lord 
had  stated  further  that,  in  his  opinion, 
the  Sub-Commissioners  would  not  be 
able  to  visit  the  farms,  and,  therefore, 
must  rely  upon  the  valuers. 

Lord  FREDERICK  CAVENDISH : 
No  ;  I  said  the  Commissioners. 

Mr.  healy  said,  that,  of  course, 
was  an  entirely  different  matter.  It  ap- 
peared, however,  that  the  valuators 
were  only  appointed  for  one  year,  not- 
withstanding the  fact  that  on  the  action 
of  these  valuers  the  entire  adminis- 
tration of  the  Court,  to  a  very  large  ex- 
tent, depended.  The  Court  of  Commis- 
sioners, which  was  the  final  Ooart  to 
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Mb.  HEALY  said,  it  was  a  very  extra- 
ordinary thing  that  the  Oommittee  should 
be  asked  to  vote  money  in  order  to  pay 
Mr.  Barrett  a  salary  when  they  were 
not  able  to  get  from  the  Government 
any  information  whatever  about  him. 
He  ventured  to  say  that  if  the  right  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
the  University  of  Dublin  (Mr.  Gibson) 
got  up  and  asked  whether  it  was  true 
that  some  well-known  Tenant-righter, 
such  as  Byrne,  of  Walls  Town  Castle, 
Mallow,  or  some  other  well  -  known 
Tenant-righter,  had  been  appointed 
under  the  Act,  the  right  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  would  have  had 
an  answer  ready ;  but  when  they  asked 
whether  a  notorious  landlords'  partizan 
had  been  appointed,  the  right  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  got  up  and  told  them 
he  did  not  know.  It  was  most  desirable 
that  the  Committee  should  have  infor- 
mation upon  these  matters  either  from 
the  right  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman 
or  from  the  noble  Lord.  Of  course,  they 
did  not  expect  that  the  noble  Lord  would 
be  able  to  answer  these  questions  in  de- 
tail. It  was  not  his  business,  and  they 
could  not  expect  details  of  this  kind  from 
the  noble  Lord,  immersed  as  he  was  in 
other  business.  But  when  they  had  two 
Law  Officers  of  the  Crown  in  the  House, 
he  really  thought  that,  on  a  matter  of 
this  kind,  the  Committee  was  entitled 
to  some  little  information  upon  the  ques- 
tion, and  he  would,  therefore,  ask  the 
Attorney  General  to  re-consider  the  mat- 
ter and  to  answer  this  plain  question — 
Whether  John  Barrett  had  been  em- 
ployed for  12  months  under  the  Land 
Act  as  valuer,  or  not  ? 

The  attorney  GENERAL  fob 
IRELAND  (Mr.  W.  M.  Johnson)  said, 
the  matter  was  one  which  was  not  in 
any  way  in  his  Department,  or  he  would, 
of  course,  have  made  it  his  business  to 
have  ascertained  all  the  details ;  but,  as 
it  was  not  in  any  way  in  his  Depart- 
ment, he  had  not  requested  information 
upon  it.  He  fully  admitted  that  the 
hon.  Member  had  the  right  to  demand 
the  information  from  some  quarter,  and, 
therefore,  he  would  take  care  to  make 
himself  master  of  the  details  in  order  to 
satisfy  the  inquiries  of  the  hon.  Member. 
His  impression  was  that  Mr.  Barrett  had 
not  been  appointed  at  all  by  the  Land 
Commission.  The  valuers  were  ap- 
pointed, he  understood,  when  the  Land 
Commission  went  down  to  hear  appeals 


from   the  Sub-Commissioners;  and,  eo 
far,  he  believed  there  had  only  been  two 
valuers  appointed  by  the  Land  Commis- 
sion— namely,  Mr.  Gh-ay,  and,  he  thought, 
a  gentleman  named  Murphy.     He  had 
heard  at  the  time  Mr.  Gray  was  ap- 
pointed that  he  was  a  gentleman  who, 
though  of  English  extraction,  had  been 
for  30  years  farming  in  the  county  of 
Wexford,  and  he  was  recommended  to 
the  Commission  by  a  large  number  of 
persons  as  a  gentleman  thoroughly  com- 
petent to  deal  with  any  questions  arising 
in  connection  with  the  value  of  land. 
The  general  opinion  in  Ireland  at  the 
time  Mr.  Gray  was  appointed  was  that 
a  more  competent  man  could  not  be 
selected.     He  had  been  sent  to  BelficLst 
to  assist  the  Commissioners  there,  and, 
after  examining  the  localities  to  which 
the  decisions  of  the  Sub-Commissioners 
applied,  his  report  had  g^ven  complete 
satisfaction.      His  impression  was  that 
only  two  valuers  had  actually  been  ap- 
pointed, and  that  their  appointment  was 
only  for  one  year.   Mr.  John  Barrett,  he 
believed,  was  the  gentleman  who  valued 
some  property  of  Mr.  Bence  Jones. 

Mr.  HEALY :  He  was  appointed  by 
the  Government. 

The  attorney  GENERAL  fob 
IRELAND  (Mr.  W.  M.  Johnson)  said, 
he  did  not  think  that  the  employment  of 
Mr.  Barrett  was  a  Government  appoint- 
ment. A  Sub-Commission  was  em- 
powered to  call  in  an  independent 
valuer,  as  the  Sub-Commission  in  Lime- 
rick had  done,  before  they  gave  their 
decision  in  reference  to  a  holding  on 
Lord  Ashtown's  estate,  where  the  cost 
of  that  valuer  was  borne  in  equal  parts 
by  the  landlord  and  tenant.  Possibly 
that  also  was  the  case  with  reference  to 
Mr.  Barrett,  as  he  believed  he  was 
merely  subpoenaed  as  a  witness  em- 
ployed by  one  of  the  parties.  His  own 
opinion  was  that  the  Estimates  were  not 
burdened  with  Mr.  John  Barrett  at  all ; 
but  he  could  only  state  his  impression, 
and  not  give  it  as  an  absolute  matter  of 
fact.  He  would,  however,  make  in- 
quiries upon  the  subject  before  the  Re- 
port of  Supply  was  brought  up.  As  he 
was  now  upon  his  legs,  he  might  answer 
the  remarks  made  by  the  hon.  Member 
in  reference  to  the  officers  of  the  Land 
Commission  supposed  to  have  been  taken 
over  from  the  Land  Court.  Now,  nobody 
had  been  taken  overfromtheLandOourt; 
but  the  Church  Temporalities  Oommis- 


9n  taken  over  in  that  way,  and  as 
iTch  Temporalities  CommiBsion  re- 
to  be  wound  np,  there  was  a  large 
t  of  ihia  business  to  be  transacted, 
[the  rent-charge  had  to  be  col- 
and  there  trere  other  matters  to 
It  vitb,  such  as  the  money  which 
ten  lent  oat  upon  mortgage,  and 
sing  paid  by  instalments;  and 
were  questions  still  pending  in 
to  the  purchase  and  sale  of 
1  land.  Ail  the  land  had  not  yet 
old,  and  it  was  for  the  interest  of 
iblic  to  retain  the  services  of  the 
or  to  the  Church  Temporalitiea 
isaion.  By  that  means  the  pub- 
ained  the  services  of  a  man  who 
ractical  experience,  and  who  was 
bly  competent  in  a  professional 
)f  view,  and  at  the  same  time  they 
aved  the  expense  of  superannua- 
lowance,  which  would  necessarily 
Men  incurred  if  the  solicitor  had 
iischa^^  and  a  new  solicitor  ap- 
d,  because  it  would  have  been  ab- 
y  neceesary  to  appoint  some  one 
dksrge  the  duties  which  the  soli- 
}  the  Church  Temporalities  Com- 
1  had  been  retained  to  perform. 
n  gentleman,  who  had  euso  been 
1  to,  Ur.  O'Brien,  bad  also  been 
DTer  from  the  Church  Commission 
put  to  discharge,  under  the  Land 
lanoners,  the  same  duties  which 
I  previDosly  performed  in  connec; 
!th  the  Cbunw Temporalities  Oom- 
1.  In  that  case,  also,  the  publio 
e  advantage  of  the  services  of  a 


Session  had  been  strictly  adhered  to — 
namely,  that  all  the  officers  should  be 
taken  over  who  were  competent  to  dis- 
charge the  duties.  He  trusted  that  the 
hon.  Member  would  be  satisfied  with 
the  answer  he  had  given  him.  He 
would  only  add  that  he  would  take  care, 
before  the  Seport  was  brought  up,  to 
obtain  all  the  information  that  was  re- 
quisite to  explain  those  matters  which 
had  been  referred  to  by  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber, and  which  he  was  not  at  present 
informed  upon. 

Mb.  CaIlAN  complained  that  no 
explanation  had  been  given  by  the 
Attorney  Qeneral  for  Ireland  ol  the 
extraordinary  and  scandalous  job  which 
had  been  perpetrated  in  the  Office  of 
the  Chief  Secretary,  by  which  adver- 
tisements relating  to  voluntary  agree- 
ments were  published  for  the  informa- 
tion of  the  Irish  people,  in  order  to 
induce  other  people  to  come  in  and 
make  similar  agreements.  It  appeared 
that  these  advertisements  were  excluded 
from  every  Irish  paper,  and  published 
in  the  Edinburgh  SeoUman  and  London 
Tiiiut.  He  had  travelled  a  good  deal 
through  Ireland,  and  though  he  con- 
stantly met  with  the  London  Timei,  for 
The  TmiM  circulated  everywhere,  even 
in  Ireland,  he  had  never  yet  seen  a 
Seottman  except  in  four  places — the 
Belfast,  Londonderry,  Dublin,  and  Cork 
Chambers  of  Commerce.  The  only  other 
place  it  could  be  met  with  was  in  the 
country  house  of  some  Scotch  merchant, 
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wliether  anyone  connected  with  the  Irish 
Office  was  prepared  to  get  up  and  say 
that  the  Government  were  not  responsible 
for  the  transaction,  but  that  it  was  a  job 
perpetrated  by  some  junior  clerk,  who 
probably  received  a  discount  upon  the 
order  ? 

Mr.  AETHUE  O'CONNOR  said,  the 
Committee  had  heard  his  hon.  Friend 
the  Member  for  Wexford  (Mr.  Healy) 
address  a    number    of   very  pertinent 
questions    to    the    Treasury,    and    he 
thought    they  would    agree    that    the 
answer   which  had  been  elicited  from 
the  right  hon.   and  learned   Attorney 
General  was  not  a  very  satisfactory  one. 
Indeed,    the    right    hon.   and    learned 
Gentleman   evidently  believed  himself 
that  that  was  so,  because  he  had  inti- 
mated that  he  would  obtain  the  desired 
information  and  communicate  it  to  the 
House  upon  the  Report,  or,  in  the  event 
of  being  unable  to  do  so,  that  the  Chief 
Secretary  would  answer  the  questions. 
But  the  House  was  informed  early  in 
the   evening  that  the  Chief  Secretary 
would  not  be  in  his  place  until  Tuesday, 
and  he  presumed  that  it  was  proposed 
to  take  the  Report  of  the  Supply  voted 
to-night  on  Monday.     At  any  rate,  that 
was  the  usual  course,  and  it  would  only 
be  reasonable  for  the  Government  to 
agree   not  to  take  the  Report   of  the 
Votes  taken  in  Supply  that  night  until 
the  return  of  the  Chief   Secretary,  in 
order  that  the  information  which  had 
been  promised  might  be  duly  afforded. 
In  looking  over  the  Vote,  the  first  thing 
that  struck  him  was  that  there  was  in 
in  Ireland  a  very  different  system  with 
regard  to  the  appointment  of  Civil  ser- 
vants from  that  which  obtained  in  this 
country.    Over  and  over  again  had  been 
pointed  out  the  very   great    waste  of 
public  money  which  took  place  in  this 
country  in  consequence  of  the  system  of 
pensioning  a  large  number  of  Civil  ser- 
vants, in  the  prime  of  life,  who  were 
certain  to  draw  their  pensions  for  a  con- 
siderable number  of  years.    Some  years 
ago  there   was  a  Bill  passed  through 
the  House  of  Commons  and  assented  to 
"  elsewhere,"  which  in  due  course  became 
law,  which  dealt  with  certain  officers  in 
the  War  Office  and  Board  of  Admiralty. 
That  Act  abolished  a  large  number  (if 
persons  in  the  War  Office  and  the  Ad- 
miralty, and  he  must  say  that  he  knew 
nothing  more  indefensible  than  the  pro- 
yisions  of  the  -Act.    It  squandered  an 

Mr.  CMan 


enormous  sum  of  money  in  the  shape 
of  pensions,  aud  cast  out  of  the  QM. 
Service  a  large  number  of  persons  who 
were  perfectly  capable  of  continning  the 
work    in    which  they    were    engaged. 
These  men  were  now  entirely  lost  to  the 
country,  so  far  as  their  services  were 
concerned,  but  they  were  likely  to  con-      | 
tinue  to  draw  their  pensions  for  a  con- 
siderable  number  of  years.     The  ulti- 
mate reduction  of  public  expenditure  by 
the  passing  of  the  Act  to  which  he  re- 
ferred would,  he  believed,  prove  in  the 
end  to  be  no  reduction   at  all,  but,  on 
the  contrary,  he  believed   it   would  be 
found  that  the  change  had  entailed  a 
considerable  increase.  Whenever  it  was 
found  necessary  to  incur  an  expense  of 
this  kind,  when  once  the  alteration  of  an 
establishment  was  decided  upon,  there 
seemed  to  be  an  insuperable  objection 
on  the  part  of  the  Treasury  to  utilise 
the  services  of  the  men  whose  services 
were  got  rid  of  in  one  Department,  by 
employing  them  in  some  other  Qt)veni- 
ment  Office.    But,  if  these  men  had  been 
employed  in  the  public  establishments 
in  Ireland,  they  would  have  been  pro- 
vided with  fresh  berths  for  the  period 
during  which  they  might  still  be  able  to 
render  effective  service,  and  in  this  way 
there  would  be  a  considerable  reduction 
of  expense  to  the  public.     In  Ireland  it 
was     the   practice,    wherever    it   was 
possible  to  provide  a  fresh  berth  for  a 
Civil  servant  whose  period  of  employ- 
ment was  drawing  to  a  close  to  d!o  so. 
According  to  the  first  page  of  the  present 
Vote,  it  appeared  that  a  Secretary  had 
been  appointed  at  a  salary  of   £1,000  ; 
but  a  foot-note  stated  that — 

"  The  Secretary  is  at  present  in  rocoipt  of  a 
salary  at  the  rate  of  £200  a-year  as  Secretaxj 
to  a  Temporary  Commission  on  Inland  Kayi- 
gation  in  Ireland." 

That  Commission  was  now  drawing  to 
an  end,  and  accordingly  another  ap« 
pointment  was  found  for  this  gentleman. 
There  was  also  a. foot-note  in  regard  to 
the  Accountant,  who  also  received  a 
salary  of  £1,000  a-year.  The  note 
said — 

'*  This  officer  is  entitled  under  the  Super- 
annuation Act,  1869,  and  the  Irish  Church  Act, 
1869,  Amendment  Act,  1872,  to  a  pension  of 
£533  6«.  8(/.,  £300  of  which,  in  respect  of  ser- 
vices in  the  Office  of  Wood  and  Forests,  is  in 
abeyance  as  long  as  he  holds  his  present  employ- 
ment.'* 

Consequently,  that  gentlemaa  was  not 


iring  left  one  appoiutmeiit,  was 
proTided  with  another  ;  and  the 
u  to  be  eaid  of  one  of  the  second- 
xka,  who  had  since  Jul^,  1881, 
I  the  receipt  of  a  salary  at  the 
£S0  a-year,  as  clerk  to  a  Tsm- 
Commiaeion  on  Inland  Mariga- 
Ireland,  but  this  payment  would 
ler  rnnnr  before  tna  Ist  of  April, 
He  had  no  objection  to  this 
becauae  it  enabled  the  Govern- 
I  aare  the  public  money  by  the 
ion  of  the  serrices  of  persons  who 
nioiisly  been  employed  in  other 
and  he  thought  it  was  a  Bjatem 
ou^ht  very  well  be  extended  to 
ril  aerrants  of  this  country.  There 
1  opportunity  of  doing  so  at  pre- 
rhioh  he  would  reepect^lly  press 
ha  attention  of  the  Qovemment — 
J,  in  the  matter  of  the  Oustoms 
who  were  abouttobedisestabliahed 
p  numbers,  and  who  would  only 
grateful  if  they  were  treated  in 
me  way  aa  the  Ciril  Bervanta  in 
id.  There  waa  another  question 
be  deeired  to  put  to  the  noble 
a  question  peculiarly  affecting 
reasnry  administration,  and  which 
a  entirely  unable  to  reconcile  with 
eaa  he  had  obtained  &om  service 
uoilar  Oovemment  Department. 
■  with  reference  to  the  officer  he 
mentioned  before,  the  account- 
vho,  aooording  to  the  foot-note 
id  quoted,  appeared  to  be  en- 
to  a  Boperannnation  allowance  of 
6«.  Sd.  per  annum,  £300  of  which 


Ohurch  Property  Act,  would  he  be  al- 
lowed to  draw  the  full  salary  put  down 
in  the  Vote  ? 

LoED  FEEDERrCK  CAVENDISH 
said,  the  Treasury  were  always  anxious 
to  avoid  the  waste  inourred  by  pension- 
ing men  in  the  prime  of  life ;  and,  as 
far  OS  possible,  it  was  the  practice  to 
utilize  the  services  of  men  on  pension. 
He  had  been  almost  tempted  to  wish 
that  the  hon.  Member  who  had  just 
spoken  had  not  been  retired  firom  the 
War  Office  at  so  early  an  a^ ;  and  he 
could  assure  him  that  he  entirely  agreed 
in  the  opinion  he  had  expressed  that 
clerks  should  continue  to  be  employed 
while  their  servioee  were  of  use  to  the 
public.  The  hoa.  Member  would  ob- 
serve that  the  (Government  had  endea- 
voured to  prevent  claims  for  pensions 
arising  in  connection  with  this  Commis- 
eioQ.  They  wished  it  to  be  understood 
that  no  one  by  his  appointment  earned 
the  right  to  a  pension,  and  it  was  dis- 
tinctly stated  in  the  Estimates  that  the 
service  was  a  temporary  one.  The  ac- 
countant to  whom  the  hon.  Member  had 
referred  was  an  especially  experienced 
officer,  and  they  had  been  glad  to  be  in 
a  position  to  avail  themselves  of  his 
services  in  establishing  this  very  im- 
portant office.  The  general  rule  was 
that  officers  should  not  draw  pen- 
sions whilst  they  were  in  receipt  ol 
salaries ;  but  if  there  were  occasion- 
ally cases  in  which  the  rule  was  nol 
followed,  it  was  owing  to  special 
cumstances  which  gave  a  right  to  the 
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would  be  filled  up  ?  He  would  suggestthat 
the  Estimate  should  be  postponed  until 
Irish  Members  had  an  opportunity  of 
passing  in  review  the  quaUfioations  of 
the  gentleman  who  might  be  appointed. 
They  had  the  greatest  confidence  in  Mr. 
Fottrell ;  they  regarded  him  as  worthy 
of  the  confidence  of  the  Irish  tenantry, 
and  were  naturally  anxious  that  his  suc- 
cessor should  be  equally  popular.  He 
thought  the  noble  Lord  would  see  that 
it  was  only  right  that  they  should  have 
some  knowledge  conveyed  to  them  as  to 
the  gentleman  who  was  to  be  appointed 
to  the  office.  The  Committee  would  have 
observed  that  the  noble  Lord  the  Member 
for  North  Northumberland  (Earl  Percy) 
had  a  Notice  on  the  Paper,  which  he 
thought  might  be  very  well  applied  and 
carried  out  with  respect  to  Ireland.  The 
noble  Lord  proposed  to  call  attention  to 
the  circumstances  attending  the  issue  of 
a  treatise,  entitled  Free  Trade  versus 
Fair  IVade,  by  T.  H.  Farrer,  and  to 
move — 

**  That  this  House  is  of  opinion  that  it  is  un- 
desirable  that  permanent  officials  in  the  Public 
Service  should  publish  works  of  a  political  and 
controversial  character  in  their  official  capacity, 
and  under  the  authority  of  the  Parliamentary 
head  of  their  Department.'* 

If  officials  in  England  were  not  pre- 
cluded from  publishing  works  of  the 
kind  indicated  in  the  Notice  of  Motioii 
given  by  the  noble  Lord,  how  was  it, 
ne  asked,  that  Mr.  Dennis  Godley  had 
issued  a  Circular,  ordering,  in  the  most 
decisive  terms,  every  member  of  the 
Land  Commission  in  Ireland  not  to 
write  in  any  review,  magazine,  or  public 
paper  of  any  description  whatsoever  ? 
An  hon.  Friend  near  him  suggested 
coercion  as  the  reason.  They  had,  un- 
doubtedly, had  enough  of  that;  but, 
whatever  might  be  the  reason,  he  ven- 
tured to  say  that,  in  his  opinion,  when 
a  person  received  a  salary  for  the  per- 
formance of  certain  duties,  his  time 
should  be  fully  occupied  with  those 
duties,  and,  therefore,  he  was  inclined 
to  support  the  Motion  of  the  noble  Lord 
when  it  came  before  the  House.  But 
why  was  Mr.  Dennis  Godley  to  lay  down 
this  law  to  the  members  of  the  Com- 
mission, while  Mr.  Farrer  was  allowed 
to  give  directions  upon  the  question  of 
Free  Trade?  If  a  gagging  law  was 
necessary  at  all,  he  contended  that  it 
should  be  applied  equally  to  England 
and  Ireland. 

Mr.  Healy 


LoBD  FREDERICK  CAVENDISH 
said,  the  hon.  Member  for  Wexford 
was  probably  aware  that,  in  order  to 
exercise  a  strict  control  over  the  Ac- 
counts for  the  Public  Service,  re- 
ceipts were  chiefly  paid  by  stamps, 
which  was  the  case  with  reg^ard  to  uie 
originating  notices  paid  for  by  the  ten- 
ants in  connection  with  the  Land  Com- 
mission. With  reference  to  the  office 
of  Solicitor  to  the  Land  Commission,  he 
agreed  that  it  was  important  to  fill  ttp 
that  appointment;  but  hon.  Members 
would  agree  that  it  was  still  more  so 
that  the  beet  possible  selection  should 
be  made.  He  thought,  therefore,  the 
Committee  would  not  be  inclined  to 
grudge  the  delay  of  a  few  weeks  which 
was  rendered  necessary  by  the  endea- 
vour to  obtain  the  best  man  available. 
As  it  was  not  competent  to  him  to  dis- 
cuss questions  upon  the  Notice  Paper, 
he  was  not  able  to  deal  with  the  ques- 
tion raised  by  the  hon.  Member  for 
Wexford  in  connection  with  the  Motion 
of  the  noble  Lord,  to  which  the  hon. 
Member  had  referred. 

Mr.  gray  said,  he  desired  to  call 
attention  to  a  communication  addressed 
by  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Chief 
Commissioner,  requiring  a  question  to 
be  put  to  Mr.  Fottrell  with  reference  to 
certain  communications  to  the  Press, 
which  led  to  the  retirement  of  that  gen- 
tleman— a  question  which  Mr.  Fottrell 
would  not  have  answered  had  it  been 
put  to  him  personally  by  the  Chief 
Secretary  for  Ireland.  He  wished  to 
understand  whether  the  Commissioners 
were  independent  judicial  officers,  or  if 
they  were  under  the  control  of  the  Exe- 
cutive ?  Were  they  bound  to  put  ques- 
tions to  their  officers,  which  placed  the 
latter  in  a  position  to  state  to  the  public 
that  those  questions  were  evidently  put 
unwillingly,  and  in  obedience  to  dicta- 
tion? He  appealed  to  the  right  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
the  University  of  Dublin  (Mr.  Gibson), 
who  could  not  be  expected  to  have  any 
sympathy  with  the  politiccd  views  of 
Mr.  Fottrell,  to  say  whether  it  was  not 
a  fact  that  the  appointment  of  that  gen- 
tleman to  the  office  of  Solicitor  to  the 
Land  Commission  was  regarded  with 
great  satisfaction  in  Ireland  because  of 
his  well-known  professional  qualifica- 
tions, his  activity  and  zeal,  as  well  as 
his  anxiety  for  the  promotion  of  land 
reform  in  a  proper  manner.     It  waa 


B  position  because  of  what,  at  the 
,  could  he  deemed  an  excess  of 
Hs  oould  not  have  been  actuated 
Kmal  feeling  of  any  kind,  because, 
most  Bolioitore  to  CommieBioaers, 

paid  a  fixed  salary,  and  if  he 
lia  ordinary  view  entertained  by 
i  BO  placed,  the  lees  he  had  to  do 
Iter  n«  would  bo  pleased.  There 
en  elicited  &om  him  by  meane  of 
tion  of  a  compulsory  character,  to 
he  did  not  feel  at  liberty  to  refuse 
ly,  an  aoknowledgment  that  he 
le  person  reeponsiole  for  certain 
I,  the  publication  of  which  led  to 
^nation.  "He  (Ur.  Gray)  did  not 
because,  as  he  bought,  Mr.  Fott- 
kd  been  punished  with  severity 
ren  injustice,  that  other  persona 

be  punbhed  likewise  ;  but  there 
>e  no  doubt  that,  while  the  entire 
iment  in  this  case  had  fallen  upon 
Qolders  of  Mr.  Fottrell,  there  were 

equally  responsible,  IJie  only  dif- 
B  in  their  case  being  that  they 
roiy  different  political  opinions, 
rera,  in  fact,  well  known  to   be 

CoDwrvatives.  It  was  for  Farty 
tea,  and,  as  he  believed,  in  order 
redit  the  Land  Commission,  that 
onservative  Party,  both  in  that 
1  and  in  "  another  place,"  origi- 

a  very  violent  personal  attack 
t  Vr.  Fottrell,  while  they  allowed 
T  responsible  officer  to  escape ; 
)  was  very  glad  that  he  had  done 


Copies  of  the  pamphlet  were  sent  to  him, 
and  that  was  the  way  in  which  he  be- 
oams  acquainted  with  the  fact  of  their 
publication.  Numbers  of  landlords  and 
other  persons  having  applied  to  him  for 
information  on  the  subject,  and  he  hav- 
ing  given  them  copies  of  the  pamphlet, 
which,  no  doubt,  contained  suggestions 
that  ought  not  to  have  been  endorsed 
by  the  Land  Commissioners,  and  satis- 
faction having  been  expressed  at  the 
technical  information  conveyed  by  the 
publication  in  dear  and  popular  lan- 
guage, Mr.  Fottrell  suggested  to  the 
Secretary  to  the  Commission  that  it 
would  be  a  convenient  thing,  not  to  re- 
publish, but  to  procure  a  number  of  the 
pamphlets  and  circulate  them.  Now, 
if  that  had  been  done,  he  did  not  think 
the  suggestion  of  Mr.  Fottrell  would 
have  constituted  so  grievous  an  offence 
as  would  have  justified  the  puniebment 
which  had  been  visited  upon  him.  But 
a  London  Department,  acting  upon  the 
red-tape  system,  entered,  into  a  cal- 
culation ;  without  Mr.  Fottrell'e  know- 
ledge of  the  business  in  any  way,  the 
Stationery  Department  were  requisi- 
tioned by  Mr.  (iodley  to  procure  a  num- 
ber of  the  pamphlets,  not  endorsed  by 
the  Land  Commissioners,  but  those  is- 
sued by  an  independent  establishment, 
for  which  no  one  was  responsible  ;  that 
Department  calculated  that  by  appro- 
priating the  copyright,  so  to  speak,  they 
oould  save  2id.  a  copy,  and  they  pro- 
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Land  CommiBsioners  and  the  Stationeiy 
Office ;  the  Solicitor  to  the  Commis- 
sioners had  nothing  to  do  with  it  what- 
soever. But  because  of  his  supposed 
connection  with  the  Irish  Land  League  ; 
because  of  the  assertion,  which  although 
frequently  contradicted,  had  been  still 
more  frequently  reiterated,  that  Mr. 
Fottrell  had  been  at  one  time  solicitor 
to  the  Land  League,  and  had  been  act- 
ing generally  for  the  Land  League  ;  be- 
cause of  the  well-known  fact  that  he  en- 
tertained very  advanced  opinions  on  the 
Land  Question,  and  was  most  anxious 
that  the  Bright  Clauses  should  ope- 
rate, the  whole  violence  of  the  Conserva- 
tive attack  fell  upon  Mr.  Fottrell.  That 
attack  was,  however,  not  directed  against 
him.  Jt  was  direoted  against  the  Land 
Commission.  The  Conservatives  con- 
centrated their  forces  ;  the  Government 
yielded  to  the  attack,  deserted  the  Land 
Commission,  and  pressed  upon  them  the 
dismissal  of  Mr.  Fottrell,  while  the 
Commissioners,  showing  even  greater 
weakness,  yielded  in  their  turn,  and 
made  Mr.  Fottrell  the  scapegoat.  He 
believed  that  no  hon.  Member  would 
rise  in  his  place  and  say  that  the  Com- 
missioners had  not  experienced  a  serious 
loss  in  depriving  themselves  of  the  ser- 
vices of  Mr.  Fottrell,  and  they  would 
doubless  have  to  wait  more  than  the  few 
weeks  indicated  by  the  noble  Lord  the 
Financial  Secretary  to  the  Treasury  be- 
fore they  met  with  another  gentleman 
of  equal  zeal  and  ability  to  supply  his 
place.  Certainly,  he  did  not  think,  now 
that  the  business  was  over,  that  they 
had  any  reason  for  congratulating  them- 
selves with  reference  to  the  course  they 
had  taken  or  the  way  they  had  treated 
Mr.  Fottrell  in  this  transaction. 

The  ATTOENEY  GENEEAL  fob 
IRELAND  (Mr.  W.  M.  Johnson) 
pointed  out  that  the  Act  provided  that 
the  Land  Commission  might  from  time 
to  time,  with  the  consent  of  the  Ix)rd 
Lieutenant,  appoint  or  remove  a  soli- 
citor. The  appointment  was  sanctioned 
by  the  Lord  Lieutenant;  but  the  re- 
sponsibility with  regard  to  it  rested  en- 
tirely with  the  Land  Commissioners, 
who  were  an  independent  and  judicial 
body.  As  to  Mr.  Fottrell's  competency 
for  the  office  of  Solicitor  to  the  Commis- 
sioners, he  was  appointed  by  them  after 
oareful  inquiry,  and  was  furnished  by 
no  less  a  person  than  the  Lord  Chan- 
cellor undior  the  late  Administration  with 

Mr.  Bray 


the  highest  testimonial.  Therefore,  hiv- 
ing that  agreement  on  all  sides  as  to 
his  competency,  no  one  could  doubt  it. 
When  the  letters  were  re-published  in 
pamphlet  form,  Mr.  Fottrell  found  the 
pamphlets  useful  in  the  Office,  because 
they  gave  practical  information  as  to 
the  working  of  the  Bright  Clauses,  and 
they  were    given    by  him    to    a   few 
persons  who  made  inquiry  on  that  sub- 
ject.    Mr.  Fottrell's  own  account  was, 
that  assuming  it  would  be  useful,  he 
suggested  that  the  Secretary  to  the  Com- 
missioners should    get    the  pamphlets 
purchased  and  issued  under  the  autho- 
rity of  the  Commission.     Mr.  Gt}dlej, 
the  Secretary,  not  looking  into  the  mat- 
ter at  once  with  the  amount  of  care  that 
he  ought  to  have  bestowed  upon  it,  acted 
on  impulse  and  sanctioned  the  issue  of 
them  under  the  authority  of  the  Land 
Commissioners,  and  having  done  so  he 
did  not  communicate  the  fact  to  the  Land 
Commission,  which  was,  he  believed,  at 
Belfast  at  the  time.     The  question  then 
arose  which  had  been  referred  to  by  the 
hon.  Member  for  Carlow  (Mr.  Gray),  and 
it  was  found  that  it  would  be  a  mat- 
ter of  cheaper  and  easier  printing  if  the 
pamphlet  was  re-printed  and  published 
through  the  Queen's  Printer's  office.    It 
was  always  the  fact  that  after  an  event 
everybody  was  very  wise.     The  Secre- 
tary was  reprimanded  in  strong  terms 
by  the  Commissioners ;  but,  at  the  same 
time,  they  did  not  think  that  the  part  he 
had  taken   in   the  matter  required  his 
removal,  and,  of  course,  the  House  must 
trust  a  judicial  body  in  the  exercise  of 
its  judicial  functions.     There  was  just 
one   other  matter  to  which   he  wished 
to  refer.     It  had  been  suggested  that 
Mr.  Fottrell  was  a  gentleman  of  Liberal 
opinions,  and  that  the  other  official  was 
not  visited  with   dismissal  because  he 
was  a  Conservative.     That  was  the  first 
time  he  had  ever  heard  that  Mr.  God- 
ley's  opinions  were  Conservative ;  his 
opinions  were,  as  he  (the  Attorney  Gene- 
ral  for  L-eland)   believed,  pronounced 
Liberal.     But,  however  this  might  be, 
political  considerations  had  nothing  what- 
ever to  do  with  the  matter. 

Mr.  GEAY  said,  that  what  he  had 
meant  to  say  was  that  the  offence,  if  an 
offence  had  been  committed,  was  not 
one  which  ought  to  have  been  dealt  with 
in  the  way  it  had  been  dealt  with.  Was 
there  any  doubt  in  the  mind  of  the  right 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  the  Attor- 
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MjOflDenl  Ibr  Inlftiid  that  ibeLud 

Owwiiwifmy  if  laft  to  themadTea,  wooM 

hm  boen  flndiom  to  mtain  the  servioee 

rf  Mr.  Fottrdlf    Tho  right  hon.  and 

leoBfld  G«ntlaaiAa  hmd  not  ref ened  to 

$m  point  ihmt  had  been  ndaed.    The 

li^  hon.  nad  learned  Gentlenuui  stated 

flat  the  ^nP^iintoientB  retted  aolelj  with 

As  (kmrnammmn.    Wh j,  a  fbrtnight 

Mm  the  appointment  the  applicants 

vae  over  in  liondon  seeking  toe  inte- 

iHt,not  of  the  OommissionerBy  bnt  of 

As  Govenmunit.    That  was  a  notorious 

hat;  andt  indeed,  had  not  the  right 

hoa.  GeoUemaa   the   Ghief  Seoretarj 

^oikMi  of  the  appointment  of  Mr.  Fott- 

nU  aa  if  it  waa  made  bj  him?     The 

OnDuniflumen  nominally  had  the  ap- 

poiatmenty  hut  in  reality  it  rested  with 

ttis  Gorenimenty  aa  ereiybody  knew. 

It  die  Oontmiaaioners  were  so  tmUy  in- 

itpendant  and  aoted  solely   on   their 

on  inaprniaihiBiy,  he  wished  to  know 

irigr  the  Ohief  Seoretary  oidered  that 

Asqpeation  dioold  be  put  to  Mr.  Fott- 

mB  bo  that  he  ahonld  ormunate  himself? 

ffid  the  Atfamiej  General  foot  Ireland 

jaififi  that  action  on  the  part  of  the 

OUef  BeeEoteiT? 

Tn  ATCOBNET  OENEBAL  sob 
IBSLAMD  (Mr.  W.  M.  Jomrsov)  said, 
tfiere  waa  no  or  order,  anything  tanta- 
noont  to  an  order.  The  matter  became 
one  of  pnblio  notoriety  and  public  in- 
Testigation.  The  pamphlet  was  issued 
with  the  Boyal  Arms  upon  it  and  in- 
Tolred  the  Government ;  it  contained  dis- 
tinctly objectionable  matter.  Accordingly, 
the  Gk>Temment  had  no  altematiYe  but 
through  their  recognized  channel  the 
Chief  Secretary,  who  was  practically  at 
ti&e  head  of  the  Irish  Executive,  to  re- 
quest the  Judg^  to  make  an  investim- 
tion  in  the  matter,  as  he  apprehenaed 
would  have  been  done  in  a  like  case  in 
fingland  or  elsewhere.  If  the  Judges 
had  declined  to  do  so,  he  did  not  see 
what  power  the  Ohief  Secretary  would 
have  had  to  compel  them ;  but,  at  the  same 
time,  if  he  were  a  Judge  himself— not  that 
he  was  at  ail  likely  to  be— [-4  laugh']—hQ 
would  withdraw  that  remark,  as  the 
House  appeared  to  wish  it,  and  would 
mj  that  he  was  sure  if  hon.  Gentlemen 
eould  put  themselves  in  the  position  of 
the  Judges  they  would  feel  that,  in  a 
caae  of  such  public  notoriety,  inquiry 
na  necessaiy.  The  hon.  Member  (Mr. 
^j)  said  that  the  Judges  had  acted 
lamHfngly.     No  doubt  &ey  had,  and 
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there  was  no  wonder  they  should.  He 
supposed  there  was  no  one  who  did  an 
unpleasant  thing  willingly;  but,  still, 
sometimes  he  must  do  it.  The  Judges 
did  make  the  inquixy,  with  the  reralt 
already  stated. 

Mb.  a.  MOOBE  said,  it  would  be 
very  satisfaotoiy,  before  they  passed 
from  the  consideration  of  this  Vote,  if 
some  nredse  and  definite  information 
oonld  be  given  as  to  what  steps  were 
being  taken  in  connection  with  the  Pur- 
chase OUuses.  After  a  good  deal  of 
trouble  it  had  been  elicited  that  the 
operation  of  the  Purchase  dauses  of  the 
Art  of  1870  had  been  for  years  praotioally 
stopped ;  and  he  would  now  like  to  know 
what  st€^  were  being  taken  in  respect 
to  the  matter,  and  what  support  the 
Land  Commission  was  giving  fbr  the 
purpose  of  carrying  those  clauses  into 
eflfeot  f  The  powers  given  to  the  Land 
Commission  were  threefold — ^first,  to  ad- 
vance money  to  tenants  to  purchase 
their  holdings;  secondly,  to  purchase 
whole  estates  with  the  object  of  re-sell- 
ing them ;  and,  thirdly,  they  were  em- 
powered to  negotiate  between  landlord 
and  tenant  with  tiie  view  of  facilitating 
the  transition  of  limd  from  the  hand  St 
one  class  to  the  other.  It  was  a  matter 
of  notoriety  that  at  the  present  time 
there  was  an  enormous  amount  of  land 
passing  into  the  Land  Court ;  but  Judge 
Flanagan,  in  the  exercise  of  a  wise 
discretion,  was  holding  back  a  large 
amount  of  Irish  land.  Now,  if  a  proper 
organization  were  set  on  foot  it  was 
quite  possible  the  wishes  of  the  Legisla- 
ture might  be  carried  out  more  rapidly 
than  at  present.  He  believed  there  was 
a  large  number  of  estates  that  Judee 
Flanagan  was  unwilling  to  sell,  simply 
because  he  could  not  do  justice  to  the 
owners,  the  mortgagees,  or  to  any  of  the 
persons  interested.  The  other  day  he 
noticed  from  a  report  of  the  proceedings 
of  the  Court  that  Judge  Flanagan  was 
compelled  to  sell  property  at  50  per 
cent  under  the  price  he  had  been  offered 
for  it  12  months  previously,  and  that 
the  Judge  said — 

"  I  have  done  my  best  to  hold  back  this  pro- 
perty for  a  certam  time,  but  I  suppose  the 
'  massacre  of  the  innocents  '  must  at  length 
begin." 

["Hear!"]  He  did  not  see  that  the 
selling  of  a  man's  property  for  half  its 
value,  entailing,  as  it  would  do  in  some 
cases,  a  large  amount  of  trouble  w4l 
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positive  rain  upon  those  concerned,  was 
a  matter  for  rejoicing,  It  would  be 
satisfactory  to  the  Committee,  consider- 
ing that  the  real  and  true  and  highest 
hope  of  the  country  rested  in  the  proper 
development  of  the  Purchase  Clauses,  to 
know  what  steps  were  being  taken  by 
the  Land  Commission  towards  the  de- 
velopment and  working  of  those  clauses. 

Sib  GEORGE  CAMPBELL  said,  the 
hon.  Member  seemed  to  consider  the  in- 
terference of  the  British  Treasury  in  the 
matter  unreasonable.  He  seemed  to  for- 
get that  it  was  provided  by  the  Act  that 
properties  should  be  purchased  from 
Irish  landlords  by  the  Commission  only 
when  it  could  be  done  without  loss.  The 
hon.  Gentleman  said  that  at  the  present 
time  no  one  could  be  induced  to  give  a 
reasonable  price  for  the  properties ;  and 
what  he  wanted  was  that  the  British 
Treasury  should  come  forward  and  give 
a  price  which  no  one  else  would  give  for 
them.  [Mr.  A.  Moore:  No,  no.]  The 
hon.  Member  might  say  * '  No,  no ;"  but  he 
certainly  wished  the  Treasury  to  buy  lands 
at  a  fair  price  at  a  time  when  he  himself 
asserted  properties  were  being  sold  for 
half  their  value.  He  (Sir  George  Camp- 
bell) had  always  considered  that  the 
Land  Act  contemplated  the  purchase  of 
lands  only  where  there  was  a  reasonable 
prospect  of  its  being  done  without  loss. 
If  the  Treasury  were  to  give  prices  for 
land  that  no  one  else  would  give,  it  was 
evident  the  taxpayers  of  Great  Britain 
must  be  prepared  to  put  their  hands  in 
their  pockets. 

The  CHAIRMAN:  I  would  remind 
the  Committee  that  we  are  travelling 
away  from  the  subject  in  discussing 
the  general  working  of  the  Land  Act. 
I  understand  the  hon.  Member  for  don- 
mel  to  ask  what  staff  is  included  in 
these  Estimates  for  carrying  into  effect 
the  Purchase  Clauses  of  the  Land 
Act  y  That  is  quite  within  the  scope  of 
the  Vote ;  but  a  general  discussion  of  the 
Land  Act  is  clearly  beyond  it. 

Mb.  a.  MOORE  said,  he  never  sug- 
gested, even  in  the  most  distant  manner, 
that  the  British  Treasury  should  do  any- 
thing of  the  kind  supposed  by  the  hon. 
Baronet.  If  the  hon.  Gentleman  had 
made  himself  better  acquainted  with  the 
clauses  of  the  Act  he  did  so  much  to 
attdst  to  pass,  he  would  have  understood 
his  (Mr.  Moore's)  remarks.  There  was 
a  fixed  Bum  placed  at  the  cUsposal  of 
the  Oommi^on,  and  the  reaponsibility 

Mr.  A.  Moore 


rested  on  them  to  invest  that  sum  wisely. 
When  land  was  at  a  depression  of  50 
per  cent,  he  should  not  think  the  time  at 
all  inopportune  for  purchase. 

Lord  FREDERICK  CAVENDISH 
s&id,  that  by  the  Land  Act  all  powers 
with  respect  to  the  Purchase  ClausM 
were  transferred  to  the  Land  CommiB- 
sion  from  the  Board  of  Works,  and  the 
first  step  taken  by  the  Commission  in 
the  matter  was  to  appoint  a  chief  agent. 
They  thought  they  could  not  do  better 
than  appoint  the  agent  to  whose  exer 
tions,  according  to  universal  admission, 
the  success  of  the  sales  under  the 
Bright  Clauses  was  due.  The  duty  of 
this  agent  was  to  promote,  as  far  as 
possible,  the  successful  working  of  the 
clauses. 

Mb.  GIBSON  said,  at  the  commence- 
ment of  the  discussion  he  alluded  to 
what  he  conceived  the  great  importance 
of  the  appointment  of  valuators.  Mr. 
Gray  had  been  appointed  valuator  for 
one  year.  11  Mr.  Gray  was  to  be  head 
valuator  to  the  Land  Commission,  if  he 
was  to  advise  them  and  had  to  make 
reports  on  which  they  would  act,  one 
year  was  no  tenure  for  him  to  hold  by. 
It  was  absurd  to  expect  to  get  the  ser- 
vices of  highly-trained  and  competent 
valuators  if  they  could  be  shunted  at 
the  end  of  a  year.  Valuators  would 
prefer  to  go  about  from  Commission  to 
Commission  giving  evidence,  sometimes 
for  the  landlords  and  sometimes  for  the 
tenant,  than  to  act  as  a  kind  of  Judge- 
valuator  for  one  year  only.  It  struck 
him  that  at  present  the  arrangements  in 
this  respect  were  anything  but  satisfac- 
tory. The  other  matter  to  which  he 
called  attention,  and  on  which  his  appre- 
hensions had  not  been  relieved  by  ex- 
planation, was  the  appointment  of  assist- 
ant valuators. 

Lord  FREDERICK  CAVENDISH 
said,  he  thought  two  had  been  ap- 
pointed. 

Mb.  GIBSON  said,  he  would  like  to 
know  who  they  were.  He  had  heard  of 
the  proposed  appointment  of  Mr.  Murphy 
— a  gentleman  he  never  saw,  but  whom 
he  understood  was  a  gentleman  of  great 
abilitv.  He  had  heard  it  distinctly 
stated  that  the  Land  Commissioners 
were  very  desirous  to  obtain  the  ser- 
vices of  Mr.  Murphy,  and  that  he  was 
willing  to  serve  if  he  should  be  paid  at 
the  rate  at  which  Mr.  Gray  was  paid,  or 
at  some  oihsi  reasonable  figure.  It  was 
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to  NMlMMi  the  pnrnant^  and  the  oonae- 
•Mw  WM  tha  ▼■IiiaMe  Mrfioea  of  Mr. 
Mnphar  w«m  lo«t  to  the  Land  Oommis- 
MB.  no  had  aaid  on  pablid  ^tftynns, 
•adhowoald  myvaajin  theMoiueit- 
mK,  Ibak  if  Hiia  was  the  ikot  it  wat  a 
gRNi  poUio  aemdal.  It  was  of  the 
BMtMit  impovtanoe  to  know  who  ware 
m  asriafeant  Taliiatoniy  and  it  was  legiti- 
■sla  to  iamdxo  what  the  Gkyreniment 
iateaded  to  do  in  xefarenoe  to  the  tenure 
rf  thsaa  mitlainen.  There  were  86  of 
ndk  gontloBieui  upon  whom  vezy  great 
sad  important  dntiea  were  imposed  by 
the  AaL  Twelve  of  them  had  a  tenure 
of  teran  raata  thst  was,  ihe^  had  a 
t  tMuva  aa  mag  as  two  of  the  CDuef  Oom- 
l  pJMJnnani  tfaamselvas.  The  other  34 
[■flsBisa  had  only  m.  tenure  of  18 
MBtfaa^  and  he  would  like  to  know 
salar  what  Bole  this  tenure  was  regn- 
ktidf  Ha  understood  that  the  tenure 
of  die  Assistant  Oommissioiiers  should 

€f  the  legal  one  ahonld  be  £1,000,  and 
tf  tta  nfln4sgal  one  £760.  He  should 
Bato  kaowr  thAn»  under  which  of  the 
Balss  it  waa  that  the  tenure  of  the  last 

had  been  out  down  to  12 
if  He  would  alao  like  to  know 
the  Qofemment^  at  the  end  ot 
Aa  12  Bionthsi  intended  to  give  more 
rtsbOi^to  the tsnure  of  the  24  aanst- 
sst  Talnators^  and  free  them  from 
tte  great  uncertainty  whioh  surrounded 
ikmt  appointment,  and  whioh,  from 
efeiy  point  of  view,  depriyed  them  of 
die  semblance  of  independence?  He 
vss  snxious  to  give  every  independence 
tbst  could  be  given  to  the  Assistant 
Oommissioners,  so  that  they  should  feel 
frae  and  independent  when  they  were 
gtring  their  decisions.  He  was  entitled 
to  ssk  if  it  was  intended  by  the  Qovem- 
mint,  at  the  end  of  the  first  12  months' 
tMmre,  to  re-appoint  the  Assistant  Oom- 
aiisBoners  for  another  term  of  12  months 
oafy?  He  would  be  glad  to  know  when  it 
wss  intended  to  lay  the  Bules  of  the  Land 
Oonunission  on  the  Table  of  the  House  ? 
And  ha  would  like  to  know,  bearing  in 
■ind  the  statements  that  were  made  by 
tiis  Eizst  Lord  of  the  Treasury  and  the 
Quef  Seoretarj  when  the  Land  Act 
wss  passing  tlurough  Parliament,  when 
Iksy  were  to  have  the  statements  laid 
fls  the  TtMs  of  the  House  as  to  the 
tana  and  qnaiifioationf  and  names,  and 
ittarpartBoniiM^  of  the  Assistant  Com- 


missioners t  When  the  Land  Bill  was 
in  Ctommittee,  th^  were  distinctly  told 
that  th^  need  not  wait  fbr  the  Annual 
Beport  for  such  information,  for  the 
right  hon.  (Gentleman  at  the  head  of  the 
Government  stated,  in  answer  to  his 
(Ifr.  GUbson's)  criticismB,  that  they 
would  anticipate  the  Annual  Beport  by 
a  short  statement,  which  would  at  once 
be  laid  before  Parliament,  indicating 
the  names,  qualifications^  tenure,  and 
other  particulars  of  the  Assistant  Oom- 
missioners. That  had  not  been  done  up 
to  the  present,  and  he  did  not  think 
any  further  delay  should  be  permitted. 
There  was  another  matter  to  whidi  he 
would  invite  the  attention  of  the  noble 
Lord.  There  was  a  large  sum  set  down 
in  the  Estimate  fSor  travelling  expenses 
— £9,400.  He  would  like  some  expla- 
nation of  that  item.  Were  these  travel- 
ling and  personal  expenses  for  the  ad- 
ministralaon  of  the  Ajot  by  the  Assistant 
Oommissioners ;  were  the  Assistant  Oom- 
missioners paid  lodging  monev  and 
travelling  expenses,  and^  had  Ihe^  to 
make  a  Beport  of  their  travelling? 
These  facts  were  important,  with  regiurd 
to  the  visits  they  paid  the  farms  and 
other  matters  which  were  open  to  legi- 
timate criticism.  He  did  not  wish  to 
go  into  minute  details  and  matters  of 
small  moment,  but  it  was  important  that 
some  explanation  should  be  given  as  to 
how  the  amount  nven  in  the  Estimate 
was  made  up.  Hon.  Members  should 
be  informed  how  much  was  for  the 
lodging  and  how  much  for  travelling, 
and  what  the  travelling  was  ?  Was  it 
travelling  from  town  to  town,  or  was  it 
travelling  to  make  the  inspection,  and,  if 
so,  how  much  was  put  down  for  inspec- 
tion ?  He  would  say  nothing  about 
'*  incidental  expenses,"  as  he  supposed, 
in  connection  with  a  matter  of  such 
magnitude  as  this  that  they  would  have 
to  be  incurred ;  but  there  was  another 
item  he  would  like  some  explanation 
upon,  and  this  would  be  the  last  he 
would  refer  to.  In  the  matter  of*' Survey 
and  Valuation,"  he  was  struck  by  the 
smallness  of  the  figure— £200.  He 
.should  like  to  know  what  valuation  cost 
that  very  small  sum ;  and  he  should  like 
also  to  be  informed  whether  the  surveys 
and  valuations  were  made  by  the  chief 
valuer  or  other  valuers,  or  by  the  sur- 
veyors ;  and  whether  the  surveys  and 
valuations  were  made  for  the  purpose  of 
fixing  the  rents  by  the  Assistant  Com* 
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xnissioners  ?  He  should  like,  in  oonneo- 
tion  with  this,  to  know  whether  there 
were  any  canons  of  valuation  laid  down 
for  the  guidance  of  the  yaluatois  who 
were  employed  by  the  Assistant  Com- 
missioners ?  The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Member  for  Westminster  (Mr.  "W. 
H.  Smith)  had  drawn  attention,  in  a 
Return  he  had  asked  for,  to  the  fact 
that  when  the  late  Sir  Kichard  Griffith 
made  his  great  valuation  of  Ireland,  he 
deemed  it  necessary — as  it  was  obviously 
necessary — to  give  minute  details  indi- 
cating the  general  principles  which 
should  guide  the  valuators  in  making 
their  valuations,  and  these  documents 
were  often  appealed  to.  The  Committee 
had  a  right  now  to  ask  what  instructions 
were  given  to  the  valuators  employed  to 
make  the  surveys  and  valuations,  both 
by  the  Assistant  Commissioners  and  the 
Chief  Commissioners.  Did  they  merely 
turn  the  valuators  loose  on  the  farms, 
and  tell  them  to  make  such  valuations 
as  they  thought  fit  in  their  discretion, 
or  did  they  give  them  some  indications 
as  to  the  general  principles  on  which 
they  were  to  proceed  ?  It  might  be  that 
the  noble  Lord  was  not  in  a  position  just 
now  to  answer  this  question;  but  he 
(Mr.  Gibson)  would  be  glad  if  at  some 
time  some  explanation  were  given  to  the 
Committee  on  the  point. 

Lord  FREDERICK  CAVENDISH 
said,  that  with  regard  to  the  Valuators, 
as  he  had  already  stated,  he  could  not 
speak  with  certainty  as  to  the  terms  on 
which  they  were  appointed.  This,  how- 
ever, he  could  say,  that  the  terms  of  the 
appointments  were  satisfactory  to  the 
gentlemen  selected,  and  that  these  gen- 
tlemen were  considered  by  the  Chief 
Commissioners  perfectly  qualified  to  per- 
form the  functions  of  their  offices.  [Mr. 
Gibson:  What  is  their  tenure?]  The 
terms  sanctioned  by  the  Treasury  were 
such  as  to  secure  the  appointment  of 
men  well  qualified  for  the  work.  The 
next  Question  put  to  him  was  with  re- 
gard to  the  Rules  of  the  Land  Commis- 
sion. They  had  been  laid  on  the 
Table,  and  he  had  no  doubt  would  be 
very  shortly  circulated.  With  respect 
to  the  tenure  of  the  Assistant  Commis- 
sioners, it  was  at  first  contemplated  to 
make  the  appointments  for  seven  years. 
These  was  a  great  number  of  cases 
entered  for  hearing ;  but  it  was  not  cer- 
tain whether  applications  to  the  Court 
would  oontinue  to  be  made  in  large 
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numbers  for  more  than  a  limited  period ; 
therefore  it  was  thought  undesirable  to 
appoint  gentlemen  for  a  number  of  yean 
when,  at  the  expiration  of  the  first  year, 
they  might  be  absolutely  unemployed. 
The  right  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman 
(Mr.  Gibson)  asked  what  would  be  tiie 
tenure  of  these  gentlemen  at  the  expi- 
ration of  the  first  year  ?     Well,  as  to 
that,  the  Government  would  be  better 
able  to  judge  when  the  12  months  ex- 
pired.    Therefore,   he   would  ask  the 
right  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  to  re- 
peat his  Question  at  the  end  of  the  fint 
year.     With  regard   to   travelling  and 
expenses,  speaking  from  recollection,  he 
believed  there  was  so  much  allowed  for 
fares,  and  so  much  for  day  and  night 
expenses — £1  or  £1  1«. — and  the  actual 
travelling  expenses.     This  amounted  to 
a  large  sum ;  but  when  they  remem- 
bered the  number  of  Assistant  Commia- 
sioners  at  work,    they  would    not  be 
surprised  at  its  magnitude.     As  to  the 
amount  for  surveys  and  valuations,  the 
right  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  waa 
surprised  that  it  was  so  small ;  but  one 
reason  was  that  the  Ordnance  Survey 
did  what  was  required  free  of  charge. 
The  Valuation  Department  also  rendered 
great  service  to  the  Land  Commisaioii 
in  supplying  information  as  to  the  Go- 
vernment valuation.     The  charge  made 
in  the  Estimate  was  for  copying  some  of 
the  valuations  received  from  the  Valua- 
tion Department.     This  Sub-head  did 
not,  he  thought,  include  any  expenses 
connected  with  the  valuations. 

Mb.  W.  H.  smith  :  The  noble  Lord 
has  omitted  to  answer  one  or  two  ques- 
tions put  to  him  by  the  right  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
the  University  of  Dublin  (Mr.  Gibson). 
The  rieht  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman 
insisted,  first  of  all,  upon  the  necessify 
of  indicating  some  of  the  principles  of 
valuation  which  are  to  guide  the  valuers. 
He  referred  to  very  important  principles 
laid  down  by  Sir  Richard  Griffith  wnen 
the  valuation  of  Ireland  was  undertaken 
by  him  many  years  ago.  The  Commit- 
tee have  not,  however,  heard  what  the 
principles  are  which  are  to  guide  the 
valuators  in  discharging  the  duties  they 
have  undertaken.  It  has  not  even 
been  stated  whether  any  principles  have 
been  indicated.  I  will  not  now  enter 
into  the  question  that  stands  for  con- 
sideration by  the  House  next  Tuesday ; 
but  I  assume,  as  a  matter  of  fact,  tiiat 
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such  as  seemed  necessary  as  matters 
stood,  and  I  do  not  think  there  would  be 
any  advantage  at  the  present  moment  in 
altering  them.  The  best  thing  we  can 
do  is  to  wait  a  few  months,  and  we  shall 
then  know  a  great  deal  more  than  we  know 
at  present,  both  with  regard  to  the 
amount  of  work  to  be  done  and  the  rate 
at  which  it  has  to  be  done.  We  shall  be 
anxious  to  give  all  the  information  we 
can,  and  to  take  the  best  measures  we 
can  for  meeting  the  various  demands  of 
the  case  in  the  course  of  the  present 
Session.  As  to  the  question  of  the  rate 
at  which  the  work  is  to  be  done,  the 
House  probably  was  surprised  last  night 
to  hear  my  hon.  and  learned  Friend  the 
Solicitor  General  for  Ireland  set  forth 
the  remarkable  acceleration  of  the  busi- 
ness in  the  Courts  during  the  month  of 
February,  as  compared  with  the  rate  of 
progress  during  the  preceding  months, 
although  there  had  been  no  lack  of  dili- 
gence on  the  part  of  the  Assistant  Com- 
missioners. At  first  operations  were 
slow,  owing  to  the  difficulty  attending 
initial  stages  with  regard  to  machinery 
and  rules.  Another  point  raised  by  the 
right  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  (Mr. 
Gibson)  was  the  engagement  of  Her 
Majesty's  Government  to  produce  an 
account  with  respect  to  the  Sub-Commis- 
sioners to  be  appointed.  It  is  quite 
true  it  was  stated  that  it  would  not  be 
necessary  to  wait  for  the  conclusion  of 
the  year's  operations  ;  but  it  is  no  part  of 
my  duty  to  look  to  the  redemption  of 
that  engagement.  I  am  quite  sure  the 
Chief  Secretary,  if  he  were  here,  would 
be  able  to  give  a  better  account  than  I 
can.  If  there  should  by  an  accident,  in 
the  midst  of  an  immense  amount  of  work 
and  number  of  engagements,  have  been 
a  remissness  in  this  matter,  we  will  look 
into  it  and  endeavour  to  give  the  infor- 
mation desired  at  the  earliest  possible 
time. 

Sir  E.  ASSIIETON  CROSS:  I  am 
glad  to  hear  what  has  fallen  from  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  as  to  an  account 
of  the  Sub-Commissioners.  The  House 
expected,  whpn  this  Act  was  passed  last 
year,  that  the  Chief  Commissioners 
tiiomselves  would,  at  the  commencement, 
have  gone  into  the  different  localities  in 
Ireland,  and  written  the  line  at  the  head 
of  the  copy-book,  so  to  speak — have  laid 
down  some  sort  of  rule  for  the  guidance 
of  the  Sub-Oommissioners.  I  very  much 
.  regret  that  they  did  not  do  bo.     We 
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trusted  these  gentlemen.  The  Bill  would 
never  have  been  allowed  to  pass  if  the 
names  of  the  Chief  Commissioners  had 
not  met  with  the  approval  of  the  House 
and  been  put  into  it.  These  gentlemen,  I 
contend,  should  themselves  have  visited 
the  different  Provinces  and  counties  in 
order  to  show  what  their  interpretation 
of  the  Act  was.  There  was  one  part  of 
the  observations  of  my  right  hon.  and 
learned  Friend  (Mr.  Gibson)  to  whidi 
the  Prime  Minister  has  not  aoeorded  an 
answer,  and  that  was  whether,  in  the 
absence  of  personal  visits  to  the  locali- 
ties by  the  Chief  Commissioners,  there 
were  not  some  general  principles  laid 
down  by  them  and  communicated  to  the 
Sub-Commissioners?  That  is  what  we 
especially  want  to  know.  These  gentle- 
men were  trusted  with  the  execution 
of  this  Act  on  the  faith  of  their  great 
name  and  standing  in  the  country.  If 
they  had  gone  round  themselves  and 
given  a  sort  of  plea  as  to  the  meaning  of 
the  Act,  and  as  to  how  different  cases 
were  to  be  dealt  with,  the  state  of  the 
case  would  have  been  very  different; 
but  they  did  not  do  that,  and  therefore 
one  may  say  that  the  putting  of  this  Act 
into  operation  was  handed  over  to  the 
Sub-Commissioners.  What  we  want  to 
know,  therefore,  is,  when  these  Sub- 
Commissioners  were  appointed  ? — I  will 
not  say  what  instructions  were  given 
them,  because  they  would  not  be  in- 
structions, but  what  general  principles 
were  laid  down  for  their  guidance? 
An  hon.  Member  the  other  night  said 
that,  whether  you  take  Ireland  by  Pro- 
vinces or  counties,  you  find  pretty  much 
the  same  line  of  policy  followed  by  the 
Sub-Commissioners — whoever  they  are 
— whether  they  are  those  who  were  first 
appointed  or  those  who  were  appointed 
last.  He  went  further,  and  said  some- 
thing which  struck  me  very  much.  He 
declared — 

^'It  has  not  been  denied,  although  it  has  been 
frequently  pointed  out,  that  whether  the  fanna 
are  highly  rack-rented  or  not  rack-rented,  the 
reductions  are  pretty  much  the  same.  TheSnb- 
Commissioncrs  do  not  seem  to  be  guided  by  the 
extuiit  of  rack-renting,  but  they  have  made  a 
general  reduction  of  something  like  26  per 
cent.** 

I  do  not  know  whether  that  is  so  or  not. 
[*'No,  no!"]  Well,  that  is  a  point 
upon  which  I  want  information.  All  I 
say  is  that  that  was  an  accusation  made 
by  an  hon.  Member  who  spoke  the  other 


wbicb,  tio«eT«r,  le  onl;  inci- 
to  the  qusBtion  I  am  patting, 
ich  the  Oommittee  is  entitled,  I 
to  have  answered.  Were  any 
prinoiplee  laid  down  for  the 
e  of  the  Sub-CommiBaionete 
nre  to  be  appointed;  and  if  the 
J  Qeneral  for  Ireland  will  be 
looRh  to  state  that  to  the  Com- 
'  I  will  aak  him  further,  if  that 
bat  are  the  general  principles  bo 
WD,  and  were  the  inatructionB  to 
nstant  Commissioners  communi- 
1  writiog  or  not  ?  That  is  a  ver; 
]aeetion,  to  which,  I  hope,  we 
are  a  very  plain  answer  from  the 
on.  and  learned  Qentleman.  Be- 
nt down  I  would  add  a  query 
has  foUen  from  my  right  hon. 
the  Member  for  Westminster 
V,  H.  Smith),  and  which  deserves 
onsideration — namely,  what  is  the 
of  the  last-appointed  Oommis- 
>7  I  quite  agree  with  the  Prime 
er  that  in  an  ordinary  case  it 
not  hsTe  been  well  to  saddle  the 
y  for  6»e  or  seven  years  with  a 
» for  a  flood  of  officers  who  would 
reqaired  after  12  or  18  months. 
I  a  case  of  this  kind,  where  you 
i70,000  people  who  may  have  re- 
to  the  Court,  you  must  have 
I,  if  your  Act  was  to  succeed  at 
o  would  have  a  great  many  appli- 
I,  and  that  it  was  not  at  all  im- 
ble  that  for  the  first  two  or  three 


UommiSBion  migtit  del^ste  to  any 
Sub-Oommissioa  such  of  the  powera 
by  the  Act  conferred  upon  the  Land 
Oommiosion  as  they  thonght  expe- 
dient, and  might  from  time  to  time 
revoke,  alter,  or  modify  any  of  the 
powers  so  delegated  to  the  Sub-Oom- 
mission.  That  delegation,  whatever  it 
was,  he  apprehended  was  an  instruc- 
tion. In  reply  to  the  right  hon.  lUem- 
ber  for  King's  Lynn  (Mr.  Bourke),  to- 
day he  had  given  an  undertaking  to  lay 
on  the  Table  a  copy  of  the  delegation  ; 
therefore,  so  far  as  that  was  concerned, 
the  House  would  see  what  those  in- 
structions were.  Beyond  that  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Gtovemment  could  not  go.  If  the 
Committee  wanted  any  other  instructions 
given  to  the  Sub-CommisBioners  by 
the  Land  Commiseion,  application  must 
be  made  to  the  Land  Com  mission , 
because  the  Government  knew  nothing 
at  all  about  it.  ["  Oh,  oh !  "j  Probably 
there  were  hon.  Members  present  who 
thought  it  was  the  duty  of  the  Govern* 
ment  to  control  and  supervise  the  Land 
Commission.  He  confessed  he  was 
not  of  that  opinion.  It  was  the  duty 
of  the  Land  Commission  to  discharge 
their  own  functions  independently,  and 
it  was  not  the  duty  of  the  Govern- 
ment to  interfere  with  them  in  the 
discharge  of  those  functions.  The  next 
point  to  which  reference  was  made 
was  the  tenure  of  the  ABsistant  Gom- 
The  tenure  of  the  first  who 
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was  also  laid  on  the  Table  to  be  printed. 
He  had  asked  for  it  whilst  this  dis- 
cussion had  been  going  on,  but  had  been 
unable  to  obtain  it.  It  had  been  laid  on 
the  Table,  but  had  not  jet  been  printed ; 
he  apprehended  that  it  would  neces- 
sarily be  printed  as  a  public  document. 
But  the  Assistant  Commissioners  ap- 
pointed under  that  Rule  of  November 
held  office  for  one  year  certain.  As  to 
the  reduction  of  rents,  of  course,  to  strike 
an  average  all  round  gave  no  conclusion 
of  any  value  whatever ;  but  anyone 
who  looked  at  the  Ketums  furnished 
would  find  that  in  some  cases  there  had 
been  no  alteration  in  the  rents,  whilst 
in  others  some  had  ■  been  reduced  and 
others  had  been  only  triflingly  raised. 
He  had  not  provided  himself  with  the 
figures,  because  he  had  not  anticipated 
that  the  point  would  crop  up.  There 
were  some  cases  where  the  reductions 
were  slight,  in  others  where  they  were 
considerable;  in  fact,  the  reductions 
made  varied  &*om  2  or  3  per  cent  to  50 
per  cent.  The  rent  was,  and  must  be, 
fixed  having  regard  to  the  circumstances 
of  each  case.  The  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman had  suggested  that  the  large 
amount  of  business  to  be  disposed  of, 
the  large  number  of  persons  who  might 
be  expected  to  go  into  Court,  and  the 
large  number  who,  in  point  of  fact,  had 
already  served  originating  notices,  made 
it  appear  that  some  means  to  make  the 
administration  of  the  Act  more  rapid 
were  required.  He,  however,  did  not 
think  the  facts  already  presented 
would  of  necessity  justify  that  sugges- 
tion, for  the  Return  which  the  Solicitor 
General  for  Ireland  had  quoted  from 
last  night  showed  that  nearly  half  the 
amount  had  been  arranged  out  of  Court ; 
and  the  longer  the  Act  was  in  work  the 
more  smoothly  it  might  be  expected  to 
work,  and  the  more  numerous,  he  appre- 
hended, would  be  the  cases  amicably 
settled  out  of  Court.  As  an  illustration 
of  this,  he  would  mention  that  he  had 
received  a  letter  to-day  from  the  South 
of  Ireland,  near  Bandon,  in  which  this 
statement  was  made — 

"  The  valuator,  who  was  called  on  the  part  of 
the  landlord,  was  employed  on  the  part  of  the 
landlord  to  value  the  estate.  He  went  over  and 
valued  it.  The  tenants  appointed  their  valuator 
by  agreement,  and  the  tenants'  valuator  valued 
the  Qstate  also  independently  of  the  landlord's 
valuator. " 

The  estate  appeared  to  be  a  considerable 
one.    Before  the  valuators  entered  upon 
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their  valuation  they  appointed  an  arbi- 
trator, and  the  writer  of  the  letter  (Mr. 
Hooper)  said — 

**  I  and  the  tenants'  valuator  sat  down,  and  in 
throe  houn  we  had  arranged  the  entire  estate, 
with  10  exceptions,  which  the  umpire  di^osed 
of." 

He  did  not  see  why  that  desirable 
course  should  not  go  on  largely  in  Ire- 
land. The  longer  the  Act  was  in  work 
the  less  friction  there  would  be  in  its 
working,  the  nearer  landlords  and 
tenants  would  come  together  and  settle 
the  points  by  mutual  arrangement,  as 
was  a  common  practice  before  the  Act 
was  passed. 

Sir  R.  ASSHETON  CROSS  said,  he 
wished  to  know  whether  any  principles 
had  been  laid  down  for  the  guidance  of 
the  Sub-Commissioners  and  valuators; 
and  whether  there  would  be  any  objec- 
tion to  a  Return,  containing  such  prin* 
ciples,  being  presented  ? 

The  attorney  GENERAL  toe 
IRELAND  (Mr.  W.  M.  Johnsow)  re- 
plied,  that  he  thought  it  would  be  better 
to  inquire  in  the  first  instance.  The 
Prime  Minister  had  no  information  on 
that  subject  at  present ;  but,  of  courBe,. 
an  inquiry  could  be  made. 

Sib  R.  ASSHETON  CROSS  said,  he 
hoped  the  right  hon.  and  learned  Oen- 
tleman  would  make  an  inquiry  and 
answer  the  question  in  a  day  or  two. 

Mb.  TOTTENHAM  inquired  when 
the  Return  from  which  the  Solicitor 
General  for  Ireland  had  quoted  would 
be  laid  on  the  Table  ?  He  did  not  think 
it  quite  fair  to  those  who  had  to  make 
observations  on  these  points  that  a  Re- 
turn should  again  be  sprung  upon  them* 
He  also  wished  to  know  whether  it  was 
not  a  matter  of  fact  that  in  the  Returns 
which  had  been  published  the  vast  ma- 
jority of  cases  had  shown  reductions  of 
between  20  and  30  per  cent,  and  that  the 
next  figure  was  between  30  and  40  per 
cent  ?  Those  were  the  results  of  such 
analysis  as  he  had  been  able  to  make  of 
the  Returns  presented.  He  further  in- 
quired whether  it  did  not  appear  that  on 
the  date  of  those  Returns  the  cases 
settled  out  of  Court  had  been  only  60  ? 

The  solicitor  GENERAL  ior 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Pobteb)  said,  he  could 
only  say  in  answer  that  the  Return  from 
which  he  had  quoted  had  been  preyiously 
laid  on  the  Table.  It  had  not  then  been 
printed,  but  he  had  a  mLanuBcript  copy 
of  it.    With  regard  to  the  reductions— 
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•  

^n  the  Province  of  Oonnaught,  where 
they  were  lar^st,  the  average  reduction 
was  28*60  per  cent,  and  in  the  Province 
of  LeinsteFy  where  they  were  the  least, 
the  aTerM^  was  21-5  per  cent. 

8ieB.  A8SHET0N  GGEtOSS  explained, 
that  what  he  had  alluded  to  in  his  ques- 
tion was  any  instructions  or  principles 
that  might  have  heen  laid  down  by  the 
Chief  UommisaionerB.     The  right  hon. 
and  learned    Gentleman  the   Attorney 
General  for  Ireland  had  stated  that  he 
would  inqnire  upon  that ;  but  this  very 
qaestion  had  been  down  on  the  Paper  in 
Uie  name  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Member  for  Westminster  (Mr.  W. 
H.  Smith)  for  more  than  a  week.  Surely 
the  Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland,  or  the 
Attorney  General  for  Ireland,  or  the  So- 
Hotor  General  for  Ireland,  ought  to  have 
heen  able  to  answer  a  simple  question, 
of  which  Notice  had  been  given  more 
than  a  week  ago,  by  this  time. 

The  ATTOENEY  GENEEAL  for 
IBELAND  (Mr.  W.  M.  JoHNSOw) :  lean 
only  plead  guilty  to  not  having  done 
what,  perhaps,  I  ought  to  have  done,  in 
ooDsequenoe  of  the  pressure  of  the  proper 
hoainess  of  my  own  Department. 

Ma.  TOTTENHAM  again  asked  when 
the  Betom  from  which  the  Solicitor  Ge- 
neral for  Ireland  had  quoted  would  be 
m  the  hands  of  Members  ?  It  was  no 
answer  to  his  question  to  say  that  it  had 
heen  laid  on  the  Table,  or  that  copies 
of  it  were  in  the  possession  of  the 
Government.  It  ought  also  to  have  been 
io  the  hands  of  ^Members,  in  order  that 
they  might  be  in  a  position  to  answer 
the  figures  it  contained. 

Mb.  GLADSTONE  said,  it  was  a  diffi- 
cult thing  to  say  when  the  printer  would 
have  the  Return  printed  ;  and,  whatever 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  might  think, 
it  was  impossible  for  the  Government  to 
state  that  positively.  All  they  could 
do  was  to  lay  the  Return  on  the 
Table  ;  the  printer  was  not  under  their 
direction. 

Mr.  SEXTON  said,  a  good  deal  had 
Wn  heard  of  the  printer  last  Session, 
wbon  it  happened  that  he  was  not  able 
to  produce  Papers  in  time  for  them  to  be 
made  use  of.  He  (Mr.  Sexton)  had 
careful! J  studied  the  Returns — as  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  had  invited  Mem- 
bers to  do — he  did  not  say  as  to  par- 
ticular Provinces,  or  in  particular  dis- 
tricts, or  well-off  parts  of  the  country, 
where  the  tenant*  were  comparatively 


well  able  to  live,  or  where  the  improve- 
ments were  of  slight  value,  or  where 
they  were  several  times  the  value  of  the 
fee-simple.  But  he  had  found  that 
throughout  the  average  reduction  was 
about  2t5  per  cent,  and  that  the  Sub- 
Oommissioners  had  kept  over  Griffith's 
valuation.  He  was  quite  unable  to  un- 
derstand how  this  universally  identical 
result  had  been  arrived  at.  The  Prime 
Minister  had  dropped  an  observation 
with  regard  to  a  statement  made  by  the 
Solicitor  General  for  Ireland  last  night, 
and  he  appeared  to  desire  to  lead  the 
Committee  to  the  conclusion  that  the 
rate  of  speed  shown  by  the  Sub-Com- 
missioners in  arriving  at  their  decisions 
had  very  much  increased ;  and  he  con- 
veyed the  idea  to  the  Committee  that 
there  had  been  considerable  improve- 
ment in  that  respect.  Now,  the  cases 
decided  up  to  the  end  of  January  num- 
bered 1,300;  the  number  in  February 
1,000.  But  how  did  the  Solicitor  General 
for  Ireland  proceed  ?  By  taking  credit 
to  the  Sub-Commissioners  for  the  cases 
settled  out  of  Court.  Why  had  these  cases 
been  settled  out  of  Court  ?  The  fact  that 
they  had  been  settled  out  of  Court  was 
the  most  damning  and  fatal  fact  against 
the  Sub- Commissioners.  The  tenants, 
seeing  the  hopelessness  of  seeking  to 
obtain  judicial  decisions  for  months  and, 
perhaps,  years,  were  in  many  parts  ac- 
cepting any  terms  the  landlords  chose 
to  offer.  The  Sub-Commissioners  had 
shown  fatal  facility  in  too  many  cases  in 
making  vexatious  and  needless  decisions. 
The  Attorney  General  for  Ireland  said 
those  cases  would  become  more  nume- 
rous. No  doubt  they  would.  The  more 
the  conviction  was  forced  home  on  the 
minds  of  the  tenants  that  they  need  not 
hope  for  an  early  settlement,  the  more 
completely  would  they  be  at  the  mercy 
of  the  landlords.  And  why  did  the  right 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  leave  out  of 
view  the  fact  that  most  of  these  tenants 
were  two  or  three  years  in  arrear  ?  If, 
in  such  a  case,  there  was  no  chance  of  a 
decision  for  two  or  three  years,  would  not 
the  landlord,  under  threat  of  eviction  to 
recover  the  arrears,  impose  any  terms 
on  the  tenant  ?  These  settlements  out 
of  Court  were  direct  testimony  to  the 
inefficiency  of  the  Land  Act.  A  thousand 
cases  were  heard  in  February ;  that  was 
an  increase,  but,  even  so,  it  was*  only 
12,000  cases  a- year,  and  it  would  take 
six  jears  to  deal  with  the  cases  awaitm^^ 
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hearing.  And,  further,  whatever  had 
been  gained  in  speed  had  been  lost  in 
publio  utility,  for  the  discontent  with 
the  decisions  had  grown  during  Feb- 
ruary. The  indication  by  the  Prime 
Minister  that  the  reductions  would  be 
lower  in  future  had  produced  an  imme- 
diate effect  on  the  Bub-Commissioners ; 
and  although,  of  course,  the  Sub-Com- 
missioners were  independent  judicial 
officers,  there  were  many  ways — by  a 
postscript  to  a  letter  or  a  speech  in  the 
House  of  Commons — by  which  judicial 
independence  might  be  at  least  sapped, 
if  not  overthrown.  The  Government 
were  so  in  love  with  their  Act 

The  chairman  :  The  hon.  Mem- 
ber cannot,  under  a  Vote  for  the  Officers 
of  the  Land  Commission,  discuss  the 
general  principles  of  the  Act. 

Mr.  sexton,  continuing,  said,  the 
Sub-Commissioners  in  Armagh,  which 
was  in  Ulster,  had  recently  valued  an 
estate  belonging  to  Mr.  Francis  William 
Pope,  and  their  decision  had  given  such 
grave  dissatisfaction  that  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  the  county  (Mr.  Eichardson)  had 
felt  it  his  duty  to  send  a  valuator  over 
the  estate  after  the  decision  had  been 
given,  and  that  valuator  had  arrived  at 
the  same  conclusion  as  the  tenant's 
valuator.  And  a  most  remarkable  scene 
was  witnessed  a  few  weeks  ago  in  that 
locality.  During  the  popularity  of  the 
Act  which  they  thought  was  to  be  their 
one  salvation  and  hope,  the  tenants  gave 
a  singular  proof  of  that  popularity  by 
publicly  burning  two  of  the  Armagh 
Sub-Commissioners  in  effigy;  and  the 
newspaper  report  stated  that  the  burn- 
ing of  the  effigies  was  carried  out  with 
the  utmost  enthusiasm  by  the  farmers 
of  that  district,  and  also  that  they 
adopted  a  resolution  asking  for  the  dis- 
missal of  the  Sub-Commissioners.  These 
were  proofs  of  popularity  to  which  he 
(Mr.  Sexton)  would  have  a  very  strong 
objection  if  he  had  been  concerned  in 
the  production  of  the  Land  Act.  The 
Attorney  General  for  Ireland  had  quoted 
an  Irish  proverb — that  **  the  best  goaler 
is  always  on  the  ditch."  There  was  at 
this  moment  a  curious  official  illustration 
of  that  proverb.  The  Chief  Secretary 
was  supposed  to  know  more  about  the 
work  before  the  Commissioners  than 
anyone  else;  but  where  was  he?  It 
was  his  business  to  be  in  the  House  to 
answer  important  Questions  rather  than 
to  be  away  on   the  ditches  in  Clare, 
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making  speeches  to  a  small  army  of 
police  and  soldiers. 

Mb.  J.   N.  RICHARDSON  said,  it 
was  perfectly  true  that  he  had  from  time 
received  letters,  finding  fault  with  the 
decisions  of  the  Sub-Commissioners,  from 
tenants  who  had  considered  the  redno- 
tions  made  in  their  oases  too  low.    He 
had  also  been  asked  from  time  to  time 
to  take  part  in  meetings  to  find  fault 
with  the  Sub-Commissioners'  decisions; 
but  he  had  uniformly  declined  to  do  so, 
believing  that,   as  a  Member  of  that 
House,  it  was  not  his  business  to  sit  in 
judgment  upon  the  Sub-CommissionerB. 
He  had  not  thought  any  the  less  of  the 
Land  Act  because  of  these  complaints ; 
his  belief  was  that,  so  long  as  the  Sub- 
Commissioners  satisfied  neither  party, 
they  could  not  be  very  far  from  right. 
With  regard  to  the  burning  of  the  Sub- 
Commissioners  in  effigy,  he   had  heard 
nothing  of  it.     [Mr.  Sexton  :  It  was  re« 
ported  in  the  newspapers.]     He  had  not 
seen  the  report.     It  might  have  hap- 
pened, for  in  some  parts  of  Ireland  effi- 
gies were  sometimes  burned.  He  believed 
that  the  late  Lord  Beaconsfield  had  been 
burned  in  effigy ;  and  he  knew  the  pre- 
sent Prime  Minister  had  been  ;  ana  he 
himself  had  been  burned  in  effigy  on 
the  back  of  the  Prime  Minister.     They 
were  not,  however,  burned  in  effigy  by 
supporters  of  the  Liberal  Party,  or  of 
the  Party  whom  the  hon.  Members  oppo- 
site (the  Home  Kule  Members)  wished 
to  represent,  but  by  the  supporters  of 
the  Opposition.  • 

Mr.  a.  MOORE  said,  he  thought  it 
extraordinary  that  hon.  Members  should 
rise  at  this  moment  to  complain  of  the 
slowness  of  the  Sub -Commissioners. 
What  amazed  him  was  the  forgetfulness 
into  which  hon.  Members  fell  from  time 
to  time.  Was  the  Committee  aware  theit 
the  whole  of  Tipperary  was  at  this  mo- 
ment  covered  with  placards,  signed  by 
Mr.  Egan,  telling  the  tenants  not  to  pay 
rent  and  not  to  go  into  Court?  Yet 
the  Sub-Commissioners  were  to  bear  the 
blame  of  delay,  while  the  whole  force  of 
the  Land  League  organization  was  being 
directed  against  not  only  paying  rent, 
but  going  into  Court.  When  the  Com- 
missioners went  to  his  town  (Clonmel), 
not  a  tenant  ventured  to  go  into  Court, 
for  the  word  had  gone  forth  that  it 
would  not  be  safe  to  do  so.  A  number 
of  tenants  were  most  anxious  to  aooept 
the  most  generous  offer  of  their  laud- 
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lords  to  pay  75  per  cent  of  rent  down, 
and  leave  25  per  cent  unpaid.  Nothing 
eottld  have  been  fairer ;  but  when  the 
tenants  were  prepared  with  their  cases 
to  go  before  the  Court,  shots  were  fired 
into  their  houses.  In  the  case  of  one 
man,  a  bullet  was  fired  into  his  house, 
and  struck  his  daughter  on  the  back, 
thoogh  happily  without  inflicting  any 
serious  wound.  And  in  the  yard  the 
man  found  a  notice  on  the  wall  to  this 
effect — "  No  rent;  no  Court.  Moonlight 
?rill  call  again."  That  was  the  reason 
why  the  tenants  did  not  go  into  Court, 
and  the  Act  had  not  worked  more 
rapidly ;  and,  until  these  outrages  were 
pat  down,  the  Act  could  not  possibly 
work  well. 

Mr.  QRAT  said,  it  was  evident  that 
the  abstention  of  tenants,  either  because 
of  intimidation  or  for  other  reasons, 
from  going  into  Court  had  nothing  to 
do  with  the  rate  at  which  the  Court 
eoold  deal  with  the  cases  submitted  to 
it.  The  two  matters  were  totally  dis- 
tinct. He  wished  to  ask  the  Attorney 
General  for  Ireland  for  an  explanation 
on  one  or  two  points.  The  right  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman  had  stated  that 
it  was  not  the  duty  of  the  Gbvemment 
to  interfere  with  the  functions  conferred 
on  the  Chief  Commissioners  by  Parlia- 
ment in  reference  to  the  appointment  of 
the  Sub-Commissioners,  and  had  pointed 
to  a  section  of  the  Act  vesting  the  ap- 
pointment of  the  Sub-Commissioners  in 
the  Chief  Commissioners,  and  not  in  the 
Government.  He  wished  to  know  whe- 
ther the  right  hon.  and  learned  Gentle- 
man adhered  to  that  statement  ? 

TnE  ATTORNEY  GENERAL  for 
lEELAND  (Mr.  W.  M.  Johnsox)  said, 
he  had  already  promised  to  further  in- 
quire into  that  matter,  and  to  lay  the 
copy  of  the  delegation  to  the  Sub-Com- 
missioners on  the  Table. 

Mr.  gray  observed,  that  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  on  the  Front  Opposi- 
tion Bench  (Sir  R.  Assheton  Cross)  had 
tried  to  get  from  the  Government  a 
statement  as  to  whether  they  would  be 
in  a  position  to  lay  on  the  Table  a  Re- 
turn of  the  grounds  or  principles  upon 
which  any  instructions  they  had  given 
to  the  Sub -Commissioners  had  been 
based,  and  oi  the  principles  upon  which 
valuations  were  to  be  conducted.  He 
was  rather  inclined  to  fear  that,  even  if 
the  Government  were  disposed  to  grant 
such  a  statement,  they  would  probably  J 


be  told  by  the  Commissioners  that  they 
had  not  a  copy  of  such  instructions,  tt 
was  a  very  remarkable  fact  that  while 
important  statements  were  usually  made 
with  care  and  deliberation,  and  copies 
were  kept,  yet  in  the  case  of  the  Land 
Commissioners  copies  of  statements  were 
not  accessible  at  all.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  probably  knew  to  what  he 
was  alluding,  as  he  had  placed  a  Motion 
on  the  Paper  in  reference  to  the  matter. 
The  noble  Lord  (Lord  Frederick  Caven- 
dish) had  explained  the  small  amount 
in  the  Estimate  on  account  of  valua- 
tions by  the  fact  that  the  Government 
Valuation  Office  had  placed  at  the  dis- 
posal of  the  Commissioners  copies  of 
their  maps.  It  appeared  to  him  that 
the  business  would  have  been  simplified 
if  the  Sub-Commissioners  had  availed 
themselves  of  the  valuations  as  well  as 
the  maps.  All  the  travelling  .expenses 
would  have  been  saved,  and  the  same 
results  arrived  at.  In  regard  to  the 
case  of  Mr.  Fottrell,  the  Attorney  Gene- 
ral had  said  that  when  any  action  had 
been  committed  for  which  the  Govern- 
ment were  more  or  less  responsible, 
they  were  entitled  to  ask  the  Depart- 
ment concerned  to  make  an  investiga- 
tion. No  one  contested  that  assertion 
for  a  moment,  and  no  one  could  question 
the  propriety  of  the  letter  of  the  Chief 
Secretary  on  that  matter,  which  had 
been  laid  on  the  Table.  But  the  letter 
to  which  he  (Mr.  Gray)  had  alluded  was 
not  the  printed  letter,  but  a  private 
letter.  Was  the  right  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  not  aware  that  there  was  a 
private  letter  from  the  Chief  Secre- 
tar}'  to  the  Chief  Commissioner,  Judge 
O'Hagan,  requesting  him  to  ask  Mr. 
Fottrell  whether  he  was  the  author  of 
certain  articles  which  appeared  in  the 
newspapers  ?  He  could  inform  the  right 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  that  there 
was  such  a  letter,  and  the  Chief  Secre- 
tary had  acknowledged  that  in  a  post- 
script to  that  letter  he  suggested  that 
that  question  should  be  put  to  Mr. 
Fottrell.  And  Mr.  Fottrell,  in  the  pub- 
lished letter,  had  stated  that  the  Com- 
missioners, in  accordance  with  the  sug- 
gestion of  the  Chief  Secretary,  but 
with  reluctance,  had  put  a  question 
which  it  was  evident  they  would  not 
have  asked  imless  compelled.  Did  the 
Government  justify  that  action,  and 
would  they  lay  the  letter  containing 
that  poBtcript  on  the  Table  ?    That  wat 
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the  letter  he  had  referred  to,  aud  not 
the  ordinary  published  letter  requiring 
an  inveBtigation  which  was  perfectly 
natural. 

Ms.  CALLAN  complained  that  al- 
though the  Solicitor  General  for  Ireland 
had  spoken  twice,  and  the  Attorney  Gene- 
ral for  Ireland  several  times,  neither  of 
them  had  given  any  information  respect- 
ing what  he  called  a  scandalous  job — the 
advertisement  of  certain  material  facts 
which  were  to  be  brought  to  the  know- 
ledge of  the  Irish  tenantry.  That  ad- 
vertisement was  inserted  in  The  Scotsman 
newspaper,  a  paper  which  had  for  the 
last  twelve  months  vilified  the  character 
of  the  Irish  people,  and  in  which,  day 
after  day,  the  Irish  Members  were 
attacked  in  its  London  letter  in  a  manner 
only  worthy  of  contempt.  He  contended 
that  it  was  a  gross  act  of  bribery  to  a 
Scotch  newspaper  which  did  not  circu- 
late in  Ireland,  and  he  should  like  to 
know  for  what  reason  the  bribe  was 
given.  It  could  not  be  for  giving  in- 
formation to  the  Irish  people,  and  it 
could  only  be  given  in  the  shape  of  a 
pecuniary  bribe  to  a  Scotch  newspaper. 
He  wished  to  know  if  the  advertisements 
were  sent  out  to  the  newspapers  from 
the  office  of  the  Land  Commissioners  or 
from  the  Office  of  the  Irish  Government  ? 
If  no  answer  were  vouchsafed  to  the 
question  he  would  move  the  reduction 
of  the  Vote  by  the  sum  of  £750. 

The  attorney  GENERAL  for 
IRELAND  (Mr.  W.  M.  Johnson)  said, 
he  had  already  stated  that  he  would 
inquire  into  the  matter  and  under- 
take to  furnish  the  House  with  particu- 
lars. 

Mr.  CALLAN  said  the  answer  quite 
satisfied  him.  He  saw  that  the  right 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  was  so 
thoroughly  ashamed  of  the  transaction 
that  he  would  not  admit  for  a  moment 
that  the  advertisements  had  been  sent 
out  from  the  Office  of  the  Irish  Govern- 
ment. 

Mr.  HEALY  said,  he  was  not  sur- 
prised to  find  that  the  right  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  had  not  been  able 
to  reply  to  the  queries  put  to  him.  The 
moment  the  name  of  Mr.  Fottrell  was 
mentioned  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Premier  gave  a  groan ;  but  if  he  wished 
to  see  the  Estimates  passed  quickly,  that 
was  not  the  way  to  succeed  in  his  object. 
They  were  quite  able  to  understand  what 
these  groans  meant;  but  although  the 
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cldture  was  under  discussion,  the  Govern- 
ment had  not  yet  succeeded  in  passing 
it.  He  could  assure  the  riffht  hon. 
Gentleman  that  as  long  as  me  Irish 
Members  considered  any  question  worih 
debating  they  would  debate  it  in  spite 
of  the  groaning  of  the  Prime  Minister 
and  of  the  whole  Treasury  Bench  in 
chorus.  He  wished  to  aak  the  right 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  the  Attomej 
General  whether  it  was  true  that  the 
tenants  were  obliged  to  describe  the 
position  and  name  of  their  farm  aooord- 
ing  to  the  way  in  which  they  appeared 
upon  the  maps  of  the  Ordnance  Survey? 
He  was  not  quite  sure  whether  this  re- 
quirement appeared  on  the  face  of  the 
originating  notice  itself,  but  he  believed 
that  it  did.  They  had  heard  a  good 
deal  that  night  as  to  the  Ordnance 
Survey  maps,  and  he  was  sure  that  a 
good  many  people  in  Ireland  were  pre- 
judiced against  them,  and  he  would  tell 
the  Committee  why.  He  understood 
that  the  nomenclature,  as  it  appeared 
on  these  maps,  was  one  for  which 
a  well-known  Irish  scholar —  the  late 
John  O'Donovan — was,  to  a  great  ex- 
tent, responsible;  but,  neveruieless,  it 
was  a  fact  that  many  of  the  names 
which  appeared  on  the  maps  of  the  Ord- 
nance Survey  were  names  which  were 
not  known  to  the  Irish  people  at  all. 
The  result  was  that  they  compelled  the 
persons  who  paid  \%,  for  an  originating 
notice  to  go  15  or  20  miles  in  order  to 
obtain  an  Ordnance  Survey  map,  or  else 
to  incur  the  expense  of  purchasing  one, 
in  order  to  satisfy  the  Commissioners, 
when  it  did  not  signify  a  button  what 
they  called  the  farm  so  long  as  it  was 
capable  of  being  identified.  He  wanted 
to  know  what  reason  or  necessity  there 
was  for  these  vexatious  requirements, 
and  whether  the  Commissioners  them- 
selves would  be  supplied  with  the  maps 
of  the  Ordnance  Survey  ?  As  soon  as  an 
opportunity  was  afforded  it  was  his  in- 
tention to  call  the  attention  of  the  House 
to  these  extra  requirements.  He  should 
like  to  ask  the  right  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  whether,  as  he  was  so  deli-* 
cate  about  interfering  with  the  judicial 
action  of  the  Commissioners,  he  con- 
sidered it  part  of  his  functions,  or  that 
of  any  other  right  hon.  Gentleman  on 
the  Treasury  Bench,  to  ask  the  Chief 
Commissioners  orthe  Sub-Commisaioners 
whether,  instead  of  enforcing  this  extra 
requirement,  it  would  not  be  sufficient 
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inform  the  right  hon.  and  learned  Gen- 
tleman that  when  the  Chief  Secretary 
read  the  celebrated  postscript  to  the  Cor- 
respondence, he  challenged  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  to  lay  a  copy  of  the 
entire  Correspondence  upon  the  Table. 
Indeed,  he  had  moved  for  it  on  Tuesday 
last,  and  accordingly  the  House  would 
soon  be  placed  in  possession  of  this  his- 
torical postscript. 

Mr.  sexton  said,  he  thought  that 
the  explanation  which  had  been  given 
with  regard  to  Mr.  Fottrell  was  highly 
unsatismctory.  \^A  laugh.']  It  might  be 
very  amusing  to  some  hon.  Members ; 
but  the  Irish  Members  considered  it  a 
very  serious  matter  for  the  Government 
to  appoint  a  decent  man  to  a  position 
and  then  to  get  rid  of  him.  If  they  ap- 
pointed him  at  all  they  should  keep 
him.  The  explanation  given  on  behalf 
of  the  Government  was  so  unsatisfactory 
that  he  felt  it  his  duty  to  move,  by  way 
of  protest,  the  reduction  of  the  Vote  by 
the  sum  of  £1,000.  Up  to  the  present 
moment  he  had  not  said  a  word  on  the 
subject  of  Mr.  Fottrell  ;  but  if  Mr. 
Fottrell  had  had  the  slightest  connec- 
tion with  the  Land  League  he  (Mr. 
Sexton)  would  have  known  it.  The 
League  had  one  or  two  solicitors,  and 
80  far  as  the  Irish  Bar  were  concerned 
the  Land  League  were  the  best  em- 
ployers that  Bar  had  during  last  summer. 
He  had  been  personally  concerned  in 
employing  10  or  12  barristers  every 
week,  but  with  Mr.  Fottrell  he  had  had 
no  connection  at  all.  Mr.  Fottrell  was 
simply  employed  in  connection  with  the 
purchase  of   The   United  Ireland  news- 

gaper ;  and,  although  he  (Mr.  Sexton) 
ad  the  direction  of  the  affairs  of  the 
Land  League  for  some  time,  he  never 
knew  anything  of  that  gentleman.  It 
appeared  that  the  only  fault  Mr.  Fottrell 
had  committed  was  a  fault  of  excessive 
zeal  in  endeavouring  to  bring  into  ope- 
ration the  only  part  of  the  Land  Act 
from  which  the  least  good  could  be  ex- 
pected. It  was  an  evil  lesson  wb  en  honouir- 
able,  high-minded  men  were  driven  out 
of  the  service  of  the  Government,  and 
when,  upon  the  other  hand,  the  son  of 
Judge  Fitzgerald,  who  had  made  him- 
self a  most  useful  agent  of  the  Gt)vem- 
ment  in  the  pursuit  of  their  policy  of 
coercion,  was  singled  out  for  favour  and 
advancement.  He  intended  to  protest  in 
every  way  he  could  against  the  cowardly 
and  unfair  treatment  to  which  this  high- 

Mr.  CaUim 


minded  gentleman — ^Mr.  Fottrell— had 
been  subjected,  and  he  would  therefore 
move  that  the  Vote  be  reduced  by  the 
sum  of  £1,000. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 

**  That  a  sum,  not  exceeding  £33,919,  be 
granted  to  Her  Majesty,  to  defray  the  Charge 
which  will  come  in  course  of  pa3rment  doriof 
the  year  ending  on  the  Slat  day  of  March  1882, 
for  the  Salaries  and  Expenses  of  the  Office 
of  the  Irish  Land  Commission.**  —  {Mr.  Sexton.) 

Ma.  GIVAN  only  desired  to  say  one 
word  at  this  advanced  stage  of  the  dis- 
cussion.   He  regretted  the  course  which 
the  hon.  Member  for  Sligo  (Mr.  Sexton] 
had  taken  in  delaying  the  passing  of  the 
Vote.     At  the  same  time,  he  hoped  Le 
might  be  permitted  to  say  that  no  one 
had  ever  imputed  to  Mr.  Fottrell  anything 
beyond  the  exercise  of  over  zeal  in  the 
discharge  of  his  duty.     He  had  had  fre- 
quent opportunities  of  seeing  Mr.  Fottrell 
since  his  appointment  as  Solicitor  to  the 
Land  Commission,    and   he  had  never 
known  a  gentleman  who  was  more  de- 
voted to  the  discharge  of  his  duties,  or 
had  been  more  anxious  to  carry  out  the 
intentions  of  the  Act  of  Parliament,  and 
especially    of    the    Bright  Clauses,   to 
which  he  was  much  attached.     He  did 
not  think  the  Motion  of  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Sligo  (Mr.  Sexton)  was  necessary' 
as  a  protest  against  the  removal  of  Mr. 
Fottrell.     He  did  not  think  it  necessary 
at  all  that  the  course  which  the  hon. 
Gentleman  who  had  just  sat  down  pro- 
posed should  be  taken,  because,  in  every 
circumstance  in  which  reference  had  been 
made  to  the  matter,  the  universal  opi- 
nion had  been— and  it  was  the  opinion 
he  entertained  himself  in  the  strongest 
degree — that  Mr.  Fottrell  had  discharged 
his   duties  with   efficiency.     He  was  a 
gentleman  of  the  very  highest  charac- 
ter,  and  the  only  fault  he  had  been 
guilty  of  in  connection  with  the  wh<^ 
matter  was  simply  over  zeal  in  the  dis- 
charge of  his  duties. 

Question  put. 

The  Committee  divided  : — Ayes  15  ; 
Noes  130:  Majority  115.— (Div.  List, 
No.  34.) 

Original  Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Class  IV. — Education,  Science,  and 

Abt. 

(2.)  £472,  Queen'sUniversity,  Ireland. 

Mr.  O'DONNELL  said,  this  Vote 
was  one  on  which  they  were  entitled 
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that  the  position  of  the  Besident  in  Zu- 
luland  was  worse  than  a  sinecure.  The 
present  occupant  of  the  office  did  no 
good  whatever  to  the  Native  population, 
and  his  presence  seemed  only  calculated 
to  support  the  mischievous  action  of  such 
unworthy  characters  as  John  Dunn.  The 
so-called  ** settlement"  in  Zululand  was 
simply  a  system  of  internecine  war  and 
mutual  extermination  carried  on  by  the 
miserable  nominees  whom  they  had  set 
up  in  that  country.  He  had  not  seen  the 
slightest  trace  of  any  beneficent  action  on 
the  part  of  the  Besident  there  ;  but  he 
by  no  means  wished  to  bring  any  charge 
of  inefficiency  or  ineffectiveness  against 
the  Gentleman  who  happened  to  occupy 
the  post.  It  was  quite  possible  that  the 
oircumstances  in  which  he  was  placed, 
and  the  very  nature  of  the  position, 
rendered  him  absolutely  incapable  of 
doing  any  good.  His  objection  was 
taken  to  tlie  office  of  Besident  itself, 
which,  in  his  opinion,  was  not  calculated 
to  promote  in  any  way  the  well-being  of 
the  Native  races,  and  was,  on  the  con- 
trary, a  mere  badge  of  irritating  inter- 
ference— a  mere  continuation  of  the 
wicked  policy  introduced  into  Zululand 
by  Sir  Bartle  Frere,  which  had  been 
condemned  by  the  Liberal  Party,  and 
which  it  was  astonishing  that  they  should 
now  support,  seeing  that  they  had  it  in 
their  power  to  change  the  state  of  affairs. 
The  Besident  in  Zululand  had  not  pre- 
vented any  of  the  struggles  that  had 
taken  place  between  the  Native  Tribes, 
although  he  (Mr.  O'Donnell)  believed 
that  on  one  occasion  he  had  tried  to  do 
so  ;  the  reward  of  his  interference  being 
that  he  was  obliged  to  fly  from  the 
wrath  he  had  provoked  on  both  sides. 
His  presence  in  Zululand  was  only  a 
sort  of  pledge  that  they  would  continue 
to  support  the  evil  system  they  had  in- 
troduced there ;  and  ho  expected  it 
would  hereafter  be  proved  that  a  much 
larger  number  of  murders  and  outrages 
of  every  kind  had  been  perpetrated 
under  the  nominal  supervision  of  the 
British  Besident,  than  had  occurred 
during  the  whole  period  of  Cetewayo's 
much-abused  reign.  He  hoped  the  hon. 
Gentleman  who  represented  the  Colo- 
nial Department  would  offer  some  expla- 
nations on  this  subject.  He  recollected 
that  the  hon.  Gentleman  had  on  former 
oocasions  c^iven  the  Irish  Party  some 
assistance  m  defending  the  cause  of  the 
Nativee  of  Bquth  Africa,  whose  rights 

2Ir.  O'DonnM 


he  was,  doubtless,  still  interested  in  pre- 
serving. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 

''That  a  sum,  not  exceeding  £3,686,  be 
granted  to  Her  Majesty,  to  defray  the  Charge 
which  will  come  in  course  of  payment  daring 
the  year  ending  on  the  31st  day  of  March  1883, 
for  Expenses  connected  with  the  Transvaal  ind 
Zululand."— (Jfr.  O'Donnell.) 

Mr.  E.  N.  fowler  reminded  the 
hon.  Member  for  Dungarvan  (Mr. 
O'Donnell)  that  the  question  relating  to 
Zululand  would  be  raised  on  the  Motion 
which  stood  on  the  Paper  in  the  name 
of  the  hon.  and  learned  Member  for 
Chatham  (Mr.  Gorst).  He  should 
strongly  support  that  Motion  when  it 
came  before  the  House ;  but  he  thought 
the  hon.  Member  for  Dungarvan  would 
do  well  to  consider  that,  whatever  might 
be  thought  of  the  position  of  affairs  in 
Zululand,  it  was  very  important  that 
Her  Majesty's  Government  should  have 
reliable  information  as  to  what  was  pass- 
ing in  that  country.  That  being  the 
case,  he  did  not  see  how  the  Vote  could, 
with  propriety,  be  reduced;  and  he 
would  suggest  that  it  would  be  better  to 
discuss  the  question  of  the  Hesident  on  the 
Motion  to  which  he  had  alluded,  rather 
than  that  the  Committee  should  divide 
at  so  late  an  hour  of  the  morning,  on  the 
question  of  an  amount  which,  after  all, 
must  be  given  to  the  Government ;  be- 
cause it  was  clear  that,  under  any  cir- 
cumstances, the  representation  of  this 
country  in  Zululand  would  involve  a  cer- 
tain amount  of  expense. 

Mr.  COURTNEY  said,  he  hoped  the 
Motion  of  the  hon.  Member  for  Dungar- 
van would  not  be  pressed.  With  respect 
to  the  position  of  the  Resident  in  Zulu- 
land,  he  was  willing  to  agree  with  the 
hon.  Member  that  it  was  certainly  one 
open  to  serious  consideration.  The 
Resident  was  without  any  authority, 
his  office  being  simply  to  act  as  ad- 
viser, and,  being  in  that  position,  he 
was  not  quite  so  useless  as  the  hon. 
Member  seemed  to  think.  He  was  en- 
gaged in  giving  advice  to  the  Natives, 
which  was  intended  to  prevent  struggles 
taking  place  between  the  different  Tribes; 
and  upon  some  occasions  he  had  been 
successful,  although  upon  others  he  had 
failed.  It  was  part  of  the  instructionB 
given  to  8ir  Henry  Bulwer,  who  had 
gone  out  to  Natal,  that  he  should  ascer- 
tain and  report  to  the  Secretary  of  State 
for  the  Colonies,  in  the  fullest  and  moat 
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Oh,  yes.]  The  reason  for  the  purchase 
of  the  Insignia  of  the  Order  of  St. 
Michael  and  St.  George  was  that  the 
Order  had  a  short  time  since  been  largely 
increased ;  and  it  was  found  to  be  much 
more  economical  to  buy  in  the  manner 
indicated  in  the  Vote,  by  which,  he  be- 
lieved, there  had  been  a  saving  effected 
of  about  10  per  cent.  The  fees  to  Heralds 
were  fully  covered  by  the  stamps  issued 
to  the  Herald's  College. 

Mb.  O'pONNELL  admired  the  dash- 
uig  style  in  which  the  hon.  Member  for 
Northampton  had  knocked  over,  so  to 
speak,  the  medisdval  relics  provided  for 
in  the  Vote  ;  still  he  thought  that  even 
on  democratic  principles  the  Committee 
ought  not  to  vote  against  the  granting 
of  such  distinctions.  Objections  might 
be  brought  against  them ;  but  he  be- 
lieved that  all  history  showed  that  those 
bits  of  silk  and  pieces  of  gold  and  silver 
had  always  been  regarded  as  stimulants 
to  heroic  action,  and  as  their  most 
coveted  reward.  Whether  they  were 
English,  French,  or  the  Orders  of  other 
Foreign  States,  the  desire  to  possess 
such  distinctions  was  deeply  rooted  in 
human  nature;  and  he  strongly  suspected 
that  if  some  hon.  Members  who  objected 
to  them  had  gone  through  terrible 
scenes  of  battle  and  storm,  and  were 
acquainted  with  the  value  placed  upon 
them  by  the  bravest  of  the  brave,  their 
objections  to  them  would  not  be  so 
strong,  at  least,  in  principle.  When- 
ever any  abuse  could  be  detected  in  the 
conferring  of  these  Orders  he  should  be 
miite  at  one  with  the  hon.  Member  for 
Northampton.  But  if  there  were  a  dis- 
tinction which  ought  not  to  be  objected 
to  by  Badical  Members,  he  thought  it 
was  the  distinction  of  Knighthood.  It 
was  not  hereditary,  and  he  was  sur- 
prised that  Eadicals  should  object  to  a 
class  of  honours  which  must,  by  theory 
at  least,  be  the  reward  of  personal 
merit,  and  which  could  not  be  handed 
down  to  future  generations. 

Mb.  LABOUCHEEE  said,  he  thought 
the  hon.  Member  for  Dungarvan  had 
not  looked  into  the  Vote.  Had  this 
charge  related  to  the  Victoria  Cross,  or 
distinctions  won  on  the  field  of  battle, 
he  should  have  offered  no  objection.  As 
he  had  said,  he  was  not  a  member  of  the 
Order  in  question ;  but  he  was  not  under 
the  impression  that  it  was  very  fre- 

Suently  conferred  upon  democrats,  or 
liat  it  was  a  vexy  democratic  Order,  and 
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so  on  several  g^unds  he  moved  the  re- 
duction of  the  Vote. 

Mb.  T.  D.  SULLIVAN  said,  he  did 
not  Agree  with  the  hon.   Member  fat 
Dungarvan,  who  appeared  to  have  en- 
tirely misunderstood  the  nature  of  these 
Votes,  into  which  the  question  of  merit 
did  not  enter  at  all.     His  hon.  Friend 
had   stated  that  the  desire  to  poseesB 
distinctions    of   this  kind  was   deeply 
rooted ;  but  he  (Mr.  T.  D.  Sullivan)  did 
not  think  it  was  desirable  to  pander  to 
human   weakness    of   that    kind.    He 
could  understand  the  conferring  of  these 
Orders  where  battle  had  been  done  to 
maintain  a  just  cause.     But  that  con- 
sideration did  not  arise  here.     These 
Orders  were  in  many  cases  given  for 
bad  purposes ;  he  knew  they  were  often 
used  as  a  means  of  bribing  persons  to 
take  a  course  which  they  really  ought  not 
to  take.    The  only  argument  of  weight 
that  he  had  listened  to  in  the  course  of 
the  discussion  on  the  Motion  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  Northampton  was  that  ad- 
vanced by  the  Financial  Secretary  to  the 
Treasury,  who  said  that  with  regard  to 
these  Insignia  a  considerable  saving  of 
expense  had  been  effected  by  purohamng 
a  quantity. 

Mr.  JUSTIN  M'OABTHT  suggested 
that  if  the  country  had  to  pay  for  the 
Bobes  of  the  new  Knights,  a  consider- 
able saving  might  also  be  effected  by 
buyinff  up  a  large  quantity  of  them, 
second-hand,  from  the  Lyceum  Theatre, 
for  example. 

Mb.  BEOADHUEST  asked  the  mean- 
ing of  the  mysterious  paragraph  relating 
to  the  fees  to  Heralds  ? 

LoBD  FREDEEICK  CAVENDISH 
said,  he  had  already  pointed  out  that 
the  cost  of  the  fees  in  question  were  en- 
tirely covered  by  the  stamps  issued. 

Mr.  O'DONNELL  said,  the  Insignia 
and  the  Order  of  St.  Michael  and  St 
George  were  distinctly  rewards  for 
merit,  and  even  rewaras  for  very  dis- 
tinguished merit.  If  they  were  not 
usually  won  on  the  battle-field,  they 
were  won  on  the  not  less  noble  field  of 
successful  administration.  He  listened 
with  great  surprise  to  the  protestations 
of  the  hon.  Member  for  Westmeath  (Mr. 
T.  D.  Sullivan)  against  chivalric  dis- 
tinctions. On  many  occasions  that  hon. 
Gentleman  had  won  the  cheers  of  Irish 
audiences  by  appeals,  in  his  own  touch- 
ing and  eloquent  style,  to  the  glorious 
days — 
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"  ^lS<ii°*^  ^"^  "^  1-Mw  <rf  gold  nn-  had  refused  to  acomt  the  Oniers  because. 
l«d^E.dBwi.chKnwhl»tod«nger;"  ^^^<^^K^  they  really  had  distinguished 
3  .^   a-:,                               ,  thenMelveB  abroad,  they  had  not  been 
■nd  It  did  Boem  steange  that  now  the  prepared  to  pay  the  large  fees  ejaoted. 
taon.  Member  ehonld  turn  his  back  upon  l^hey  ought  to  receive  some  explanatioo 
the  poetic  traditions  of  Erin.  of  what  the  Herald's  Office  was,  and 
Qneation  pnt  ^''**  "*8  its  relation  to  the  Govem- 
The  Coiamittee  rfm<W.— Ayes   29:  ""'"'*■     Again,  they  bad- 
Noes   90:     Majority   61.  — {Div.    List.  '' F««  P«ud  to  *ie  Ck.Uege  of  Arn«,  ic,  for 
"■*■  "v  and  Sir  D.  M,  Stewart,  on  their  creation  as 
Original  Question  put,  and  agrwd  (••  ^'^""^  ^'8  U,.  id.-' 
,_ ,  tr-^            J          J  <-i     _.■  Now,  these  gentlemen  miKht  be  verr 
(«0  Motion  made,  and  Question  pro-  estimable,  and  they  might  have  pedf- 
P"™-  grees;  but  why  £78  11*.  4d.  should  be 

tti*7Mr«ndjn«oiithe3lBtdA;of  UaKh  1B82,  use  to  walk  through  the  Lobby  again, 

S*  tha  reparment  to  the  Ciril  Coatiiigenoiea  becauBO  they  woula  Only  get  about  the 

?EDid  of  certain  HiBcellaneouaAdTiuiM«."  eame   number  of    ton.    Oentlemon    to 

Ha.  LABOnCHEEE  laid,  he  did  not  £'''°?L 'J""".**  '"'  the    last   liri.ion 

mtond  to  divide  the  Committee  upon  Ihi.  B«t  it  they  did  not  diy.de,  they  ought 

Veto,  bocuae  theee  item,  were  yery  *?  '^^'  "J"'  "pl""™  '"» the  noble 

mnah  the  eame  a>  thoee  upon  whiol  J^K  »""'."'  ■«™~neo  that  ho  would 

they  ]ai   Jre<uiy  divided;    but  really  '""JS '"'SSj.'Si^fion.       j   v 

thei.  ought  to  be  some  sort  of  eiplan..  ,."«■  BBOADHUEST  eaid  b.  would 

lion    afforded    them.      The    fir.1    item  „•"";  •'Planation  of  the  iten.  of 

^.. i900    "  for   the   conveyance    of   Dia- 

„ir          J       .V    T    .  1,  u      _.  .u    T.  tinguiehed  Peraone."     He   would  like 

^^S^^XtV^fS^;.  »m.  iufojmation  „  to  who  thoae  die- 

and  Spun  ■•—ha  did  not  know  »hy  the  Kioff  trnguished  persons  were,  and  as  to  where 

of  Sazosj  waa  left  out—"  u  Knighta  of  tha  they  were  conveyed  to,  and  where  from. 

QartCT,  £1.M8."  Hedecidedlyobjeotedtothoitemof  jE245 

These  were  land  Jids  paymente,  and  he  ^'  ^r|w.P?'^  on  the  admisaion  of  His 

believed  that  the  recipients  of  the  Gar-  ^'^y'^  Highness  the  Duke  of  Cambndge 

ters  had  fees  to  pay  besides.  ">»»  ^')«  Order  of  the  Thi^io.  nnd  would 

LoiiD  FEEDERICK  CAVENDISH  :  '"^'^'^  ''^  omiSKiou  frora  the  \  oto. 

It  is  not  the  case  with  Foreign  Poton-  Motion  made,  and  Queatiou  pri.posod, 

'^'i^^'     T  ,D«Trr.tn^T>x.       ■ .    .u    .           ■  "That  th«  item  of  £^45.  for  tVoa  mid  on  Iho 

Mr.  LABOUCHEHE  said,  that  agam  ^jmigsicm  of  IISm  Uojiil  iliphniM  ili..  Duko  of 

thev  had —  C;inil>riil|te  into  thi-  OnlcT  i>f  thu  'l'hi»tl<i,  he 

'■V«r9  paid  on  the  -.dmis^on  of  His  Royal  y'"'"f  *'■'""  '''"  1"^1>"»'"1  Voto."-(J(^.  ISA«uf. 

Hiilinesa  the  Diiko  of  CaniliriJgo  into  tho  Order  '""'''■I 

a  ili-  Thistle,  £245."  jia.  R.  N.  FOWLER  aek<-d  for  some 

They  did  not  begrudge  the  Thistle  to  exjilanation  of  tho  item  of  .£!t;J3  1».  6rf., 

the  Duko  of  Cambridge  ;  but  whoa  they  m  "  Equipage  Money  to  tho  Itight  Hon. 

bad  to  pay  i!2J5  it  was  really  too  bad.  li.  Law,  on  bis  appointmoiit  aa  Lord 

He  had  no  doubt  the  Duke  of  Cambridge  Chancellor  of  Irolnud."  He  did  not  rise 

tlficiently  performed  his  duty;  but  he  to  object  to  the  aum,  bceauso  ho  had  tho 

had  not  done  any  signal  service  which  greatest  respect  for  the  right  lion,  and 

rendered  it  necesaary  for  the  country  to  learned  Gentleman, 

not  only   give   him   the   Order   of  tho  Cavtain  AYLMER  said,  he  had  the 

Thistle,  but  to  pay  fees  amounting  to  greatest  reppect  for  tho  traditions  of  the 

£'Mi.     When  tho  Order  was  given  it  College  of  Aruia ;  but  he  wiahed  to  call 

was  only    natural   it  should   be   given  the  attention  of  the  noblo  Lord  to  tho 

without  any  obligation,  either  on  the  fact  that,  although  a  good  deal  of  money 

part  of  the  Government  or  recipient,  to  was  paid  to  the  College  of  Arms,  it  was, 

pay  Jarge  fees  into  the  Herald's  Office,  practically,  uhoIobb.  Hubelioved  itmigbt 

He  bad  known  caaee  in  which  gentlemen  bo  made  of  use,  if  it  sot  about  making 
F  2 
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the  titles  possessed  by  gentlemen  more 
respected.  At  the  present  time  there 
was  at  the  end  of  IfonUr^s  Pe0rag$  what 
was  called  *^  The  Chaos/'  being  a  list  of 
67  names  of  gentlemen  who  used  the 
title  of  Baronet  without  being  entitled 
to  do  so.  When  these  fees  were  paid 
to  the  College  of  Arms,  the  least  the 
College  could  do  would  be  to  do  its  best 
to  see  that  distinguished  titles,  such  as 
that  of  Baronet,  were  onlj  held  and  used 
by  the  persons  entitled  to  them.  While 
there  was  no  law  in  the  country  to  pre- 
Tent  a  misuse  of  titles,  he  thought  the 
noble  Lord  might  do  something  to  make 
the  College  of  Arms  more  useml. 

Mr.  AKTHUE  O'CONNOR  said,  that 
when  the  noble  Lord  rose  to  explain  the 
points  already  raised,  perhaps  ne  would 
be  good  enough  to  explain  also  one  of 
the  last  items  of  the  Vote — namely, 
£150  to 

'*  J.  H.  L.  Rogers,  compensation  for  injury 
Bustained  at  an  Eleotion  riot  at  Portarlingt<ni  in 
1868." 

He  did  not  remember  having  heard  of 
any  claim  on  the  part  of  his  constituents 
in  Queen's  County,  or  on  the  part  of 
the  constituents  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
Portarlington  (Mr.  Fitzpatrick),  who, 
imfortunately,  was  not  in  his  place ;  and 
they  would  be  interested  to  know  what 
were  the  grounds  for  the  claim,  and 
what  were  the  reasons  for  the  delay  in 
meeting  it. 

Lord  FREDEEICK  CAVENDISH 
said,  that,  in  respect  to  the  last  question 
addressed  to  him,  he  had  to  state  that 
Mr.  Bogers,  a  resident  magistrate,  was 
wounded  in  an  election  riot  at  Portar- 
lington in  1868.  His  eyesight  was  so 
affected  that  he  was  ultimately  oblig^ 
to  retire  from  his  post.  His  expenses 
for  medical  advice  and  attendance  were 
heavy,  and  he  was  considered  entitled 
to  a  grant  from  the  public  funds  when 
he  was  obliged  to  leave  the  service. 
[Mr.  Sexton  :  When  did  he  leave  tihie 
service  ?]  He  believed  Mr.  Bogers  re- 
tired about  a  year  or  two  ago ;  but  he 
was  not  certain  of  the  date.  As  to  the 
observations  made  by  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  Member  for  Northampton  (Mr. 
Labouchere),  he  thought  the  remarks 
he  made  concerning  the  last  Vote  would 
apply  to  this  also.  If,  in  accordance 
with  imiversal  custom,  they  considered 
it  a  matter  of  policy  to  give  distinctions 
to  eminent  Potentates  mey  thought  it 
neoessazy  to  pay  for  them;  it  was  not 

CopUkin  Aylmmr 


considered  proper  to  ask  the  Sovereigii, 
to  whom  the  Orders  were  given,  to  pay 
the  customary  fees.  He  nimself  con- 
sidered the  system  of  paying  large  fees 
a  bad  one ;  but  he  oould  assure  hon. 
Members  that  it  was  much  easier  to  find 
fault  with  it  than  to  abc^h  it.  The 
Treasury  had  never  lost  an  opportunity  of 
putting  an  end  to  them,  and  he  would 
not  be  backward  in  his  duty  in  that 
respect,  though  he  was  afraid  he  oould 
not  promise  any  great  suooesB.  With 
respect  to  the  fees  paid  on  the  admission 
of  the  Duke  of  Cambridge  to  the  Order 
of  the  Thistle,  he  had  to  make  the  same 
remark,  that,  according  to  universal 
custom,  when  a  Member  of  the  Boyal 
Family  received  such  honours  the  fees 
had  always  been  paid  by  the  State ;  and 
he  did  not  think  an  invidious  distinction 
would  be  made  in  the  case  of  the  Duke 
of  Cambridge,  who  had  rendered  such 
long  and  active  service  to  the  country. 
As  to  the  "  special  packets  for  the  con- 
veyance of  Itistinguished  Persons,"  the 
payments  were  made  for  Members  of 
the  Boyal  Family  chiefly  when  orossinff 
to  the  Continent.  Formerly  a  man-o^ 
war  was  placed  at  the  disposal  of  the 
Members  of  the  Boyal  Faznily  on  such 
occasions ;  but  it  had  been  found  much 
more  eoonomioai,  and  othmnse  more 
satisfactory,  to  arrange  with  the  Mail 
Packet  Company  for  the  use  of  one  of 
their  special  packets.  He  did  not  know 
whether  any  hon.  Member  would  wish 
him  to  give  the  names  of  those  who  had 
had  the  special  packets ;  but  if  so,  he 
might  refer  them  to  the  Betum,  which 
had  alreadv  been  moved  for  by  the  hon. 
Member  for  Gateshead  (Mr.  W.  H. 
James).  As  to  the  equipage  money  to  the 
Bight  Hon.  Mr.  Law,  it  had  always  been 
made  to  the  Lord  Chancellor  of  Ireland 
on  his  appointment.  A  similar  grant 
was  made  m  respect  to  the  Lord  Chan- 
cellor of  England. 

Question  put,  and  negatived. 

Original  Question  again  proposed. 

Mb.  sexton  said,  the  explanation 
given  in  regard  to  the  item  of  £150  was 
the  most  extraordinary  he  had  ever 
heard.  Fourteen  years  ago,  a  resident 
magistrate  was  wounded  at  Portarling- 
ton, and  the  noble  Lord  told  them  that 
his  sight  was  injured  and  he  left  the 
service  a  year  or  two  ago.  He  could 
not  think  that  Mr.  Bogers'  state  of 
health  two  years  ago  oould  be  influenced 
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bf  kgny  1m  MiateifaMd  IS  jmam  betore. 
HiVMlMliMd  to  iMOHd  the  biuineM 


m  %  jth^  wmA  \m  oMMted  to  flie  p«7- 
BMi  Am  bmto  ampkotfoall j,  booAiue 
iittB  Iho  1m*  jMor  or  two  iho  poUoe  in 
Mnd  hod  voimdod  moaj  people,  oad 
UBod  OOBM.  yet  ho  did  not  find 


Mjmopooolto  oompooMito  ike  wounded, 
«r  tte  vebctifwo  of  tho  kiBod.  The  xo- 
htim  of  iIm  wamoa  killed  bj  the  poKoe 
^IktmaaSUk  had  not  leoemd  o  single 
lUHiDf.  TlioilenwMoeQeadel,itwee 
wUwilly  a  jo]>»  and  ho  ahodd  mote  iU 


Post  Ojzioi. 
(7.)  Mbtioa  UMidi^  and  Oneetion  pio- 


poied, 


Modop  mod^i  end  Qnestion  propoaedi 

"Tkflt  tiw  Itam  of  IIM,  loir  06mpem>tion  to 
ft:  9»  EL  I*i  BoMB»  bo  onittod  froBi  llio  pio* 

Mb.  W,  H.  JAMES  oaked  fbr  m  ez- 
pbaation  of  tiie  item  of  £8,189  11«. 
indto— 

"The  lemmeutitTitoof  John  Ttet^  doeaoiedt 

'  of  dMHO  in  the  UragiMiTiia  Awardt 

of  lAUh  bed  ben  pdi  hito  tiu 


LoBD  EBEDBKIGK  QAYBNDISH 
■id,  tto  anpavd  eioae  out  ol  flinmni- 
of  •  long  time  past.  The  Go- 
al  paid  eonaideiahle  aime  on 

of  daiae  saado  bv  Biitiah  aoh- 

jarta.  Tbo  itam  lofaifoa  to  waa  not 
daiaMi,  and  it  wae  oMaeqnantly  ]^ 
iateAoSaohaqner.  ThexepffeeentatiTea 
ofMr.  Taite^  howovw,  had  daoe  paoved 
ftw  daim  to  the  deoeaaed'a  aharia,  and 
it  waa  fialt  mopm  to  pay  it  to  them. 

Mb.  ABTHUB  O'OONNOE  aaked  if 
flie  noble  Lord  oonld  refer  the  Oom- 
adttee  to  any  Parliamentary  Paper  or 
Betiim  with  reepect  to  Mr.  Rogers  ? 

Lc«D  FREDfetlOK  CAVENDISH 
mdf  he  waa  not  aware  that  any  Itetum 
had  been  presented. 

Mb.  AI&HUE  O'OONNOB  inquired 
if  the  noble  Lord  would  have  any  objec- 
tion to  lay  on  the  Table  of  the  House 
the  Gorreepondenoe  relating  to  the  grant 

to  Mr.  Bogoraf 

LoBD  KBEDBRICK  CAVENDISH 
Bsid,  if  the  hon.  Member  would  defer 
the  matter  nntil  Beport,  he  would  tell 
him  then  whether  there  was  any  Corre- 
ipondence  in  the  matter. 

11b.  sexton  expressed  a  wish  to 
litiidraw  his  Amendment,  on  the  under- 
tteodrngthat  some  explanation  was  made 
oaBeport. 

Ifo&xn,  by  leare,  wiihdrawn. 

Original  Qaeation  put,  and  agre$d  to. 


*'  HbtA  a  niiii|>lMiimilii  ji  iimiy  not  eaooodiiia 
ase^OOa,  be  giuitod  to  Hor  Kidarty.to  dotey 
the  GhM|;e  which  irill  oomo  in  oourse  of  psy- 
ment  dunngtho  year  ending  on  the  31st  day  of 
Hjooh  188S,  for  the  Boluiei  and  Bspensea  of 
the  Foit  Oflhse  Serriooo,  the  Bxponses  of  Foot 
Offlea  Savinffs  Banka,  and  Govemmant  An- 
mntioB  and  TiifBffff*^^  and  the  OoUeotioD  of 
the  Post  Offioo  BoYonne." 

Mr.  SOHBBIBEB  said,  that  at  a  |to- 
▼ieiiaSittingtheCbmmittee  waa  of  opinion 
that  a  qnartar  to  8  in  the  mominjrwaa 
teo  late  an  hour  to  proceed  with  a  Vote 
of  thia  importance.  Peihaj^  it  would 
be  the  opinion  of  the  Oomimttee  that  at 
5  minntaa  to  9  in  the  morning  it  waa 
atiU  leaa  conyenient  to  take  the  Vote. 
He  did  not  wish,  however,  to  aet  himaelf 
againat  the  ffenml  opinion  of  the  Oom- 
mittee ;  and  if  the  right  hon.  OentLeman 
the  Poatmaater  Gtoneral  felt  equal  to 
offering,  at  that  hour,  the  «q>lanation 
wluiAi  ao  imp(»tant  a  Vote  demanded, 
he  wonld  not  preaa  the  Motion  he  now 
made  to  report  Pffogresa. 


made,  and  Qneation  propoaed, 
''That  the  Ohairman  do  report  Pto- 
greaa,  and  aak  leave  to  ait  again."— 
(Jfr.  atknOtr.) 

Mb.  ONSLOW  appealed  to  the  noble 
Lord  the  Seoretuy  of  State  for  India 
(the  Marquess  of  Hartington)  whether  it 
would  not  be  advisable  now  to  report 
Progress  on  a  subject  of  this  great  im- 
portance ?  A  long  explanation  would  be 
required  from  the  Postmaster  General, 
for  it  was  a  Vote  in  which  the  Post 
Office  clerks  weregreatly  interested. 

Mb.  FAWOETT  said,  he  was  ex- 
tremely sorry  to  press  the  Committee  to 
sit  late  ;  but  really  it  would  be  a  conve- 
nience to  take  the  Vote  to-night.  It 
ought  to  be  remembered  that  the  greater 
part  of  the  money  now  asked  for  was 
spent  last  year  upon  the  scheme,  then 
brought  into  operation,  for  improving 
the  position  of  the  Post  Office  clerks  and 
telegraphists  throughout  the  coimtry. 
He  was  endeavouring  to  extend  the  ope- 
ration of  the  scheme  as  rapidly  as  pos- 
sible; he  was  constantly  being  asked  by 
hon.  Gentlemen  when  the  scheme  was  to 
be  put  in  force  in  their  particular  consti- 
tuencies, and  he  should  be  glad  to  have 
the  money  required. 
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Mr.  ONSLOW  asked  if  there  reaUy 
was  any  dire  necessity  to  vote  tlie 
money  to-night  ?  Surely  a  week's  delay 
would  not  interfere  with  or  thwart  the 
prospects  of  the  Post  Office  clerks.  If 
such  an  important  Vote  had  been  brought 
forward  in  former  years  at  such  a  late 
hour  he  was  sure  the  right  hon.Gentleman 
would  have  been  the  first  to  oppose  it. 

Mr.  FAWCETT  said,  he  would  not 
press  it  for  a  moment ;  but  in  the  state 
of  Public  Business  he  was  not  at  all  cer- 
tain when  they  would  be  able  to  get 
into  Committee  of  Supply  again.  This 
was  simply  money  that  was  absolutely 
required  to  carry  out  the  scheme  which 
was  sanctioned  last  year ;  and  if  there 
was  any  point  on  which  information  was 
required,  he  should  be  glad  to  give  it  at 
any  time. 

Mr.  SCHEEIBEE  said,  he  had  taken 
some  interest  in  this  matter ;  but  he  had 
not,  he  must  say,  a  clear  idea  of  the  man- 
ner in  which  this  £80,000  was  to  be  spent 
in  improved  scales  of  pay  in  the  Post 
Office.  The  case  of  the  telegraph  clerks 
had  been  discussed,  but  that  of  the  Post 
Office  clerks  had  not ;  and  he  did  not 
think  the  Committee  had  any  idea — he 
was  sure  he  had  not — of  the  way  in 
which  the  money  asked  for  was  to  be 
applied.  It  was  because  he  wished  to 
have  a  detailed  statement  of  this  in- 
creased grant  that  he  should  adhere  to 
his  proposal  that  the  Chairman  report 
Progress,  and  ask  leave  to  sit  ac^ain. 

Mr.  FAWCETT  said,  he  could  explain 
in  a  sentence  or  two  how  the  money  had 
been  spent.  Last  year,  before  the  new 
scheme  came  into  operation,  the  postal 
clerks  and  telegraphists  had  their  posi- 
tions improved.  The  second  and  third 
classes  were  amalgamated.  The  present 
Vote  was  required  to  give  effect  to  the 
new  classification,  the  new  system  of 
promotion,  and  raising  of  pay. 

Mr.  AETHUE  O'CONNOE  said,  he 
should  like  to  elicit,  if  possible — though 
it  was  putting  a  great  strain  on  the 
memory  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
(Mr.  Fawcett) — what  was  the  amount  of 
relief  given  to  the  postmasters  and  letter- 
carriers  of  Ireland,  who  had  made  re- 
peated complaints  of  their  position.  As 
to  the  clothing  of  Irish  letter-carriers, 
the  manufacturers  of  Ireland  considered 
it  a  grievance  that  they  were  obliged  to 
send  samples  of  their  goods  to  London 
before  they  could  supply  the  men  in  Ire- 
land. 


Mr.  FAWCETT  said,  this  Vote  did 
not  in  the  slightest  degree  affect  the 
letter-carriers.  The  money  was  wanted 
for  the  Post  Office  clerks — those  who 
sorted  the  letters.  He  htfd  received  a 
great  many  Memorials  from  the  letter- 
carriers,  all  of  which  he  had  gone  throngh 
with  the  greatest  care.  He  had  insti- 
tuted an  inquiry,  which  inquiry  had  only 
just  been  completed.  The  case  of  the 
letter-carriers  was  not  dealt  with  in  theee 
Supplementary  Estimates,  which  only 
referred  to  a  scheme  scmctioned  bv  the 
Treasury  in  July  last.  As  to  the  clothing, 
he  had  informed  the  Lord  Mayor  of 
Dublin,  in  a  letter  his  Lordship  had 

Sublished  in  the  newspapers,  that  a  greet 
eal  of  improvement  had  been  made  in 
that  matter. 

The  Marquess  of  HARTINaTON : 
I  hope  the  hon.  Member  will  not  think 
it  necessary  to  press  his  Motion  for  re- 
porting Progress.  Though  I  admit  the 
hour  is  rather  late,  the  Committee  is 
still  extremely  full,  and,  so  far  as  I  can 
see,  extremely  attentive.  It  is  necessary 
that  these  Votes  should  be  obtained  in 
a  very  few  days,  and  I  do  not  think 
there  is  much  probability  of  our  being 
able  to  bring  them  on  at  an  earlier 
period  than  this.  The  Committee  will 
recollect  that  this  is  only  an  additional 
opportunity  of  discussing  the  Votes. 
The  regular  Estimates  have  yet  to  be 
introduced,  and  if  any  class  of  public 
servants  have  a  grievance  it  can  be  dis- 
cussed when  those  Estimates  are  con- 
sidered. The  Postmaster  General  teUs 
us  that  these  Votes  are  only  required  in 
consequence  of  a  scheme  already  sanc- 
tioned, and  as  he  is  willing  to  offer  any 
explanation  that  may  be  demanded  I 
hope  we  shall  be  allowed  to  go  on. 

Mr.  SCHEEIBEE  said,  that  if  they 
were  to  wait  to  take  a  general  discussion 
on  the  Post  Office  Vote  until  the  ordi- 
nary Estimates  were  before  them,  they 
would  probably  have  to  wait  until  the 
middle  of  next  August.  He  had  not  the 
least  objection  to  what  the  Postmaster 
General  proposed  to  do,  as  he  thought 
that  was  a  step  in  the  right  direction.  It 
was  desirable  that  there  should  be  in- 
creased force  and  better  pay  in  the  Post 
Office,  and  also  that  the  better  pay 
should  come  out  of  the  funds  of  the 
Post  Office ;  but  he  desired  to  know  why 
the  Postmaster  General  had  selected  this 
particular  class  for  improvement  ?  This 
increased  grant  was  to  go  to  die  sorters. 
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MkJAWOETT;  And  tebgrapliuto. 

Hb.  SGHBBaSEB;    Tet;  but  the 

inl  £80,000  to  fhe  MVtnt.    He  was 

Mt  nmn  fliat  any  aolieme  had  been 

llMed  biftxre  fhe  ^xnam  for  ihis  im- 

fTOfsd  lemniismftion   of  fhe  aoiten. 

when  fldi  Yoto  aroeaxed  on  the  Baper 

k  vai  oomMdeiwmply  excited  with  the 

Mm!  that  he  had  got  Mme  monej  for 

ftt  poor  lalfteir-oaiTiera  ofLondon  and  the 

ftwineea,  and  he  had  thought  he  ahoold 

kveao  move  oooaaion  to  Mk  qneetbns 

of  tte  "AAX  hon.  Gentlenian,  or  make 

MMdiea  m  the  Hooae  upon  that  fabjeot 

Wd,  aa  matten  atood,  all  he  eonld  say 

TO  that  if  the  aortera  were  to  reoeiTe 

fth  jnaraaaedpay  the  matter  oould  not 

4op  flwre.    The  letter-oanierB  were  a 

kroer  worked  elaaa;  they  were  wone 

mid,  and  to  a  large  extent  th^  already 

ad  eorten^  work.   He  hoped,  flierefore, 

flMtifthiaYotewaanowpaMed  by  the 

Oowmittae,  the  tight  him.  Oentleman 

lenld  €la«dj  nnderetand  that  he  oonld 

Mtefeop  there^  and  that  the  Honae  and 

the  eoiDktiy  would  espeot  him  to  go 

MitMidontof  the  inoreaaed  earnings  of 

lii  Department*  whioh  were,  perhape, 

fte  moat  ntiafiwtory  part  of  the  Be- 

nana  of  the   oonntry — ^find  inoreaaed 

|ij  for  theee  hard  worked  men  the  letter- 


Ihb  GHAIBMAN:  Does  the  hon. 
Kember  desire  to  withdraw  the  Motion  ? 

Mb.  SCHKEIBEE:  No,  Sir. 

Mb.  AETHUB  O'CONNOR  said,  the 
noble  Lord  fthe  Marquess  of  Harting- 
ton)  had  pointed  out  that  they  would 
hiTs  another  opportunity  of  discussing 
theseEstimatea.  Well,  he  (Mr.  O'Connor) 
would  remind  the  Committee  that  not 
odj  last  year,  bnt  the  year  before,  the 
Post  Office  Estimates  were  taken  so  late 
ia  the  Session  that  the  Committee  made 
I  mere  pretence  at  discussion.  For  the 
hflt  two  yeara  there  had  been  really  no 
^enasion  of  the  Post  Office  Estimates. 
If  they  were  to  go  on  with  the  discus- 
Bon  of  this  Yoto  now  he  would  ask  the 
Pottmsfter  General  if  he  would  say — 

["Order!"! 

te  CHAlEMAN :  I  did  not  observe 
•Bjthing  ont  of  Order  in  the  hon.  Gen- 

'biDaii's  remarks. 

ICi.  ABTHtTB  O'OONNOE  said,  it 
'Mmed  to  Be  the  opinion  of  many  hon. 
Ibmbem  that  he  woold  have  been  more 
n  Order  if  he  had  oonfined  himself  more 
My  to  the  question  of  reporting  Pro- 


Ina  GHAIBMAN:  The  Question  is 
that  I  report  Progress^  and  ask  leave  to 
sit  again.        

luL  FAWOBTT  hoped  that,  if  he 
stated  that  the  voting  of  this  money 
would  not|  in  the  slightest  degree,  pre- 

i'ndioe  the  case  of  the  letter-carriers,  the 
ion.  Member  (Mr.  Solaeiber)  would 
allow  the  Vote  to  be  taken.  Me  (Mr. 
Fawoett)  had  not  looked  at  every  branch 
of  the  Service  all  at  the  same  moment. 
He  had  done  what  he  eonld  to  look  into 
the  ease  of  the  sorters  and  telegraphists, 
and  directly  he  had  finished  witnthat 
he  had  taken  in  hand  the  case  of  the 
letter  eazriers,  which  had  proved  a 
lon^  one.  He  had  only  just  completed 
hiainqnixies,  and  was  not  at  the  moment 
able  to  make  a  proposaL  The  voting 
ofthemonev  now  asked  for  could  not 
in  the  slightest  degree  prejudice  the 
case  of  the  letter-carriers — in  Isct,  he 
should  think  it  would  rather  strengthen 
it.  The  hon.  Member  for  Poole  ^Mr. 
Sdhreiber)  had  said  that  the  case  oi  the 
SQrters  and  telegraphists  should  not 
have  been  taken  up  oefore  that  of  the 
letter-carriers;  but  in  this  he  ventured 
to  di£Per  fl^nn  the  hon.  Member.  He  did 
not  mean  to  say  that  the  letter-cazrien 
were  not  hard  working ;  but  he  oonld 
say  this — that  they  were  certainly 
not  harder  working  than  the  sorters. 
He  would  ask  the  Committee  to  con- 
sider what  were  the  conditions  under 
which  the  sorters  of  London  carried  on 
their  work.  Their  work  was  carried  on 
up  to  6  or  8  in  the  evening,  many 
of  them  lived  some  miles  from  the  post 
office  in  which  they  were  employed,  and 
did  not  get  home  until  9  in  the  even- 
ing, and  they  had  to  begin  work  again, 
in  some  instances,  before  4  o'clock  in 
the  morning.  This  practically  went  on' 
every  day  in  the  year.  It  seemed  to 
him  impossible  for  any  class  of  men  to 
carry  on  their  work  under  more  onerous 
conditions.  He  had  felt  this,  and  that 
was  the  chief  reason  why  he  had  taken 
up  the  case  of  the  sorters  first  of  all. 
He  hoped,  in  the  interests  of  the  men 
themselves,  and  in  the  interests  of  the 
Service,  that  the  Committee  would  allow 
the  G-ovemment  to  take  this  Vote. 

Mb.  SCHREIBEB  said,  he  quite 
agreed  with  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
that  the  granting  of  this  money  would 
not  prejudice  the  case  of  the  letter- 
carriers  ;  but  his  argument  was  that  it 
established  a  precedent  which  the  right 
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give  the  Committee  some  assurance  that 
the  warrant  of  the  Home  Secretair  had 
not  been  used  in  the  way  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Sligo  (Mr.  Sexton)  had  suggested. 
This  opened  up  a  large  question,  and 
unless  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  could 
see  his  way  to  giving  the  assurance 
asked  for,  he  did  not  see  how  the  Com- 
mittee could  consent  to  the  Vote.  He 
had  thought  that  another  Vote  ought  to 
have  been  postponed  in  consequence  of 
an  almost  similar  question  arising — 
namely,  the  opening  and  detaining,  and 
in  many  cases  even  destroying,  a  man's 
letters.  In  deference  to  the  opinions  of 
hon.  Members  all  round  him,  he  had 
consented  to  allow  the  discussion  of  that 
matter  to  stand  over  until  the  proper 
Estimates  came  up ;  but  certainly  tiiis 
question  of  tampering  with  telegrams 
was  one  of  such  importance  that  the 
Vote  ought  not  to  be  taken  unless  every 
information  were  given  hon.  Members. 
With  that  view  he  would  move  that  the 
Chairman  leave  the  Chair. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"  That  the  Chairman  do  now  leave  the 
Chair.''— (^r.  Redmond,) 

Mr.  fa WCETT  said,  it  was  not  for 
him  to  quarrel  with  hon.  Members  for 
raising  this  question  of  the  warrants. 
He  hoped  they  would  not  think  he  was 
guilty  of  any  discourtesy  to  them  if  he 
said  this  did  not  appear  the  proper  occa- 
sion to  put  the  question,  or  to  say — *'  We 
will  stop  the  Vote  until  we  get  an  ex- 
planation." What  would  be  result  of 
doing  such  a  thing  as  that  ?  Who  would 
suffer  ?  Why,  the  unfortunate  sorters  and 
telegraphists,  who  were  hard  worked  and 
had  been  promised  an  increase  of  pay. 
From  no  part  of  the  United  Kingdom 
held  more  complaints  been  received  as  to 
the  inadequacy  of  the  scale  of  promo- 
tion for  the  tele&;raph  staff  than  from, 
not  only  Dublin,  but  from  the  Provincial 
olEces  throughout  Ireland ;  and  there 
was  scarcely  a  telegraphist  who  would 
not  materially  benefit,  both  with  regard 
to  immediate  pay  and  promotion,  by  the 
scheme  which  came  into  operation  last 
year.  This  Vote  wcw  to  give  effect  to 
that  scheme,  and  if  the  hon.  Members 
succeeded  in  stopping  this  Estimate  the 
persons  who  would  suffer  would  be  those 
telegraphists  who  had  for  some  time 
past  been  inadequately  paid,  and  who 
nad  now  a  fair  prospect  of  promotion. 
He,  therefore,  hoped  the  hon.  Member 

Mr.  Redmond 


would    not   prevent    the    Vote    being 
taken 

Mb!  JUSTIN  M'CAETHY  said,  he 
thought  the  argpiment  of  the  right  hon. 
Genueman  wotud  be  an  arg^ument  againai 
opposing,  any  Vote,  because  no  Tote 
could  be  postponed  without  cansing  a 
delay  in  payment  to  some  offioials  who 
had  done  very  good  work.  This  was  a 
very  important  question,  and  one  upon 
which  he  thought  some  answer  should 
have  been  given.  The  question  was, 
were  telegrams  placed  under  the  same 
conditions  as  private  correspondence? 
Were  they  open  to  invasion  in  the  same 
way  as  letters  ?  He  thought  this  Vote 
ought  not  to  be  allowed  to  pasa  antO 
those  questions  were  answerea. 

The  Makquess  of  HARTINGTON: 
I  trust  this  Motion  may  be  withdrawn. 
I  think  my  right  hon.  Friend  has  shown 
that  this  is  scarcely  the  proper  time  at 
which  to  raise  opposition.      My  ligbt 
hon.  Friend  is  not  entitled  to  give  the 
Committee  any  information  as  to  how 
the  Secretary  of  State  has  acted  under 
the  powers  of  the  Act.    I  do  not  know, 
and  1  cannot  say,  what  is  the  power  of 
the  Secretary  of  State  to  give  informa- 
tion on  this  subject  to  the  Oommittee; 
but  what  I  can  undertake  is  to  say  that 
hon.  Members  can  renew  this  disoussion 
on  the  Beport.     I  think  it  is  somewhat 
unreasonable  at  this  time,   when  this 
Vote  has  practically  been  voted  by  the 
Committee,  to  raise  objections  whidican 
be  raised  in  other  ways. 

Mb.  sexton  said,  he  could  not  un- 
derstand when  the  proper  time  for 
raising  this  question  would  be  if  it  was 
not  now.  He  understood  the  Constitu- 
tional maxim  to  be  that  g^evances 
should  properly  be  brought  up  in  Supply 
for  redress.  He  had  simply  asked  a 
question,  and  the  noble  Marquess  then 
said  he  doubted  whether  the  Secretary 
of  State  would  be  in  a  position  to  give 
any  information ;  but  was  it  not  obvious 
that  the  Secretary  of  State  had  made  no 
secret  of  the  exercise  of  his  powers  in 
regard  to  correspondence  ?  The  Secre- 
tary of  State  had  refused  to  give  par- 
ticulars as  to  individuals,  or  as  to  what 
papers  he  had  opened ;  but  he  made  no 
secret  of  the  fact  that  he  was  using  and 
exercising  the  power  confided  to  him 
and  was  generallv  opening  correspond- 
ence. He,  therefore,  failed  to  see  why, 
if  there  was  no  secreoy  as  to  letters, 
there  should  be  secreoy  on  the  subject 


Uy  mjored  by  &  two-days'  delay. 
ft  oertamly  preu  on  tlie  Govem- 
■  elaim  to  hare  an  answer  to  these 
OS.  He  knev  it  was  idle  to  pro- 
liiut  the  UB9  of  arbitrary  powers  ; 
wanted  to  know  under  wnat  oon- 

people  were  living  in  Ireland — 
ir  Irish  tel^rams  were  being 
,  f  and  he  ootud  not  postpone  that 
IB  for  the  cxinvenience  of  any 
r  officatOs. 

njilNOWOBTH  said,  be  wisbed 
>w  whether  any  portion  of  this 
ru  applied  to  the  distribution  of 
ileta  setting  forth  the  advantages 
mg  men  of  entering  the  Army  ? 

waa  a  strange  incongruity  in  a 
iment  devoted  to  the  internal 
I  of  the  oountiy  undertaking  this. 
I  OHAIBUAN :  The  Vote  is  with 
A  to  telenams  alone. 
.  IlilJNawOBTH  added  that 
^ote  was  not  etrioUy  oonfined  to 
■anu ;  and  he  wished  to  know  wbe- 
any  part  of  it  was  devoted  to  the 
bntion  of  this  information  ? 
u  T.  D.  SULLIVAN  said,  this 
or  of  the  tel^^ams  was  a  very 
rtant  and  interesting  question;  and 
lish  Members  wanted  to  know  what 
tappened  to  their  telegrams.  An 
M0  had  been  mentioned  a  few 
a  ago  in  which  a  Uttio  school-girl's 
otu  pictures  had  been  taken  out  of 
er,  and  in  the  hurry  of  closing  the 

again  some  other  person's  bank 
waa  nlaoed  in  it.     Thev  knew  what 


for  it  was  rumoured  that  the  Qovem- 
ment  had  in  oontemplation  the  acquisi- 
tion of  the  Telephone  Companies'  work. 
One  of  the  difficulties  which  occurred  to 
man;f  people  with  regard  to  the  original 
acquisition  of  the  Telegraphs  was  that 
the  Government  might  violate  the  tele- 
grama  in  a  way  which  the  silence  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  would  indicate 
they  were  now  doing  ;  and  probably,  if 
there  was  any  proposal  to  acquire  the 
Telephones,  that  might  come  on  before 
hon.  Members  were  able  to  ruse  this 
question  in  a  formal  manner.  The  viola- 
tion of  the  secrecy  of  telegrams  was,  in 
one  respect,  far  more  serious  than  the 
opening  of  letters,  because  it  was  neces- 
sary to  have  the  whole  body  of  tole- 
graphiata  acting  as  spies,  and  callectors 
of  what  they  might  deem  information 
suitable  for  the  purposes  of  the  Chief 
Secretary,  and  for  submission  to  the 
Home  Beoretary.  But  in  the  case  of 
letters  a  warrant  might  be  issued  for 
the.opening  of  one  letter.  That  was  the 
intention  of  the  Act ;  but  by  a  juggle  of 
words  the  word  "warrant"  waa  mter- 
preted  as  an  authority  to  the  Home 
Secretary  to  open  all  letters.  The  Home 
Secretary  could  not,  however,  do  the 
same  with  regard  to  tele^ams.  In  re- 
gard to  them,  he  must  direct  the  Poat- 
mastors  or  Telegraphic  Superintendents 
to  look  out  for  &il  telegrams  that  might 
read  auspicious,  and  forward  them  to 
him.  Therefore,  there  waa  no  secrecy ; 
and   it  was  clear   from  the  rntinenco   of 
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pudiating  such  a  base  and  ignoble  prac- 
tice. 

Mb.  FAWOETT  observed,  that  the 
Home  Secretary  had  no  idea  that  this 
matter  would  be  raised  now  or  he  would 
have  been  in  his  place ;  but  the  question 
could  be  put  to  him  on  Monday  before 
the  Beport  on  this  Vote  was  taken,  and 
if  hon.  Members  were  not  satisfied  with 
his  answer  they  could  raise  the  question 
upon  Heport.  He]could  assure  the  hon. 
Member  (Mr.  Gray)  that,  so  far  as  he 
was  aware,  the  Goyemment  had  no  in- 
tention of  buying  up  the  Telephone 
Companies ;  and,  at  any  rate,  if  any 
such  idea  was  entertained,  as  long  as  he 
was  at  the  Post  Office  the  public  would 
have  ample  warning  of  the  intention. 
With  regard  to  the  question  of  the  hou. 
Member  for  Bradford  (Mr.  Blingworth), 
the  expenses  of  circulating  the  pamphlet 
respecting  the  advantages  of  joming 
the  Army  were  borne  by  the  War 
Office. 

Mb.  GBAY  said,  he  could  not  under- 
stand the  contention  that  the  Home 
Secretary  was  the  proper  person  to  put 
this  question  to.  He  could  be  asked  if 
he  had  issued  certain  warrants ;  but  the 
Postmaster  General  was  in  charge  of  the 
Telegraphs,  and  he  was  the  person  to  be 
askea  whether  in  obedience  to  warrants 
he  was  in  the  habit  of  violating  tele- 
grams intrusted  to  his  charge?  The 
Home  Secretary  might  receive  the  tele- 
gramB,but  it  was  the  Postmaster  General 
who  directed  them  to  be  copied  and  sent 
to  the  Home  Secretary,  and  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  could  not  shift  his  re- 
sponsibility. Hon.  Members  knew  the 
opinions  which  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
hold  when  he  occupied  a  familiar  seat 
on  this  side  of  the  House ;  and  if  he  now, 
in  consequence  of  the  change  in  his  posi- 
tion, had  become  an  instrument  of  a 
system  of  espionage  such  as  was  sus- 

Eected,  he  should  not  shift  the  responsi- 
ility  on  to  the  shoulders  of  the  Home 
Secretary.  He  must  be  prepared  to  take 
the  responsibility  upon  his  own  shoulders, 
and  he  was  the  person  to  be  asked.  If 
he  answered  in  the  affirmative,  then  they 
could  ask  a  question  of  the  Home  Secre- 
tary as  to  the  justification  either  in  law 
or  in  public  policy  for  his  action ;  but 
they  were  entitled  to  ask  the  Postmaster 
General  whether  the  telegrams  in  his 
charge  were,  or  were  not,  respected?  Of 
course  he  could  answer  the  question,  or 
evade  it,  as  he  was  now  doing. 

Jfr.  Oray 


The  Mabquess  of  HABTINGTON: 
I  am  sure  my  right  hon.  Friend  aeektto 
shirk  no  responsibility ;  but  thefaotii 
that  the  responsible  ezerdse  of  thsse 
powers  rests  with  the  Home  Secretsiy. 
My  right  hon.  Friend  would  not  be 
justified  in  stating  whether  the  power 
has  been  exercised  or  not.  I  do  not 
know  what  power  the  Home  Seoretny 
may  have  for  giving  informatioin ;  bo^ 
certainly,  my  right  hon.  Friend  the 
Postmaster  General  would  not  be  jiuli- 
fied  in  giving  information  which, whether 
affirmative  or  negative,  might  be  equally 
injurious  to  the  Public  Service.  My  riglit 
hon.  Friend  is  most  anxious  to  g^ve  any 
information  he  can  five  oonaistently  with 
his  duty  ;  but  considering  that  it  is  the 
Secretary  of  State,  and  not  the  Post- 
master General,  who  is  responsible,  my 
right  hon.  Friend  would  not  be  justified 
in  giving  any  information. 

Mb.  HEALY  said,  that  as  this  wu 
practically  an  admission  that  the  trick 
was  done,  he  would  ffive  his  hon.  Frioid 
(Mr.  Gray)  some  information  as  to  how 
it  was  done,  his  information  having  been 
supplied  by  an  official  in  Dublin.  In 
October  last,  when  the  famous  raid  was 
made  on  the  Land  League,  the  Ohief  Se- 
cretary caused  a  private  wire  to  be  taken 
into  his  own  office,  either  in  the  Irish 
Office  or  in  Dublin  Oastle,  and  he  had 
a  telegraph  clerk  there  who  ''  tapped  " 
all  the  communications  reaohine  Dub- 
lin. The  Ohief  Secretary  had  them 
transcribed  in  his  office,  and  so,  without 
putting  the  Postmaster  General  to  the 
disagreeable  necessity  of  answering  war- 
rants, the  Ohief  Secretary  had  all  the 
telegrams  transmitted  in  Li^land  brought 
under  his  eyes  through  the  medium  of 
the  telegpraph  clerk.  The  Oommittee 
would  therefore  see  that  there  was  not 
that  difficulty  as  to  warrants  which  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  had  suggested. 

The  ATTORNEY  GENIAL  toe 
IRELAND  (Mr.  W.  M.  Johnson)  said, 
there  was  not  a  particle  of  foundation 
for  this  statement.  Just  as  the  hon. 
Member  (Mr.  Gray)  had  a  direct  wire 
into  his  own  Freeman  office  in  Dublin 
from  London,  so  there  was  a  direct  wire 
from  the  Irish  Office  in  London  to  Dublin 
Oastle.  It  was  a  private  wire  and 
"tapped"  no  other  wire,  carrying  only 
messages  sent  over  it. 

Mb.  HEALY  said,  he  had  his  in- 
formation on  this  subject  from  a  gentle- 
man to  whom  he  waa  inclined  to  give  ai 
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XDiich  eredenoe  as  to  the  right  hon. 
ud  learned  Qentleman.  [Several  hon. 
"Mmnnniw :  Name,  name !]  They  were 
not  in  the  habit  of  themeelves  getting 
names  in  that  House. 

Ma.  SEXTON  said,  he  could  come  to 
no  other  conduflion  than  that  the  secrecy 
of  the  Tel^raph  Department  was  being 
violated.  He  had  no  doubt,  from  the 
frank  character  of  the  Postmaster  Ge- 
neral, that  if  that  were  not  the  case  he 
would  have  said  so ;  but  would  he  stand 
up  and  say  it  was  his  duty  to  violate 
telegrams  in  obedience  to  the  warrant 
of  Sie  Home  Secretary,  as  the  noble 
Msrquess  had  put  it  ?  It  was  most  dis- 
creditable to  a  civilized  Qovemment  that 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  should  be  put 
in  such  a  position ;  and,  from  his  know- 
ledge of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman's 
diaracter,  he  must  express  some  sym- 
pathy with  the  right  hon.  Gentleman. 
This  was  such  a  discreditable  matter 
that  he  must  support  this  Motion  and 
any  subsequent  Motion. 

Question  put. 

The  Committee  divided: — Ayes  8  ; 
Noes  74 :  Majority  66.  —  (Div.  List, 
No.  36.) 

Original  Question  ag^n  proposed. 

Mr.  JUSTIN  MCCARTHY  said,  what 
lie  and  his  hon.  Friends  wanted  was  an 
answer  such  as  he  knew  it  would  be  the 
inclination  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
to  give.  Was  this  system  applied  to 
telej^rams  as  well  as  to  letters  ?  Had 
the  Government  really  entered  ui)on  that 
svjitem.  eo  long  unknown  in  this  country, 
of  violating  the  privacy  of  telegrams  as 
well  as  letters,  in  order  to  get  at  what 
thi-y  supposed  political  secrets  ?  That 
was  a  system  which,  when  practised  in 
other  countries,  had  been  regarded  by  all 
right-minded  men  here  with  loathing  and 
d»?testation.  They  wanted  to  know  whe- 
ther that  system  prevailed,  and  in  order 
to  give  the  Government  a  chance  of 
answering  the  question  in  the  most 
direct  manner,  he  would  move  that 
Progress  be  reported. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
'■  That  the  Chairman  do  report  Progress, 
aijil  a.sk  leave  to  sit  again." — ( J/r.  Justin 
Jl'Cari/ii/.) 

Sir  \VILFRID  LAWSON  said,  he 
could  understand  the  feeling  of  hon. 
M •ambers  opposite  ;  but  he  would  ask 
them  whether  thuy  thought  it  right  to 


call  upon  the  Postmaster  General  to  do 
a  thing  which  the  noble  Marquess  had 
stated  distinctly  in  this  House  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  would  not  be  justified 
in  doing  ?  It  was  hard  to  call  upon  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  to  do  what  was 
clearly  not  his  duty;  and  he  would 
suggest  the  consideration  whether  it 
would  not  be  better  if  hon.  Members 
opposite  allowed  this  Vote  to  be  taken, 
and  then  on  the  Beport  make  what 
attack  they  liked  ?  The  Home  Secretary 
was  clearly  the  person  reepouBible  in 
this  matter. 

Mr.  LEAMY  said,  he  thought  it 
curious  that  the  noble  Marquess  should 
state  that  it  would  be  unjustifiable  of 
the  Postmaster  General  to  give  this 
information,  and  it  was  also  a  little 
strange  that  the  noble  Marquess  himself 
could  not  give  it.  Did  the  Postmaster 
General  say  he  could  justifiably  give  the 
information  or  not?  What  was  his 
opinion?  What  was  the  information 
sought  ?  It  was  not,  as  he  understood, 
at  the  present  moment  whether  the 
secrecy  of  telegrams  was  violated,  but 
whether  the  Home  Secretary  could  by 
his  warrant  direct  that  the  contents  of 
telegrams  should  be  g^ven  to  him,  in 
order  that  he  might  be  made  acquainted 
with  the  contents  of  telegrams  as  well 
as  letters.  That  was  a  very  simple 
question. 

Mr.  FAWCETT  said,  if  the  question 
which  had  been  previously  put  was  that 
which  had  just  been  asked,  ho  was  sorry 
he  had  not  answered  it.  lie  believed  it 
was  a  legal  question  which  should  bo 
addressed  to  the  Law  Officers ;  but,  as 
he  understood,  telegrams  woro  in  the 
same  position  with  regard  to  warrants 
as  were  letters. 

Mn.  EEDMOND  said,  that  that  was 
not  the  question  which  the  Irish  Mem- 
bers desired  to  have  answered.  They 
woro  asked  to  vote  certain  public  money 
in  support  of  a  Public  Department. 
They  wanted  to  know  whether,  in  the 
conduct  of  that  Public  Department,  cer- 
tain things  were  done  which,  to  their 
minds,  were  entirely  unjustifiable?  If 
the  conduct  they  reprobated,  and  which 
he  presumed  tho  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Postmaster  General  was  asliumed  of, 
was  really  carried  on  in  the  Department, 
then  they  were  of  opinion  that  they 
would  not  be  justified  in  voting  this 
money.  Therefore,  they  desired  to  have 
an  answer  from  tlio  ri^lit  hon.  Gentle- 
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man  to  that  question,  and  simply  ''Yes" 
or  **  No  "  would  be  sufficient.  Was  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman,  in  obedience  to  a 
warrant,  in  the  habit  of  violating  the 
secrecy  of  the  Post  Office  telegrams? 
Unless  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  gave 
a  candid  answer  to  that  question,  he 
(Mr.  Bedmond)  did  not  think  the  Oom- 
mittee  would  be  justified  in  voting  the 
money  now  asked  for.  The  Committee 
were  asked  to  pay  money  for  the  sup- 
port of  the  Department ;  but  they  would 
not  be  justified  in  voting  it  until  they 
had  that  question  clearly  and  distinctly 
answered.  On  the  contrary,  they  would 
be  justified  in  using  every  Form  of  the 
House  in  order  to  oppose  the  Vote. 

Mr.  GBAY  said,  he  wished  to  explain 
why,  while  he  felt  strongly  with  his 
hon.  Friends  that  they  would  be  justified 
in  using  to  the  utmost  the  Forms  of  the 
House  in  order  to  get  a  reply  to  the 
question  which  had  been  put  to  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Postmaster  General, 
he  did  not  feel  it  his  duty  to  take  any 
part  in  any  further  division,  if  a  further 
division  was  challenged.  He  thought 
that  the  question  addressed  to  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  was  a  perfectly  legiti- 
mate one ;  but  he  could  not  forget  that 
the  noble  Marquess  (the  Marquess  of 
Hartington) — who,  in  the  absence  of  the 
Prime  Minister,  was  the  Leader  of  the 
House — had  distinctly  expressed  an  opi- 
nion that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  could 
not  give  the  information  for  which  he 
was  asked.  The  Irish  Members  should 
also  recollect  that  they  could  not  expect 
at  that  hour  of  the  morning  that  any 
observations  they  made  would  be  re- 
ported in  the  public  Press.  Nor  could 
they  expect,  by  dint  of  argument  alone, 
to  produce  any  beneficied  effect.  He 
thought,  therefore,  that  they  ought  not 
to  persevere  any  further.  They  had  al- 
ready, as  far  as  their  power  extended, 
entered  their  protest  in  the  matter ;  and 
what  they  should  do  at  this  particular 
time,  finding  that  they  were  not  able  to 
raise  in  any  effective  manner  this  ques- 
tion of  government  of  espionage,  was  to 
consider  the  position  in  which  they  might 
be  placed  by  persistent  divisions  in  rowr- 
ence  to  the  discussion  of  the  Eesolutions 
which  had  been  introduced  in  regard  to 
the  cldture,  ['*  No!  ^^  from  the  Iriih  Mem- 
hen.']  At  any  rate,  that  was  his  opi- 
nion, and  he  was  not  inclined  to  help 
the  Government  or  streng^en  their  posi- 
tion by  continuing  now  to  divide  upon 

Mr.  Redmond 


the  question  of  reporting  Progress.  He 
thought  the  proper  coarse  would  be  to 

8ut  on  the  Paper  forthwith  a  spedfie 
Question  to  the  Home  Secretary,  so  thai 
the  matter  might  be  raised  on  an  early 
day  at  a  time  when  it  oould  be  bronght 
forward  and  properly  discussed.  If  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  refused  to  give  an 
explicit  answer,  then  a  distinct  question 
might  be  raised  upon  it  by  moving  the 
adj  oumment  of  the  House.  That  would 
be  an  issue  which  the  public  would 
understand.  It  would  bring  the  whole 
matter  imder  the  attention  of  the  pub- 
lic ;  whereas,  by  persevering  in  taxing 
a  division  now,  the  Irish  Party  woula 
be  placed  in  a  very  questionable  posi- 
tion. He  did  not  see  that  any  good  end 
would  be  attained  by  the  course  now 
being  taken ;  and  he,  for  one,  should 
simply  retire  and  take  no  further  part 

in  it.      

Mr.  sexton  said,  he  could  not  share 
the  opinion  of  his  hon.  Friend  the  Mem* 
ber  for  the    County    of   Oarlow    (Mr. 
Gray).     He  did  not  think  the  measure 
of  success  which  the  Government  were 
likely  to  obtain  in  reference  to  the  ddture 
would  be  affected  by  anything  the  Irish 
Members  could  do  in  regard  to  this  Vote. 
Her  Majesty's  Ministers  unfortunately 
possessed  the  means  of  effecting  their 
will  in  regard  to  the  eldture,  or  coercion, 
or  anything  else  which  they  made  part 
of  their  programme ;  and,  therefore,  he 
did  not  think  the  course  of  the  Irish 
Members  should  be  affected  by  any  con- 
sideration which  might  appertain  to  the 
eldture.     Perhaps  it  would  be  useful  to 
lay  again  before  the  Committee,  briefly 
and  clearly,  the  position  which  he  (Mr. 
Sexton)  and  his  hon.  Friends  took  up 
upon    this  question.     The  question  he 
asked  was  this — whether  a  warrant  of  the 
Home  Secretary  ordering  the  violation  of 
the  secrecy  of  the  Post  Office  teleg^rama 
was  at  present  in  operation  in  the  Post 
Office  Department;  whether  the  teleerams 
received  were  liable  to  be  copied  and 
laid  before  the  right  hon.  Genueman  or 
any  other  Member  of  the  Government 
outside    the    Post    Office  Department? 
That  was  the  question  they  desired  to 
put.     They  admitted  that  a  statutory 
power  rested  with  the  Home  Secretary, 
and  that  he  had  a  legal  x>ower  to  do  this 
if  he  thought  proper.     They  raised  no 
question  upon  that  head.     In  the  second 
place  they  did  not  raise  the  question 
for  the  purpose  of  any  oonfliot,  or  with 
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anj  ulterior  yiew  of  bringing  about  a 
oonfliot  in  the  Oommittee,  because  they 
liad  long  since  made  up  their  minds  that 
the  exercise  of  the  powers  possessed  by 
the  Oovemment  in  an  arbitrary  manner 
was  a  matter  over  which  they  had  no  con- 
trol. The  only  object  they  had  in  asking 
the  question  was  the  ascertainment  of  a 
fact,  and  not  for -the  purpose  of  raisine 
any  conflict.      Were  they,  under  such 
drcumstanceB,  to  be  told  that  they  had 
not  the  right  to  expect  an  answer  to  the 
question.     The  hon.  Baronet  the  Mem- 
ber for  Carlisle  (Sir  Wilfrid  Lawson) 
said  that  after  the  declaration  of  the 
noble  Marquess  (the  Marquess  of  Hart- 
ington)  it  was  impossible  for  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Postmaster  General 
to  answer  the  question.    The  hon.  Ba- 
ronet took  a  more  severe  view  of  the 
position  of   the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
than  he  (Mr.  Sexton)  would  have  ex- 
pected.    The  matter  was  not  governed 
by  any  declaration  or  form  of  apology 
made  on  behalf  of  the  Postmaster  Ge- 
neraL      The  Irish  Members  asked  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  whether  a  certain 
tbng  was  taking  place  in  his  Depart- 
ment— the  Department  of   which    the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  was  the  Constitu- 
tional head — and  his  hon.  Friend  the 
Member  for  Oarlow  (Mr.  GFray)  advised 
ihem  to  ask  somebody  altogether  outside 
the  Department.    Now,  it  was  obviously 
plain,  in  regard  to  the  Department  of 
which  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  was  the 
supreme  head,  according  to  the  Consti- 
tution,  that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
was  himself  the   Minister,   and  that  he 
was  the  proper  person   to  answer   the 
question,  and  no  one  else.     lie  boliovod 
that  on  reflection  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man would  see  that  it  was  an  evasion — 
an«l  an  unworthy  evasion — to  tell  him 
'Mr.  »Sexton}  to  ask   another   Minister 
what  was  <lono  in  his  own  Department ; 
and  he  failed  to  see  why  the  Irish  Mom- 
btrs  should  not  pursue  their  protest  by 
tverv  means  in  their  power. 

The  MAiiQUESs  of  HAETINGTON 
said,  he  thought  it  was  useless  to  discuss 
the  question  any  further.  As  the  hon. 
Gentleman  stated  that  his  only  object 
was  not  to  enter  into  any  conflict  as  to 
tLf-  exercise  of  this  power,  but  merely  to 
obtain  information,  he  (the  Marquess  of 
Hartington;  would  venture  to  point  out 
tliat  a  way  had  been  suggested  by  which 
tho  hon.  Afomber  could  obtain  the  infor- 
mation ho  desired — namely,  by  putting 


a  Question  to  the  Minister,  who  would 
either  answer  it  or  decline  to  do  so.  A 
Question  could  be  put  to  the  Home  Se- 
cretary on  Monday ;  and  when  the  Ee- 
port  of  Supply  was  brought  up,  the  con- 
test, if  necessary,  could  be  renewed. 
The  information  which  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man desired  to  obtain  could  certainly 
not  be  gained  by  the  course  now  being 
pursued. 

Mr.  sexton  said,  there  was  some 
point  in  the  last  remark  of  the  noble 
Marquess.  It  was  a  point,  however, 
which  was  conspicuously  absent  from  the 
previous  speeches  delivered  from  the 
Treasury  Bench.  He  (Mr.  Sexton)  was 
perfectly  sincere  in  saying  that  he  had 
no  desire  to  force  a  conflict.  He  simply 
desired  to  know  what  the  fact  was,  and 
he  had  no  objection  to  postpone  the  fur- 
ther consideration  of  the  matter  until 
the  Eeport  was  brought  up.  He  must, 
however,  be  allowed  to  say  that,  when 
hon.  Members  accepted  the  proposal  of 
the  Government  to  postpone  the  con- 
sideration of  any  particular  question 
until  the  bringing  up  of  the  Keport, 
their  confidence  was  seldom  repaid  by 
the  treatment  they  subsequently  received 
from  the  Treasury  Bench. 

Question  put,  and  mgatived. 

Original  Question  again  proposed. 

Mb.  GEAY  wished  to  say  a  word  or 
two  upon  the  general  question  before 
the  Yote  was  agreed  to.  The  Post- 
master General  had  stated  that  a  con- 
siderable amount  of  this  Vote  would  ^o 
towards  the  relief  of  tlio  Irish  telegraph 
clerks  ;  and  the  right  lion.  Gentleman 
had  also  stated  in  regard  to  tlie  previous 
Vote  that  the  principal  part  of  it  went 
to  Ireland.  He  ^Mr.  Gray)  was  quite 
aware  that  the  Irish  telegraph  clerks 
complained  bitterly  of  their  treatment. 
They  were  equally  skilled,  and  did  an 
equal  amount  of  work  as  the  telt^graph 
clerks,  either  in  London  or  the  other 
great  centres  of  England,  sucli  as  INIan- 
chester,  Liverpool,  or  Birmingham  ;  but, 
nevertheless,  they  did  not  receive  an 
equal  amount  of  pay.  He  did  not  pro- 
fess to  know  anything  in  regard  to  the 
mechanical  appliances  of  telegraphing  ; 
but  it  certainly  appeared  to  him  that 
those  who  received  or  transmitted  a 
message  at  one  end  of  a  wire  must  be 
equally  as  skilled  as  those  who  rec(»ivod 
or  transmitted  a  message  at  the  other 
end,    and   that    they    wt.To   entitled   to 
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equal  coiuideration  is  regard  to  remu- 
neration.  The  clerks  emploved  in  Lou- 
doQ  were  paid  at  a  muoo  aiglier  rate 
thao  other  olerks.  He  did  not  com- 
plain of  that.      Everybody  in  London 


mcMi«yi  pnmd«d  by  Pkriianuni" 

Motion  made,  and  QaestionpropoHd, 
'  That  the  Olanee  be  nov  read  a  aeoond 


vaa  paid  at  a  higher  rate  than  anjwhen  time, 

elae ;  but  he  did  not  see  why  the  clerkt  Captain  AYLHEB  begged  to  men 

in  Manchester   ahonld   be  paid  on  a  that  the  Ohainaan  do  report  ProgieM, 

higher  scale  than  those  in  Dublin.^   The  and  ask  leave  to  sit   again.      A  gmt 

expense  of  living  was  quite  as  high  in  many  of  his  hon.    Friends,  who  wo* 

Dublin  as  in  Manchester,  or  Qlasgow,  interested  in  this  Bill,  had  waited  nntS 

or  elsewhere;  and  the  skill  of  the  tele-  a  late  hour,  and  had  now  gone  awav, 

graphista  was  quite  aa  great.    He  hoped  under  the  impression  that  the  Bill  woold 

that  he  might  interpret  the  statement  ol  not  be  brought  on.     At  auoh  a  late  honi 

tiie   right    hon.    Gentleman   the  Post-  (3.20)  he  £a  not  tiiink  it  was  necesui; 

master  Qeneral  to  be  an  intimation  that  that  he  should  enter  into  any  reasons  foe 

the  existing  inequalities  were  about  to  moving  to  report  Frogreaa. 

Mb.  FAWOEIT  said,  he  certainly  Motion  ina^,  u,d  QueaHon  piopwad, 
thought  that  when  the  hon.  Gentleman  ^»*  *°f  (^airman  do  report  fto- 
■aw  the  claseifioation  he  would  perceive  f^!  .^"^  ™  ',«»™  *«  "*  "S**"-  - 
that  no  body  of  telegraphUts  would  {<^'Pt^n  AyhMr.") 
benefit  by  it  more  th^  tne  telegraph  Mr.  CHAMBERLAIN'  said,  he  bad 
olerks  in  Ireland.  There  would  be,  in  moved  the  clause  in  order  to  redeem 
future,  veiT  httle  difference  between  the  the  undertaking  he  had  made  on  the 
position  01  the  telegraphists  in  Man-  seooud  reading  of  the  Bill.  He  might 
Chester  and  in  Dublin  ;  and  the  improve-  remind  hon.  Members  that  the  Bill  was 
tnent  that  would  be  effected  in  the  oon-  strongly  supported  on  both  sides  of  the 
dition  of  the  clerks  in  Dublin  would  be  House,  and  no  difference  of  opinion  pre- 
very  great  indeed.  vailed  in  reg^  to  the  dause  he  pro- 

Original  auestion  put,  and  agrMt  to.     P*>«^  *«  'ntroduoa.    If  any  objection 
_      ,     .  ,  ,  „        were  raised  it  might  be  allowed  to  stand 

Eeeolutions  to  be  reported  upon  Jfta-  ^^^  „ntil  the  Eeport.  The  dause  itself 
*y  °«^t  i  had  been  on  the  Paper  for  some  time. 

Committee  to  sit  again  upon  Jlondnj/  and  no  objection  bad  been  taken  to  it 
next.  The   principle   which  it  involved  was 

agreed  to  on  both  sides  of  the  House 
on  the  second  reading  of  the  Bill.  What 
he  was  doing  now  was  a  mere  formal 
matter,  and  would  be  for  the  conve- 
nience of  the  House,  by  securing  the  in- 
sertion of  the  dause  in  the  Bill.  They 
might  then  be  allowed  to  get  out  of 
Committee,  and  they  would  be  able  to 
Donsider  any  further  matter  on  the  Be- 
port. 

Mr.  8TUAET-W0ETLET  joined  In 
the  protest  made  by  his  hon.  and  gallant 
„-  -rn.    ^    _>  1         >.      .         .1        Friend  the  Member  for  Maidstone  (Cap- 

"  7.  The  Court  may  mttka  luch  order  u  they  .  ■  .  „]„„,\  „,„;„. i  „„^„„j;„„  f„_i.|.l. 
think  fit  r^pecting  «io  ooit.  and  6xpenw«  of  i*.'"  *?*"",)  "^IS*  proceeding  furUlOT 
the  iuquiry,  and  such  order  >hall,  on  the  appli-  i'lta  the  Bill  after  a  quarter  past  3  in 
cation  ol  any  party  entitled  to  t^e  bcneSt  of      ^he  moming. 


BOILER   ESPLOaiONS    BILL.— [Bn.i,  *. 
[Mr.  S«gh  Mamn,  Mr.  Burl,  Mr.  Emry  Lc; 
Mr.  Broadhiirtt.) 
couuiTTfiE.     [Pro;rm«  2i«rf  March.'] 
Bill  Mtuidfrtd  in  Committee. 
(In  the  Committee.) 
Mr.  GHAMBEBLAIN  moved  the  iu' 
aertion  of  the  following  Clause : — 
«  coeta  and  expenses  of  inquiry.) 


ae,  bo  enforced  by  any  Court  of  I 
muy  Jurisdiction  a*  if  sach  costs  and  aipenseB 
ware  a  penaitv  imposed  by  saoh  Court. 

"  The  BoBiil  of  Tisds  may,  if  thoy  think  Ht, 
pay  to  the  memben  of  the  Court  ta  Inquiry, 
mclading  any  awoBiors,  aach  remuneration  u 
they  may,  with  the  consent  of  the  Troesary, 


Oonrt  to  be  paid  by  tl 
M'.Oraf 


Mr.  BKOADHUHST  expreaeed  a 
lope  that  the  hon.  and  gallant  Member 
ibr  Maidstone  (Captain  Aylmer)  would 
lot  press  his  objection.  Many  hon.  Mem- 
lere  bad  been  staying  there  for  six  or 
leven  hours  in  order  to  bring  this  Bill 
>a  and  advance  it  another  stage.  The 
\ii\i  itself  had  been  received  aa  a  useful 


u,  wie  ngm 
entlemaD  the  President  of  the 
if  Trade  had  cn'Ied  attention  to 
that  no  AmcndmeDta  had  been 
>n  the  Paper  to  the  clause  which 
Terament  proposed  to  insert  in 
[.  That  was  quite  true ;  but  he 
ly  been  able  to  see  the  clause  of 
it  hoD.  Qentleman  vesterday,  and 
:ow  there  would  be  five  or  six 
ments  to  it  on  the  Paper.    He 

think  he  ought  to  be  required  to 
Item  at  that  hour  of  the  morning. 
a.  N.  FOWLEH  said,  he  thought 

iras  most  unreasonable  for  the 
tment  to  ask  the  Committee  to  go 
h  the  Bill  at  that  hour  of  the 
ig.  He  had  supported  the  Qo- 
mt  in  their  effort  to  get  money. 
CHAUBsai^iy  dissented.]  The 
ItOD.  Gentleman  shook  his  head  ; 
I  (Ur.  Fowler)  thought  he  was 
natified  in  saying  that  he  and  his 
a  had  supported  the  Qavemment, 
ley  had  a  right  to  object  now, 

&a  circumstanceB,  to  go  on  with 
seentBUl. 

WABTON  said,  that  if  he  was  in 

npoD  a  Motion  of  this  nature,  he 
like  to  point  ont  from  the  Bill 
I  reason  why  they  ought  to  post- 
nj  farther  proceeding  with  it  at 
«aent  moment.  They  were  now 
ing  a  new  clause ;  but  on  refer- 
[>  the  Schedule  of  the  Bill  he 
It  he  could  point  out  a  reason  why 
ht  hnn.  Gnntleman  in  nhnnra  nf  H 


snry  to  mane  a  numoer  oi  amaii  aiiera- 
tions  in  order  to  bring  the  Schedule  into 
harmony  with  the  rest  of  the  Bill.  The 
Amendments  moved  by  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  who  was  not  in  charge  of  the 
Bill  would  introduce  considerable  altera' 
tions  and  practically  determine  the  shape 
of  the  Bill. 

Ma.CHAMBEELArN8aid,hethought  ' 
hon.  Members  opposite  were  under  a  mis- 
apprehension, inasmuch  OB  they  appeared 
to  suppose  that  this  was  a  Qovernment 
measure.  The  Bill  was  brought  in  by 
his  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  Ashton- 
uader-Lyne  (Mr.  Hugh  Mason).  He  rose 
only  to  express  the  opinion  thatiittle  good 
wouW  be  done  by  proceeding  farther 
with  the  clause  before  the  Committee, 
in  view  of  the  strong  feeling  which  bad 
been  evinced  by  bun.  Members  on  that 
side  of  the  House.  Had  the  Bill  been 
supported  as  on  a  former  occasion,  he 
had  no  doubt  that  another  stage  would 
have  been  reached. 

Mh.  HUGH  MASON  said,  he  re- 
gretted that  they  could  not  proceed,  in- 
asmuch as  the  Bill  had  been  received 
previously  with  almost  absolute  uuuni- 
mity  on  both  sides  of  the  House,  and 
five  minutes'  more  diacueaion  would  have 
forwarded  it  to  another  stage. 

Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Committee  report  Progress ;  to  sit 
again  upon  Monday  next. 


163        Attempt  upon  the  Life 


ILOBDS) 


ofSer  Mt^uty. 
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HOUSE    OF    LOEDS, 
Monday,  6M  March,  1882. 


BONUTES.]  — Select  Committee— Clainw  of 
Peerage,  &c.  re-appointed  and  nominated; 
Land  Law  (Ireland),  The  Dake  of  Sutherland 
added  v.  The  Earl  of  Clarendon. 

Public  Bill — Fir  it  Reading — Slate  Mines  (Gun- 
powder) ♦  (28). 

ATTEMPT   UPON   THE   LIFE    OF    HER 

MAJESTY. 

ADDBESS  TO  HER  MAJESTY. 

Eael  GRANVILLE :  My  Lords,  I 
rise  to  move  a  Kesolution,  the  cause  of 
which  is  a  thing  of  sadness  and  of  shame, 
though  it  is  as  happily  accompanied  by 
some  circumstances  of  a  compensating 
character.  On  Thursday  last,  when  Her 
Majesty  returned  from  Ix)ndon  to 
Windsor,  before  Her  Majesty  had  pro- 
ceeded some  20  yards  from  the  station, 
the  carriage  then  going  at  a  foot-pace, 
a  man,  who  has  since  been  ascertained 
to  be  called  Hoderick  Maclean,  pre- 
sented a  pistol  at  the  carriage  and  fired. 
The  bullet  was  discovered  next  day  some 
28  yards  away  from  where  the  carriage 
was  when  it  was  fired,  and  in  a  direct 
line  with  the  carriage.  The  man  re- 
mained with  his  arm  up  and  with  his 
pistol  pointed  in  the  same  direction, 
and  he  was  immediately  seized  and  dis- 
armed. I  think  it  will  be  better  for  me 
not  to  go  into  further  detail,  or  to  anti- 
cipate in  any  way  the  facts  that  will  be 
brought  out  in  the  course  of  the  judicial 
proceedings  that  will  take  place.  I  have 
said  that  there  were  compensating  circum- 
stances connected  with  this  degrading, 
this  unmanly,  this  most  disg^raceful  out- 
rage. In  the  first  place,  this  deadly 
attempt  turned  out  to  be  utterly  harm- 
less, either  with  regard  to  the  person 
of  Her  Majesty  and  those  who  were 
with  her,  or  with  regard  to  any  of 
her  subjects  who  were  standing  by  her. 
In  the  second  place,  the  sensation  that 
might  well  be  expected  in  this  country 
appears  to  have  run  through  the  whole 
civilized  world.  The  respect  which  has 
been  felt  for  one  whose  reign  has  been  so 
long  and  so  beneficent  has  been  poured 
out  in  the  warmest  feelings  from  all 
civilized  countries.  It  is,  so  far  as  we 
know,  satiflfiaotoiy  that  this  attempt,  of 


which  it  is  hard  to  define  the  real 
motives,  appears  to  be  absolutely  free 
from  anything  of  a  political  taint.  I 
remember,  as  if  it  were  yesterday,  that, 
in  1850,  Lord  John  Bussell,  a  man  of 
sina^ularlv  calm  and  collected  character, 
told  me,  immediately  after  an  outrage  on 
the  Queen,  as  she  was  coming  from  Gam- 
bridge  House,  that  he  was  perfectly 
astonished  at  the  serene  courage  Her 
Majesty  exhibited  at  that  moment. 
Thirty-two  years  have  elapsed  sinoe 
that  time;  great  misfortunes  nave  over- 
taken Her  Majesty,  and  it  is  possible 
that  there  may  be  some  diminution  of 
physical  strength ;  but  that  same  brave 
spirit  which  then  filled  the  gentlest 
of  her  sex  has  remained  to  this  day. 
The  first  inquiry  which  the  Queen 
made  was  whether  anyone  had  been 
hurt.  Her  second  feeling  was  her 
great  appreciation  of  the  courage  which 
her  devoted  daughter  by  her  side  (the 
Princess  Beatrice)  had  inherited  from 
herself  and  had  equally  displayed.  It 
is  with  the  greatest  satisfaction,  after 
making  what  is,  in  some  respects,  a  pain- 
ful statement,  that  I  sav  now  on  the 
highest  authority — that  of  the  illnstriooB 
Prince  (the  Prince  of  Wales)  on  the  Cross 
Benches,  who  has  only  immediately  left 
the  Queen — that  this  attempt,  which  was 
sufficient  to  shake  the  nerves  of  the 
boldest  man,  yet  left  Her  Majesty  with 
her  nerves  unshaken,  and  in  possession 
of  the  health  she  had  before.  The 
noble  Earl  concluded  by  moving  his 
Resolution. 

Moved,  **  That  an  humble  Address  be  presented 
to  Her  Majesty  to  express  our  horror  and  indiff- 
nation  at  the  reckless  and  wicked  attempt  made 
on  Thursday  last  against  Her  Majesty's  Sacred 

Serson,  and  our  heartfelt  congratiuations  to 
let  Majesty  and  the  country  on  Her  Majesty's 
happy  preeeryation  from  danger ;  and  to  assure 
Her  Majesty  that  we  make  it  our  earnest  prayer 
to  Almighty  God  that,  as  He  has  long  pieeerved 
to  us  the  blessings  that  we  enjoy  under  Her 
Majesty's  beneficent  goyemment,  He  will  con- 
tinue to  watch  oyer  a  life  so  highly  prized  by 
Her  Majesty's  loyal  subjects."  —  (The  Earl 
Granville.) 

The  Mabquess  of  SALI8BUET : 
My  Lords,  I  am  sure  that  in  proposing 
the  Eesolution  which  has  just  been  reao. 
Her  Majesty's  Oovemment  have  been 
the  faithful  interpreters  of  the  feelings  of 
your  Lordships'  House,  and  that  if  some 
such  Address  had  not  been  presented  on 
this  momentous  and  almost  calamitous 
occasion,  Parliament  would  not   truly 


that  there  is  not  necessarily  any 
I  feelinR  in  these  crimes,  because 
e  seen  tnem  oommitted,  and  that 
(tal  effect,  on  the  chief  Bulers  of 
u  tax  remored  in  their  political 
isr  B8  the  Repnblia  of  the  United 
ud  the  Umpire  of  Busaia.  Nor, 
are  mioh  crimes  any  indication  of 
aent  tdt  against  the  digting^shed 
B  against  whom  thej  are  levelled  ; 
is,  onhappily,  rather  those  Sore- 
who  have  shown  the  deepest  care 
fection  for  their  people  who  seem 
ime  to  time  to  be  most  exposed  to 
mcee  of  this  kind.  They  happen, 
BDtly,  at  partioalsr  periods  oi  his- 

After  the  Befonnation  there  was 
It  ontbazst  of  such  crimes,  which 
1  avay,  and  have  only  been  re- 
I  viihm  the  memory  of  this  gene* 
i;  hot  the  very  fact  that  they 
n  mysterions,  that  they  are  so 
zoos,  and  so  totally  repugnant 
s  feelings  of  every  class  and 
a  in  this  country  —  even  the 
ast — should  be  a  warning  to 
who  are  the  guardians  of  the  pub- 
ice  that  we  hve  in  times  which  in 
jipeot  are  not  ordinary  times,  and 
fecial  caation  should  be  taken 
tsRible  occurrences  of  this  kind 
I  not  be  lightly  treated.  This  is 
e  moment  to  enter  largely  into 
trjeot.  We  are  now  invited  to  ex- 
ind  record  our  deep  horror  of  the 
ens  act  whit^  has  been  done,  and 


Mntd,  "Thattha SelectCommitteeippoioted 
on  the  Sth  of  July  18S1  to  inquire  into  toe  pre- 
sent itate  of  the  law  eu  to  claitna  and  auump- 
tioni  of  titles  of  peerage  in  the  United  Kingdom 
and  in  Scotland  and  Ireland  respectivelj,  and 
the  meaos  of  proving  and  establiahing  the  same : 
and  aa  to  the  proceedings  and  claims  to  vote  at 
elcctiona  of  Kepreseotatire  Peers  of  Scotland 
and  Ireland  reepectiiely  ;  and  wbethei  it  ia  de- 
sirable that  the  preeent  state  of  law  or  practice 
as  to  any  of  the  mattera  aforesaid  should  be 
amended  ;  and  alao  to  inquire  into  the  present 

Erocedure  and  practice  of  this  House  in  its 
ommittee  of  Frivilegea ;  and  whether  such 
procedure  and  practice  ci     ' 


determination  of  claims  of  peerage  and  claims 
to  vote  at  electioDa  of  Repreeentative  Peers  of 
Scotland  and  Ireland  reepectively,  be  re-ap- 
pointed,"— (T4»  Eari  of  6ailawog.) 

Motion  a^ttct  to. 

The  Lords  following  w«t«  named  of  the  Com- 

M.  AI>ercora.  li.  Inchiquin. 

E.  Hansfield.  L.  Eer. 

E.  Belmoro.  L.  Moncrieff. 

E.  Kedeedole.  L.  O'Hagau. 

V.  Bherbrooks.  L.  Watson. 

L.  Balfour  of  Burley.    L.  Braboume. 

L.StewartofaaTlies. 
The  Committee  to  meet  on  Twday  the  21j(  I'n- 
ilant,  at  Four  o'clock,  and  to  appoint  their  own 
Chairman. 

ABMY  (INDIAj-MILITARY  DRAFTS. 
MOnOJf  FOB  A  BBTURN. 

EiBL  FORTESCUE,  in  moving  for  a 
Return  upon  the  subject,  said,  mat  he 
and  other  sanitary  reformers,  years  ago, 
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also  experienced  the  difficulty  of  gettmg 
Papers  printed,  and  was  in  my  tuni 
pressed  to  make  the  printers  move  fast, 
and  I  had  to  give  a  similar  excuse.  On 
whom  rests  the  responsibility  for  the 
printers'  delays  is  one  of  the  mysteries 
of  the  British  Constitution,  and  I  have 
brought  forward  this  Motion  as  an  ex- 
periment, not  knowing  whom  it  will 
afifect.  It  is  possible  that  if  your  Lord- 
ships express  a  desire  on  the  subject, 
the  mysterious  person,  whoever  he  is, 
who  manages  the  printing  office  may  be 
kind  enough  to  take  your  wishes  into 
account.  There  is  no  other  point  which 
I  wish  to  raise  now.,  though  there  are 
many  questions  in  connection  with  these 
statutes  which  it  is  desirable  that  we 
should  discuss.  But,  of  course,  there 
would  be  considerable  difficulty  aboat 
discussing  them  before  we  have  seen 
them. 


Moved  for,  **  Return  of  the  niixnber  of  non- 
commissioned officers  and  soldiers  below  the 
age  of  20  who  have  been  sent  to  India  from 
Ist  January  1881  to  1st  January  1882,  giving 
the  designations  of  the  regiments  to  which  they 
have  been  respectively  supplied." — (The  Earl 
Fortescue.) 

The  Earl  of  MORLEY  said,  that  the 
present  conditions  under  which  drafts 
were  sent  to  India  almost  precluded  the 
possibility  of  soldiers  being  sent  there 
under  the  age  of  20,  or  until  they  had 
had  a  year's  service  in  this  country. 
Drummer  boys  and  other  lads  employed 
in  analogous  capacities  were,  of  course, 
exceptions  to  the  rule.  He  would  have 
no  objection  to  supply  the  Hetum  moved 
for  by  the  noble  Earl. 

Motion  agreed  to, 

Hetum  ordered  to  be  laid  before  the 
House. 


UNIVERSITIES  OF  OXFORD  AND  CAM- 
BRIDGE ACT,  1877— THE  STATUTES. 

MOTION   FOR  A   PAPEB. 

The  Marquess  of  SALISBURY, 
in  whose  name  the  following  Notice 
stood  on  the  Order  Paper : — 

**  To  move  that  the  Statutes  laid  on  the  Table 
of  this  House  by  the  Oxford  and  Cambridge 
University  Commissioners  during  the  present 
Session  be  printed." 

said :  My  Lords,  the  Motion  I  have  risen 
to  make  is  that  these  statutes  which  have 
been  laid  on  the  Table  be  forthwith 
printed.  It  is  provided  by  Act  of  Par- 
liament that  after  they  have  remained 
on  the  Table  for  12  weeks  they  must  be- 
come law,  if  no  objection  is  raised  to  them 
in  either  of  the  Houses  of  Parliament. 
These  12  weeks  are  designed  to  enable 
the  Legislature  to  express  an  opinion 
upon  the  subject;  but  if,  instead  of 
being  circulated,  these  statutes  are 
locked  up  in  a  drawer,  it  is  obviously 
difficult  for  the  two  Houses  to  express 
any  views  upon  them.  My  object  is 
to  try  and  stimulate  the  printer  into 
allowing  us  to  have  the  benefit  of  these 
statutes  without  delay.  Noble  Lords 
opposite  must  not  think  that  I  am 
making  any  attack  upon  them.  I  re- 
member several  years  ago,  when  they 
were  last  in  Office,  I  used  to  press  for 
increased  activity  on  the  part  of  the 
printers,  and  noble  Lords  opposite  used 
to  protest  that  they  were  powerless  in 
the  matter.     When  in  Office  myself,  I 


Moved,  *'  That  the  Statntes  laid  on  the  TaUa 
of  this  House  by  the  Oxford  and  Cambridge 
University  Commissioners  during  the  present 
Session  be  forthwith  printed."— (TA^  Marqulm 
of  Saliebury.) 

The  Archbishop  of  OANTEEBUBT 
said,  that  the  circumstances  under  which 
these  statutes  appeared  before  th^ 
Lordships  were  rather  peculiar.  The 
Commission  appointed  to  draw  up  the 
statutes  and  lay  them  before  Parlia- 
ment had  ceased  to  exist ;  and  though 
provision  was  made  for  the  work  to 
go  on,  notwithstanding  the  termination 
of  the  labours  of  the  Oommissioners, 
some  inconvenience  had  arisen  firom  the 
fact  that  the  Commission  had  ended  be- 
fore the  completion  of  the  work  in- 
trusted to  it.  If  the  Privy  Council  did 
not  agree  with  the  statutes  made  by  the 
Oommissioners,  they  had  power  to  send 
them  back  for  alteration  so  long  as  the 
Commission  continued  in  existence  ;  but 
as  things  stood  now,  the  Commission 
having  ceased  to  exist,  it  was  all  the 
more  incumbent  upon  Parliament  to  exa- 
mine the  statutes,  in  case  it  should  be 
found  that  any  of  their  provisions  were 
not  quite  in  accordance  with  the  prin- 
ciples upon  which  the  Act  instituting  the 
Commission  was  originally  based.  Tnere 
were  two  Acts  which  affected  the  ques- 
tions which  he  wished  their  Lordships 
to  consider.  They  were  the  University 
Tests  Act  and  the  Universities  of  Oxford 
and  Cambridge  Commission  Aot.  The 
first  of  these  Acts  very  carefully  pro- 
vided that  instruction  should  be  given 
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the  great  place  they  had  always  held  in  The  Lord  Thu&low — Chosen  Speaker 
this  country  ;  and,  secondly,  there  woidd  in  the  absence  of  the  Lord  Chancellor 
be  the  injury  to  the  young  men  them-  and  the  Lord  Commissioner, 
selves,  who  would  be  subjected  to  unfor- 
tunate influences.     Besides,  there  would  ATTEMPT  UPON  THE  LIFE  OF  HEB 
be  this  fresh  danger,   which   he  con-  MAJESTY, 
sidered  a  very  re  J  one-that  relieious  ^         ^  ^^  ^^^  Commons  that  t% 
men  throughout  the  country  would  de-  ^^^^  ^^  ^  ^^^  ^^^^^  ^^^  j^^ 
termine  that  they  would  not  submit  to  guedu^the  blank  with  the  words  ("and 
the  present  state  of  thin«,  and  that,  Commons"):  Ordered,  That  the  Lori 
therefore,  they  would  found  smaUer  so-  g^^^^^   ^^  ^^.^         '^    ^^  j^.^ 

cieties,  and  thus  a  narrow  svstem  of  humbly  to  know  what  time  Her  Mae^ 

teaching  would  spring  up  m  the  place  ^yj     f^^  ^           j^^         ^          ^^ 

of  the  wide  and  wise  system  which  had  ^^^  ^^^  ^^  ^^^^ 
hitherto  existed  in  the  Universities.    He 

therefore  hoped  that  the  House  would  Hoiue  adjourned  at  a  Quarter  past  Eigbt 

turn  its  attention  to  the  statutes,   and  o'clock,  till  To-morrow,  h^ 

not  merely  have  them   placed  on  the  past  Ten  o'clock. 
Table  as  a  matter  of  form. 

Earl   SPENCER   said,  he  did   not  -^ 

rise  to  follow  the  remarks  of  the  most 

rev.  Prelate  (the  Archbishop  of  Canter-  nnrrfli?    ni?    Pmirirnvfl 

bury).     He  joined  with  him  in  the  view  HOUSE    OF    COMMONS, 

that  these  statutes  were  of  the  greatest 

importance;  but,  at  the  same  time,  he  Monday,  6<A  March,  1882. 

could  have  wished  that  the  most  rev. 

Prelate  had  waited  until  the  statutes 

were  in  their  Lordships'  hands  before  xcTxrrrriTnio  i      o           n      t    j 

J.           .               J     .          ^            i.     i.       -i.'  MINUTES.]  —  Sblbct  Committbz  —  Londoa 

discussing,    and    to    some    extent  cnti-  Parochial  Charities  and  Parochial  CharitM 

cizing  them,     il  the  regular  discussion,  (London),  nominated, 

which  no  doubt  would  take  place,  wore  Supply — eonsidered  in  Commtttte — Btwhstitn 

forestalled,  a  preiudice  might  be  raised  ^  [March  3]  reporUd. 

against  the  statutes  before  any  pppor-  ^""^^^^^^J^Tf^y^f^r 

tunity  was  given  to  the  Commissioners,  Public    Bills  —  Ordered  —  First    lUading  — 

or  those  who  represented  them,  to  state  Arklow  Harbour*  [96];  Places  of  Worship 

their  views.  With  regard  to  the  printers.  Sites*  [97]. 

he  believed  what  was  said  by  the  noble  ^^'""i  i^^arfmir-Consolidated  Fund  (No.  !)•, 

Marquess   opposite    (the    Marquess    of  a^^l^^"'^-    [New  Title.] 

Salisbury)  was  not  quite  correct.    When 

Papers   were    presented    by  Command  QUESTIONS, 

they  were  printed  at  once ;  but  when  to  m>k)-o- 

be  printed  according  to  statute,  it  was  TTTXTArrrri^        ^a^n-r^^^c*       ,^r^^^  .,.^^» 

not  done  unless  somf  of  their  Lordships  ^^^^™       ASTLTJMS       (IKELAND)- 

made  a  Motion  to  that  eflFect.     The  ini-  JOUNTY  OF  DEBRY  LUNATIC    A8Y. 
tiative  did  not  rest  with  the  Government. 

A  Motion  having  been  made,  however,  Mb.   LEWIS  asked.  Whether  there 

the    statutes    would   be   printed  forth-  have  very  recently  been  eleven  governors 

with,  accordingly,  and  circulated,  if  it  of  the  County  of  Derry  Lunatic  Asy- 

was  the  pleasure  of  the  House.  lum  appointed  by  the  Lord  Lieutenant ; 

The  Marquess  of  SALISBURY  said,  whether  there    were    more    than    two 

the  word  '^  forthwith "  had  been  acci-  vacancies  in   the    existing    number  of 

dentally  omitted  at  the  end  of  his  Mo-  governors  when  such  appointments  were 

tion.  made ;  whether  all  such  persons  so  ap- 

Motion  agreed  to.  P^ft"^  T^""  ""^  *^^  same poHtical  party, 

^  and  the  large  majontv  of  them  promi- 

House  adjourned  at  £ve  minutes  to  nent  supporters  of   the  Irish  Solicitor 

Six  o'clock  during  pleasure.  General  in  the  recent  contest  for  Deny 

County;    and,  whether   Her  Majesty^9 

House  resumed  at  five  minutes  past  Government  will  explain  to  the  House 

Eight  o'dock.  what  was  the  neoeeaity  and  object  of 

The  Arehhiihop  of  Canterbury 
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editor  and  proprietor  of  the  ''  Bosoom- 
mon  Messenger,"  who  has  for  nearly 
five  months  been  imprisoned  as  a  suspect 
in  Galway  Prison,  and  that  the  deton- 
tion  of  both  brothers  under  the  dicum- 
stancos  practically  precludes  them  from 
taking  any  part  in  the  management  of 
the  paper  ? 

The    attorney    GENERAL  m 
IRELAND  (Mr.  W.  M.  Johnson)  :  Sir, 
in   reply  to  the  first  inquiry  in  this 
Question,    I    must    remind     the   hon. 
Member  that  it  has    been  repeatedly 
announced  in  this  House,  and  for  veiy 
obvious  reasons,  that  the  circumstances 
causing  arrest  will  not  be  stated  ;  and  I 
fear  I  am  infringing  on  that  principle  in 
even  saying  that  these  persons  were  not 
arrested  for  the  cause  suggested  in  this 
inquiry.     As  to  the  other  inquiries  in 
the  Question,  the  arrests  were  made  at 
about  midnight,  in  order  to  avoid  exdte- 
ment  and  as  the  train  left  in  an  hour 
afterwards.     The  warrants  were  not  fbi 
some  time  lying  with  the  police;  they 
were  dated  the  7th  of  February,  and  the 
unfortunate  death  of  the  GK>vemor  o{ 
Omagh  Prison  did  not  occur  until  the 
following  day.     Monaghan  and  Omagh 
Prisons  are  not  the  most  remote  from 
Roscommon,  nor  the  most  inconvenient 
of  access.     I  am  informed  that  the  Go- 
vernment were   aware   that  Mr.  John 
Hayden  is  brother  of  Mr.  Luke  Hayden 
and  acting  for  him  in  reference  to  the 
paper  referred  to. 

Mb.  REDMOND  asked.  If  it  is  a 
fact  that  Mr.  Francis  Campbell,  on 
making  application  in  the  ordinary  war 
to  visit  some  of  the  suspects  in  Armagh 
Gaol,  on  the  16th  February  last,  was 
refused  admission  and  informed  that  no 
one  living  either  in  the  county  of 
Armagh  or  of  Tyrone  would  be  allowed 
in;  and,  if  so,  whether  the  authorities 
of  the  Gaol  were  acting  in  accordance 
with  his  instructions  ? 

The  ATTORNEY  GENERAL  fob 
IRELAND  (Mr.  W.  M.  Johnson)  :  Sir, 
the  facts  are  as  stated  in  the  Question. 
The  reason  was  that  small-pox  of  a  very 
virulent  character  was  prevalent  in  the 
district ;  and  the  mediccil  officer,  with  the 
view  of  protecting  the  prisoners  from 
the  danger  of  infection,  deemed  it  ne- 
cessary, with  the  sanction  of  the  prison 
authorities,  to  give  directions  that,  until 
further  order,  no  person  residing  in  the 
district   should  be  admitted    into   the 


PROTECTION  OF  PERSON  AND  PRO- 
PERTY (IRELAND)  ACT,  1881  — 
ARRESTS  UNDER  THE  ACT. 

Dr.  C  0  M  M  I  N  S  asked.  Whether 
Michael  Gibbons,  Patrick  Gibbons,  and 
John  L.  Gannon,  arrested  in  the  county 
Roscommon,  on  the  7th  of  May  1881,  as 
suspects  of  assembling  for  the  purpose 
of  disturbing  the  public  peace,  are  still 
detained,  although  Thomas  Gibbons, 
arrested  at  the  same  time  and  on  the  same 
charge,  has  been  long  since  liberated ; 
whether  there  is  any,  and  what,  differ- 
ence, between  his  (Thomas  Gibbons') 
case  and  theirs ;  and  whether  it  is  a 
fact  that  no  agrarian  crime  or  outrage 
of  any  kind  has  been,  either  for 
many  months  before  or  since,  committed 
in  the  district  in  which  these  men 
lived? 

The  ATTORNEY  GENERAL  fob 
IRELAND  (Mr.  W.  M.  Johnson)  :  Sir, 
Michael  and  Patrick  Gibbons  and  John 
L.  Gannon  are  still  detained.  Thomas 
Gibbons  was  discharged  principally  on 
account  of  his  age.  With  regard  to 
the  latter  part  of  the  Question,  in  this 
district  agrarian  and  other  outrages  have 
been  committed  both  before  and  since 
the  arrests.  On  the  6th  of  January  last 
a  mob  of  50  persons  attacked  a  police 
patrol  and  succeeded  in  carrying  off 
one  of  their  rifles. 

Dr.  COMMINS  asked.  Whether  the 
alleged  intimidating  persons  from  pay- 
ing rent,  assigned  as  the  cause  of  the 
arrest  of  John  P.  Hayden  and  George  F. 
Fannon  in  Roscommon  on  the  8th  ultimo, 
consisted  in  their  canvassing  the  rate- 
payers in  favour  of  the  re-election  as 
Poor  Law  Guardians  of  Roscommon 
Union,  of  two  candidates,  Messrs.  Nond 
and  Burke,  at  present  imprisoned  sus- 
pects ;  whether  the  arrest  was  made  be- 
tween twelve  and  one  o'clock  in  the  morn- 
ing, although  the  warrants  had  been  lay- 
ing some  time  with  the  police  authorities ; 
whether  the  prisons  of  Monaghan  and 
Omagh,  to  which  they  were  removed, 
were  the  two  prisons  farthest  removed 
from  Roscommon  and  the  most  inconve- 
nient of  access  ;  whether  the  authorities 
were  aware,  when  removing  Mr.  Hayden 
to  the  latter,  that  the  Governor  had  only 
a  few  days  before  died  of  fever,  pro- 
duced by  its  bad  sanitary  condition ;  and, 
whether  the  Government  are  aware  that 
Mr.  Hayden  has  been  acting  for  his 
brother,    Mr.    Luke    P.  Hayden,    the 
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be  difficult  to  say  whether  the  gain  or 
the  loss  would,  on  the  whole,  be  the 
grater. 

LUNATIC  ASYLUMS  (IRELAND). 

Mr.  W.  J.  CORBET  asked  Mr.  Attor- 
ney General  for  Ireland,  Whether,  con- 
sidering the  very  unsatisfactory  arrange- 
ments at  present  existing  for  the  care, 
maintenance,  and  medical  treatment  of 
insane  persons  who  are  detained  in  pri- 
vate houses  in  Ireland,  under  the  Acts 
6  and  6  Vic.  c.  123,  and  38  and  39  Vic. 
c.  67,  and  the  admitted  evils  connected 
therewith,  he  will  advise  Her  Majesty's 
Onvemment  to  bring  in  a  Bill  to  abolish 
altogether  the  system  of  lunatic  asylums 
kept  by  private  individuals  for  personal 
gain  in  Ireland,  and  to  substitute  instead 
a  system  of  self-supporting  institutions 
under  the  management  and  control  of 
paid  officers,  whose  only  pecuniary  inte- 
rest in  them  would  be  the  salaries  at- 
tached to  their  respective  offices  ? 

The  attorney  GENERAL  foe 
IRELAND  (Mr.  W.  M.  Johnson)  :  Sir, 
this  is-  a  question  of  policy  which  should 
be  addressed  to  a  Cabinet  Minister,  and 
not  to  the  Attorney  General  for  Ireland. 

CUSTOMS— COFFEE  AND  CHICORY. 

Sir  JOHN  HAY  (for  Mr.  Hubbard) 
asked  the  Secretary  to  the  Ti^asury, 
"Whether  any  and  what  reply  has  been 
given  by  the  Lords  Commissioners  of 
Her  Majesty's  Treasury  to  a  Memorial 
from  the  merchants  interested  in  the 
coffee  trade,  presented  on  the  6th  Feb- 
ruary last,  urging  the  withdrawal  of  a 
Treasury  Minute,  dated  on  the  20th 
January,  which  purported  to  sanction 
the  importation,  under  a  duty  of  2d,  per 
pound,  of  coffee  or  chicory,  roasted  and 
ground,  and  of  any  other  vegetable 
matter,  however  worthless,  mixed,  with- 
out any  restriction  upon  the  proportion, 
with  coffee  or  chicory  ;  and,  whether  he 
will  lay  upon  the  Table  of  the  House,  to 
be  printed,  a  Copy  of  the  Memorial,  with 
the  signatures  appended,  and  of  the  re- 
ply returned  to  the  memorialists  ? 

Lord  FREDERICK  CAVENDISH, 
in  reply,  said,  that  the  Treasury  Order 
simply  permitted  the  importation  of  a 
mixture  of  chicory  and  coffee,  while  it 
was  now  allowable  to  import  coffee  by 
itself,  and  chicory  by  itself.  No  altera- 
tion whatever  haul  been  made  with  re- 
gard to  the  sale  of  the  mixture  which 
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had  of  late  been  permissible  by  lav. 
The  question  of  the  advisability  of 
allowing  the  sale  was  one  that  related 
rather  to  the  Adulteration  Acts  than  to 
the  Customs  tariff.  There  was  no  objec- 
tion to  laying  the  Correspondence  on  the 
Table,  if  the  hon.  Gentleman  mored 
for  it. 

ARMY— MIUTIA  OFFICERS. 

Mr.  O'SHEA  asked  the  Secretary  of 
State  for  War,  Whether  Militia  officen 
are  ineligible  for  the  classes  of  instmo- 
tion  in  field  works  and  surveying  at 
Chatham ;  and,  if  so,  whether  any  ex- 
ception has  been  made  to  this  rule  ? 

Mr.  CHILDERS  :  I  find,  Sir,  that  in 
1877,  my  Predecessor,  Yiscount  Cran- 
brook,  stated,  in  reply  to  a  Question 
from  my  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for 
Frome  (Mr.  H.  Samuelson),  that  he 
could  not  give  leave  to  officers  of  Militia 
Infantry  to  study  at  Chatham.  Thii 
rule  has  been  observed,  except  in  the 
case  of  one  or  two  officers  actually  resid- 
ing at  Chatham-  I  see  no  reason  to 
extend  this  permission  further. 

EDUCATION  DEPARTMENT  —  SCIENCE 
AND  ART  IN  EAST  LONDON. 

Mr.  BRYCE  asked  the  Vice  President 
of  the  Committee  of  Council  on  Educa- 
tion, Whether  it  is  the  intention  of  the 
Science  and  Art  Department  to  take 
steps  to  carry  out  the  promise  to  estab- 
lish a  Science  and  Art  School  in  connec- 
tion with  the  East  London  Museum  at 
Bethnal  Green,  which  was  given  by  the 
Lords  of  the  Committee  of  Council  on 
Education,  by  a  letter  written  at  their 
direction,  and  dated  December  12th| 
1870,  which  appears  among  the  Parlia- 
mentary Papers  of  the  Session  of  1 872  ? 

Mr.  MUNI)ELL a  :  Sir,  I  have  looked 
into  the  Correspondence  to  which  the 
hon.  Member  refers,  and  I  find  that 
there  was  an  understanding  12  years 
ago  that  part  of  the  buildings  of  the 
Bethnal  (jFreen  Museum  should  be  de- 
voted to  a  Science  and  Art  School.  But 
since  then  the  whole  of  the  premises 
have  been  required  for  the  purposes  of 
the  Museum.  The  subject  was  con- 
sidered by  the  late  Government  in  1874 
and  1879,  and  they  did  not  feel  them- 
selves justified  in  establishing  such 
schools  on  other  than  the  ordinary  con- 
ditions. I  cannot  see  how  we  oan  flurly 
be  called  upon  to  establish  and  t^ft^nt^in 
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none  of  an  unusual  character,  or  likely 
to  involve  their  rejection.  These  defects 
sometimes  occur  in  guns  made  at  Wool- 
wich. The  worst  case  of  defect  has  been 
already  remedied,  and  the  gun  has  been 
re-proved  satisfactorily.  I  see  no  reason 
to  make  any  change  in  the  policy  of 
obtaining  some  of  these  guns  by  con- 
tract. 

RELIGIOUS  DISSENSIONS  (GIBRALTAR) 
—DR.  CANILLA. 

Sir  H.  DRUMMOND  WOLFF  asked 
the  Under  Secretary  of  State  for  the 
Colonies,  Whether  the  Boman  Catholic 
church  at  Gibraltar  has  been  broken 
open  by  the  Governor's  orders,  with  the 
view  of  installing  Dr.  Canilla  as  vicar 
apostolic,  against  the  wishes  of  the 
Koman  Catholic  population  ? 

Mr.  COURTNEY  :  Sir,  some  months 
since  Dr.  Canilla  was  appointed  by  the 
Pope  Vicar  Apostolic  of  Gibraltar ;  but 
it  soon  appeared  that  the  choice  was  not 
generally  popular.  Among  the  laity  a 
claim  was  raised  to  resist  the  exercise  by 
Dr.  Canilla  of  his  functions,  especially 
in  the  church  of  Santa  Maria  Coronada, 
on  the  ground  that  they  were  entitled 
by  immemorial  right  to  administer, 
through  their  representatives,  the  tem- 
poralities of  the  Catholic  communion  in 
Gibraltar.  Without  pronouncing  any 
opinion  on  that  claim  generally,  it  can 
in  no  case  extend  to  the  church  of  Santa 
Maria  Coronada,  the  property  of  which, 
as  we  are  advised,  has  always  been,  and 
remains,  vested  in  the  Crown,  by  which 
it  has  been  simply  assigned  during  plea- 
sure for  the  purposes  of  Catholic  worship. 
Dr.  Canilla  having,  under  these  circum- 
stances, applied  to  the  civil  authority  to 
be  protected  from  molestation  in  pro- 
ceeding to  the  church  of  Santa  Maria 
Coronada,  and  while  performing  Divine 
offices  there,  steps  were  taken  which 
may,  perhaps,  best  be  given  in  the  words 
of  a  telegram  from  the  Governor — 

**  March  2. — Canilla  fixed  noon  for  entry  into 
the  church.  Arrangements  made  accordingly. 
Great  agitation  this  morning.  Crowd  assembled 
in  the  <3iurch  at  6  a.m.,  when  opened  for  early 
service,  and  barricaded  it.  Cordon  of  strong 
pickets  closed  all  the  streets  leading  to  the 
church,  and  cleared  the  intermediate  space. 
Crowd  expelled  from  the  church  in  40  minutes. 
Three  arrests  made.  Route  of  Canilla  guarded 
by  picket,  which  kept  the  crowd  at  a  £stance. 
He  came  under  escort  to  the  church,  and  after 
eervioe  was  escorted  home.  Protection  to  church 
and  Canilla  continues.     Quiet  restored." 

JIi\  Childers 


Since  the  proceedings  of  Thursday  order 
has  not  been  disturbed  in  Gibraltar. 


ARKLOW  HARBOUR  BILL. 

Genkkal  Sib  GEORGE  BALFOUE 
asked  the  Junior  Lord  of  the  Treasoij, 
If  Government  will  lay  the  Papers  re- 
lating to  Arklow  Harbour  upon  the 
Table  before  the  proposed  Bill  is  read  a 
second  time  ? 

Mr.  HERBERT  GLADSTONE,  in 
reply,  said,  that  the  Government  had  no 
objection  to  lay  on  the  Table  a  selection 
of  the  Papers,  which  would  fully  show 
the  circumstances  under  which  they 
thought  it  necessary  to  carry  out  the 
original  scheme  for  the  improvement  of 
the  Harbour. 

FLINT  COUNTY  (POLICE  FORCE)-PR0- 
TECTION  TO  THE  PERSON  OF  THE 
PRIME  MINISTER. 

Mb.  STANLEY  LEIGHTON  asked 
the  Secretary  of  State  for  the  Home  De- 
partment, Whether  he  will  lay  upon 
the  Table  of  the  House  the  Correspond- 
ence which  has  passed  between  lumself 
and  the  Court  of  Quarter  Sessions  of  the 
county  of  Flint,  in  reference  to  the  pay- 
ment of  the  extraordinary  expenses  in- 
curred by  them  in  providing  additional 
constables  to  protect  the  First  Lord  of 
the  Treasury ;    and,    whether    he  will 
state  the  number  of  warnings,  respect- 
ing the  necessity  of  protecting  public 
servants,    which  he  has  caused  to  be 
addressed  to  other  local  authorities  ? 

Sir  WILLIAM  HARCOURT :  Sir,  I 
should  be  happy  to  give  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber any  Papers  I  possibly  can.  The 
communications  from  the  Flint  Court  of 
Quarter  Sessions  will  be  given  if  the 
hon.  Member  moves  for  them;  bat 
the  police  communications  cannot  be 
given. 

Mr.  STANLEY  LEIGHTON:  The 
number  of  men  ? 

Sir  WILLIAM  HARCOURT:  I 
could  not  do  that;  the  subject  is  of  a 
confidential  nature. 

FRIENDLY    SOCIETIES  —  REPORT    OF 
TEE  REGISTRAR  GENERAL,  1880. 

Mr.  J.  HOLLOND  asked  the  Secre- 
tary of  State  for  the  Home  Department, 
When  the  Report  of  the  Registrar 
General  of  Friendly  Sodetiea  for  1880 
will  be  issued  ? 
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in  reference  to  which  important  subject 
provisions  were  frequently  brought  for- 
ward by  Irish  Members  during  the 
passage  through  the  House  of  that 
measure  ? 

Mr.  GLADSTONE,  in  reply,  said, 
that  some  legislation  might  be  desirable 
with  regard  to  town  parks ;  but  he  was 
obliged  to  say  that,  viewing  the  present 
condition  of  affairs,  and  the  pressure  on 
the  time  of  the  House  of  Commons,  he 
did  not  think  the  period  had  arrived 
when  the  Government  should  ask  Par- 
liament to  entertain  that  subject.  As 
for  the  latter  part  of  the  Question,  he 
was  not  aware    that    there   were  any 

Sounds   for    proceeding    as    the  hon. 
ember  proposed. 

ENGLAND    AND    FRANCE  — THE 
CHANNEL  TUNNEL  SCHEME. 

Mr.  SEELY  (Sen.)  asked  the  First 
Lord  of  the  Treasury,  Whether  the  Go- 
vernment would  cause  a  Beport  to  be 
made  to  this  House,  either  by  a  Oommis- 
sion  or  a  Committee  of  this  House,  as  to 
the  improvements  that  could  be  made 
in  the  passage  by  sea  between  England 
and  France  (particularly  after  the  har- 
bours at  present  in  course  of  construction 
at  Calais  and  Boulogne  are  completed), 
in  order  that,  when  this  House  has  to 
consider  the  advantc^es  and  disadvan- 
tages of  the  proposed  tunnel  under  the 
Channel,  the  comparison  may  be  made, 
not  between  the  passage  by  the  proposed 
tunnel  and  the  sea  passage  as  it  is  at 
present,  but  as  it  would  be  after  it  was 
so  improved  ? 

Mr.  GLADSTONE :  Sir,  what  I  would 
say  is  that  it  will  be,  perhaps,  a  very 
important  matter  for  the  House,  as  well 
as  for  the  Government,  to  consider  when 
the  subject  is  ripe  for  determining  by 
what  form  effectual  inquiry  shall  be 
made  into  the  whole  of  this  subject.  I 
doubt,  however,  very  much  whether  it 
would  be  expedient,  and  certainly  the 
Government  are  not  prepared  to  recom- 
mend, that  at  the  present  moment,  in 
anticipation  of  the  regular  and  complete 
inquiry  which  must  come,  a  partial  in- 
quiry should  be  instituted  as  to  the  pro- 
posal made  by  my  hon.  Friend. 

LAW  AND  POLICE  (METROPOLIS)  — 
PERSONAL  SECURITY  ON  THE 
THAMES    EMBANKMENT. 

Mr.  AldermanW.  LA  WEENCE  gave 
Notice  that  next  Thursday  he  would  ask 

Mr.  Marum 


I 


the  SecretaTTof  State  for  the  Home  Be- 

Eartment,  Whether  his  attention  had 
een  drawn  to  the  remarks  of  Mr. 
Justice  Hawkins  in  the  late  trial  for 
the  manslaughter  of  an  unfortunate 
young  man  on  the  Thames  Emhank- 
ment,  without  any  provocation  what- 
ever? Mr.  Justice  Hawkins  said  that 
it  was  to  him  perfectly  astounding  that 
a  brutal  and  sanguinary  outrage  of  this 
kind— [Cri>«  of  "  Order !  "  and  eheert]" 
should  have  been  committed  on  the 
Thames  Embankment,  and  should  have 
occupied  so  long  a  time  in  its  committal 
without  a  single  policeman  being  pre- 
sent. {_Benetped  cries  of  **  Order !  *'  and 
ehssrs.']  Mr.  Justice  Hawkins,  in  pass- 
ing sentence  on  the  prisoner  Oalliers  of 
10  years'  penal  servitude,  said  that  he 
could  scarcely  have  believed  that  so 
much  ruffianly  lawlessness  prevailed  in 
the  streets  of  the  City,  or  that  it  could 
have  been  allowed  to  run  its  course 
unchecked.  [CriV*  of  "Order!"  and 
**  Hear,  hear !  "1 

Sib  WILLIAM  HARCOUET:  Sir, 
as  there  is  a  good  deal  of  interest  taken 
in  this  subject,  I  may  as  well  answer 
the  Question  at  once.  I  do  not  propose 
to  go  into  the  remarks  of  Mr.  Justice 
Hawkins,  and  it  would  not  be  proper  to 
make  any  remarks  upon  them.  As  there 
seems  to  have  been  a  considerable 
amount  of  public  alarm  created  in  re- 
gard to  the  matter,  and  as  I  think  it  is 
always  much  better  to  take  too  much 
rather  than  too  little  precautionon  such 
occasions,  I  have  given  instructions  that 
the  police  shall  be  strengthened  on  the 
Thames  Embankment.  At  the  same 
time,  I  must  be  allowed  to  say  that,  in 
my  opinion,  I  certainly  ought  to  do 
nothing  to  encourage  what  I  believe  to 
be  an  unfounded  apprehension.  I  must 
also  be  allowed  to  state,  after  making 
the  most  careful  inquiry  into  the  sub- 
ject, that  since  this  very  atrocious  out- 
rage on  the  18th  of  December,  the 
Thames  Embankment  has  been  sin- 
gularly free  from  any  disquiet  or  dis- 
order of  the  kind. 

IRISH  LAND  COMMISSION— RETUBN 
OF  JUDGMENTS. 

Sm  HERVEY  BRUCE  asked  Mr. 
Attorney  General  for  Lreland,  When  the 
Betum  of  the  number  of  cases  that  had 
come  before  the  Land  Courts  under  the 
Land  Act  would  be  laid  before  the 
House  F 


now  explamed  that  what  he  desired 
to  ezpresa  waa  the  minimuin  of  blame 
with  the  maximum  of  appreciation  of 

LAND    COUMISSION  —  THE  Mr.  Qodley's  value.   The  learned  Judge 

JBKTABV— EXPLANATION.  added — 

ATT0BNT5Y    GENERAL    foe  "  I  "inoerely  trurt,  in  JMtioe  to  Mr.  Qodley, 

ND  (Mi.  W.  M.  JoHHioH)  uid,  anJ  in  oonpli"?"  wilt  th.  n^l""!"  '•  It" 

ti.  ii}    .    1   1               t  xt.     ri  Land  Commusionon,  you  will  see  your  way  to 

ith  the  indnlgenoe  of  the  Honje,  „,  aj,  Hght.  for  Mr  Godl.y  nutuilly  I..!,  it 

at  be  permitted  to  make  a  per-  yery  Rcutely." 

TUnaoon  in  reference  to  a  mat-  j^  „onclurion,  he  would  thank  the  Honae 

which  he  had  nnwittngljr  hurl  ,„,  ,i,^,„i„  ^  u.  oipluiation. 

"ff  °n  •/•'T. '"r"?  P-M"  Mb.  LEWIS  aeted,  if  the  Ooyem- 

Mr.  Qodley,  the  Seoretan.  «f  „,^,  ^^  „,  objection  to  the  produc- 

d  Commimon.    Ho  (the  Atlor.  ^^  „,  ,^^  iSorrS.pond.nce  quoted  bj 

aeral  for  Ireland)  wa.  reported  ,^j  ,.  ^,  y^^  „d  learned  (Jcntlemanf 

^~tv     5"        5??,?*^?  T»°  ATTOKNET   QENEBAL  lOE 

in    the  Homio   that  Mr.   Ood-  mELAND  (Mr.  W.  M.  Jomtra) :  Thi. 

I  aharply  reprimanded   by  the  ;„„,  ^  CorJeepoudenoe  at  all;  it  i.  a 

^mmi«non     who    at  the  inme  -riyate  letter  addio.iod  to  myself,  and 

formed  him  th,y  did  not  oonnder  '^j  ^^,  j^  ^^^^^  ,^,  Goyernment  are  at 

imstanooB  were  Buch  as  to  justify  ^U  ooncemed 

CTjl.    He  (the  Attorney  Genml  ^^    jj^^g  .  j^„  ,,,,„           i,^„ 

ind)  waa  ^eor.port«Jin  another  „               „,  ^;„„^,  „,  ,^,  Laid  Oom- 

I  We  irndthat  Mr.  GodJey  w«.  „i£iJ„„  ,„i,ti„  ,„  (k,  .ubiect  which 

»d.d  in  jtrong  term..     Be  be-  ,^,  (Joyemment  will  produce  f 

.e  aud  omply_at  all  events  he  j,^   ATTOENET  GENEEAL  fob 

r,    „     n'^T          .J"  T"v^  lEELAND  (Mr.  W.  M.  Jomnoit) :   I 

led.  Mr.  Godley  writing  to  him  ^^^  ^^  knowledge  of  any  Oorrespond- 

S!1.h"          f<"    I"'""!)  once  besides  the  friyato  letter,  the  suh- 

aip  uii  stance  of  which,  by  the  indulgi 
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nn>ect  to  nim  which  he  (the    al 
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first  place,  I  wish  to  know,  whether  the 
House  has  been  made  acquainted  with 
the  return  made  to  the  Writ  issued  for  a 
new  Member  for  the  Borough  of  North- 
ampton. In  the  second  place,  I  wish  to 
know,  whether  the  Kesolution  at  which 
this  House  arrived  on  the  7th  of  Feb- 
ruary, respecting  Mr.  Bradlaugh's  not 
being  permitted  to  go  through  the  form 
of  taking  the  Oath,  is  still  binding  upon 
Mr.  Brad  laugh,  in  the  event  of  his  com- 
ing up  to  the  Table  and  offering  to  take 
the  Oath  ? 

Mr.  speaker  :  With  respect  to  the 
first  Question  of  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man, I  have  to  say  that  the  certificate 
of  the  return  of  Mr.  Bradlaugh  for  the 
Borough  of  Northampton  has  been  com- 
municated to  this  House  in  the  usual 
way,  and  is  now  on  the  Table  of  the 
House.  With  respect  to  the  second 
Question  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  I 
have  to  say  that  I  have  considered  very 
carefully  the  operation  of  the  Resolution 
of  the  7th  of  February  as  it  affects  Mr. 
Bradlaugh,  and  that  I  have  come  to  the 
conclusion  that  that  Resolution  applied 
to  Mr.  Bradlaugh  personally  as  Member 
for  Northampton.  When  Mr.  Bradlaugh 
ceased  to  be  Member  for  Northampton, 
that  Resolution,  in  my  opinion,  ceased 
to  be  operative ;  and  altnough  he  has 
now  been  again  returned  as  Member  for 
Northampton,  I  cannot  consider  that 
that  Resolution  has  revived,  or  is  now 
in  force. 

Sir  STAFFORD  NORTHOOTE: 
Then,  Mr.  Speaker,  as  the  Resolution  to 
which  I  have  referred,  and  which  you 
have  alluded  to  in  your  answer,  was  a 
Resolution  that  was  adopted  by  this 
House,  after  full  consideration,  and  by 
a  very  large  majority,  I  apprehend  that 
if  Mr.  Bradlaugh  should  now  present 
himself  again  to  take  the  Oath,  it  would 
be  thought  right  to  raise  again  the  ques- 
tion as  to  permitting  him  to  take  the 
Oath,  and  the  House  would  have  that 
again  submitted  to  it.  But,  as  we  are 
all  aware,  Mr.  Bradlaugh,  or  any  other 
Member  who  is  returned,  may  elect  his 
own  time  for  coming  to  take  his  seat. 
He  may  do  so  either  at  the  beginning  of 
the  Business,  or  at  the  end  of  the  Busi- 
ness. If  he  should  elect  to  come  forward 
at  the  end  of  the  night's  Business,  which 
may  be  at  2  or  3  o'clock  in  the  morning, 
it  would  be  difficult  to  really  take  the 
sense  of  the  House— which  would  then 
be  thin  and  exhausted — upon  what  must 
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be  regarded  as  a  question  of  great  im- 
portance, I  have,  therefore,  bought  it 
would  be  right,  as  Mr.  Bradlaugh  has 
not  presented  himself  to-night,  that  I 
should  take  the  earliest  opportunity  of 
submitting  to  the  House  a  Motion  which 
will  have  the  effect  of  reviving  or  re- 
affirming the  Resolution  that  was  adopted 
on  the  7th  of  February 

Mr.  LABOUCHERE:  I  rise  to  Order. 
I  wish  to  ask  you,  Sir,  whether  it  is 
open  to  any  hon.  Gentleman,  before  an 
elected  Member  has  come  to  the  Table 
to  take  the  Oath,  to  call  for  the  Writ, 
and  to  base  any  Motion  upon  that  Writ? 
I  ask  you  this  particularly  in  regard  to 
the  Motion  which  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man has  shadowed  out,  because  I  be- 
lieve that  the  only  Motions  which  have 
yet  been  put  in  such  cases  are  Motions 
for  a  new  Writ,  the  elected  Member 
being  disqualified  by  Statute  from  taking 
his  seat. 

Mr.  speaker  :  As  I  understand 
the  Motion  indicated  by  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman,  it  affects  the  right  of  a 
Member  of  this  House  to  take  his  seat, 
and  it  is  intended  by  it  to  renew  a 
Resolution  which  the  House  arrived  at 
during  the  present  Session  ;  and  as  it  is 
one  which  concerns  the  Privileges  of 
this  House,  I  consider  that  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  is  within  his  right. 

Mr.  DILLWYN  :  I  rise  to  Order.  I 
wish  to  ask,  Sir,  if  any  hon.  Member  is 
in  Order  in  rising  to  propose  a  Resolu- 
tion on  a  question  of  this  sort,  and 
thereby  interposing  and  preventing  the 
House  passing  to  its  ordinary  Business  ? 

Mr.  speaker  :  I  thought  I  had 
clearly  stated,  in  reply  to  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Northampton  (Mr.  Labouchere), 
that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  is  within 
his  rights. 

Sir  STAFFORD  NORTHOOTE :  I 
make  the  Motion  as  a  matter  of  Privi- 
lege. What  I  propose  to  move  is  to 
this  effect — 

''That  this  House,  having  ascertained  that 
Mr.  Bradlaagh  has  been  ro-electcd  for  the  Bo- 
rough of  Northampton,  doth  re-affirm  the  Reso- 
lution made  on  the  7th  of  February  last,  and 
doth  hereby  direct  that  Mr.  Bradlaugh  be  not 
permitted  to  go  through  the  form  of  taking  the 
Oath  prescribed  by  the  Statutes  29  Vic.  c  19, 
and  31  and  32  Vic.  c.  72." 

The  Resolution  at  which  the  House  ar- 
rived on  that  occasion  was  substantially 
the  same  as  that  at  which  it  arrived  last 
Session  upon  Mr.  Bradlaugh's  second 
election  for  Northampton ;  and  now  that 
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he  has  been  elected  for  the  tbird  time, 
I  ask  the  House  to  pass  a  similar  Beso- 
lution,  fbr  it   does  not  in  any  deg^e 
liter  Uie  ^position  of  the  House  of  Com- 
mons in  regard  to  the  question  of  taking 
^e  Oath.     The  ground  upon  whioh  the 
peat  majority  of  the  House  objected  to 
Mr.  BradLaugh  g^ing  through  the  form 
of  taking  the  Oath  remains  exactly  the 
same— namely,  that  we  consider  that  we 
are  parties  to  the  taking  of  the  Oath, 
and  that  we  consider  that  the  taking  of 
the  Oath  by  Mr.  Bradlaugh  in  the  oir- 
eumstances  known  to  the  House  is  in 
the  nature  of  a  profanation  of  that  Oath. 
I  need  not  on  this  occasion  go  into  the 
irgmnents  which  have  been  repeated  so 
of^,  and  of  the  nature  of  which  the 
House  is  fuUy  aware,  and  I  should  only 
be  fatiguing  the  House  were  I  to  do  so 
on  this  occasion.    I  shall,  therefore,  con- 
tent niyself,  Mr.  Speaker,  with  placing 
this  Motion  in  your  hands. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 

"That  thiB  House,  having  ascertained  that 
Hr.  Bndlaof^h  has  been  re-elected  for  the  Bo- 
Tongh  of  Northampton,  doth  re-affirm  the  Reso- 
htion  made  on  the  7th  of  Fehruary  last,  and 
doth  hereby  direct  that  Mr.  Bradlaugh  be  not 
pennitted  to  go  through  the  form  of  taking  the 
Oath  picecribed  by  the  Statutes  29  Vio.  c.  19, 
ind  31  and  32  Vic.  c.  72."--(5ir  Stafford 
XorthcoU.) 

Mr.  M ARJORIB ANKS  :  It  is  only. 
Sir.  because  I  believe  there  is  a  very 
general  consensus  of  opinion  in  the 
House  that  this  matter  of  Mr.  Brad- 
lauj»h*s  election  can  only  be  dealt  with 
by  legislation  that  I  venture  to  submit 
to  the  House  for  its  favourable  conside- 
raticm  an  Amendment  to  the  Resolution 
moved  by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Leader  of  the  Opposition.  The  Amend- 
ment is — 

"That  it  is  desirable  that  the  prov-isions  of 
th*  2'J  Vic.  c.  19,  and  31  and  32  Vic.  c.  72,  Bhould 
U  so  far  modified  as  to  permit  every  elected 
Mrmber  of  this  Hoiise  to  take  the  Oath  or  to 
r^**  the  Aflirmation  prescribed  under  those 
Stitate*  at  hia  own  option." 

Now,  Sir,  I  am  bound  to  confess  that  I 
am  what  many  of  my  Friends  near  mo 
will  consider  somewhat  unsound  on  the 
Bradlaugh  Question.  I  am  one  of  that 
Tery  large  section  of  this  House  who  re- 
gard Mr.  Bradlaugh's  actions  and  opi- 
nions with  something  very  like  disgust. 
I  do  think  Mr.  Bradlaugh  had  a  very 
rtrong  position  in  regard  to  the  House  ; 
but  I  think    he   has  again  and  again 
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thrown  away  the  strength  of  the  posi- 
tion. He  has  repeatedly  brought  for- 
ward the  weak  part  of  his  argument, 
and  has  by  his  action  done  all  he  could 
to  excite  prejudice  and  hostility,  both 
among  hon.  Members  and  among  the 
outside  public,  against  him.  Mr.  Brad- 
laugh has  attempted  to  take  the  Oath, 
first  by  force,  and  then  by  unworthy — 
I  may  almost  say  childish  —  manoeu- 
vres  

Mb.  LABOUCHERE:  I  rise  to  Or- 
der. I  wish  to  ask  whether  the  word 
**  unworthy,"  applied  to  a  Member  of 
this  House,  is  in  Order  ? 

Mr.  speaker  :  I  did  not  catch  the 
context,  and  I  am  not  prepared  to  give 
a  positive  statement  in  the  matter. 

Mr.  LABOUCHERE:  The  hon.  Mem- 
her  (Mr.  Marjoribanks)  has  described 
the  conduct  of  Mr.  Bradlaugh  as  un- 
worthy. [Cries  of  ** No !  "]  Well,  he 
said  that  he  had  been  guilty  of  an  un- 
worthy manoeuvre. 

Mr.  speaker  :  I  am  not,  under 
the  circumstances,  prepared  to  interpose 
in  the  matter. 

Mr.  marjoribanks  :  The  result 
of  Mr.  Bradlaugh' s  action  has  been — 
first,  that  the  opposition  to  his  taking 
the  Oath  has  been  grounded  more  upon 

fersonal  dislike  of  Mr.  Bradlaugh — 
Cries  of  **  No,  no!"]— I  assert  that 
most  distinctly — dislike  of  Mr.  Brad- 
laugh rather  than  on  the  consideration 
of  any  broad  principle  of  what  is  right 
or  expedient  for  the  good  of  the  country; 
and,  secondly,  it  has  resulted  in  the  ex- 
clusion of  Mr.  Bradlaugh  from  a  seat  in 
the  House  by  an  un-English  Resolution, 
and  on  the  very  uncommon  grounds — 
first,  because  he  did  not  comply  with  a 
religious  test ;  and,  secondly,  because 
he  was  prevented  from  complying  with 
that  religious  test.  The  arguments  as 
to  the  legality  or  the  illegality  of  the 
action  of  the  House  of  Commons  have 
been  urged,  I  may  almost  say,  ad 
nauseartiy  and  I  will  not  enter  into  these 
arguments ;  but  the  experience  of  the 
last  two  years  must,  I  may  say,  have 
proved  that  the  House  is,  either  legally 
or  illegally,  perfectly  competent  to  ex- 
clude, and  can  exclude,  and  that  it  will 
go  on  excluding  Mr.  Bradlaugh,  until 
some  change  is  made  in  the  regulations 
under  which  Members  of  the  House  take 
their  seats.  Wo  may  deplore  the  fact 
that  Mr.  Bradlaugh  has  been  elected. 
We  may  deplore  the  fact  that  so  many 
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of  a  lar^e  constituency  like  Northampton 
so  far  identify  themselves  with  Mr.  Brad- 
laugh  as  to  think  he  is  the  only  proper 
Representative  of  them  in  this  House  ; 
but  surely,  if  that  is  the  case,  he  ought 
to  be  allowed  to  take  his  seat,  for  it  is 
far  better  that  expression  of  these  opi- 
nions should  be  given  in  this  House, 
and  find  their  natural  outlet  in  this 
House.  I  find  that  a  Paper  was  pre- 
sented to  the  House  a  day  or  two  ago  in 
regard  to  the  practice  of  foreign  States 
in  this  matter.  I  see  in  that  Paper  that 
in  Belgium  and  Italy  there  is  an  Oath 
required,  but  there  is  no  invocation  of 
the  Deity.  The  Members  swear  that 
they  will  be  faithful  to  the  Constitution. 
Then  in  France  and  Germany  neither 
Oath  nor  Affirmation  is  required,  and 
in  the  United  States  and  Holland  Oath 
or  Affirmation  is  optional.  ["Agreed, 
agreed !  "]  I  do  not  wish  to  enter  into 
any  long  speech  in  moving  this  Amend- 
ment ;  and  I  do  entreat  this  House, 
remembering  that  the  honour  of  the 
House  has  so  often  and  so  greatly  been 
compromised,  to  give  favourable  consi- 
deration to  this  Amendment. 

Amendment  proposed, 

To  leave  out  from  the  word  "  That  "  to  the 
end  of  the  Question,  in  order  to  add  the  words 
*'  it  is  desirable  that  the  provisions  of  the  29 
Vic.  c.  19,  and  31  and  32  Vic.  o.  72,  should  be 
BO  modified  as  to  permit  every  elected  Member 
of  this  Honsp  to  tike  the  Oath  or  to  make  the 
Affirmation  prescribed  under  those  Statutes  at 
his  own  option," — [Mr.  Marjoribankt,) 

— instead  thereof. 

Question  proposed,  "That  the  words 

Sroposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part  of  the 
tuestion." 

Me.  LABOUCHEEE  :  I  prefer  the 
Amendment  of  my  hon.  Fnend  (Mr. 
Marjoribanks)  to  the  reasons  which  he 
gave  for  it.  I  think  he  was  carried  away 
by  his  own  eloquence  when  he  asserted 
that  Mr.  Bradlaugh  has  been  guilty  of 
unworthy  manceuvres.  You  have  ruled, 
Sir,  that  the  phrase  is  Parliamentary ; 
and,  therefore,  I  do  not  complain  of  it 
having  been  used ;  but,  at  the  same 
time,  I  must  say  that  Mr.  Bradlaugh 
has  not  had  recourse  to  any  unworthy 
manceuvres.  Mr.  Bradlaugh's  view  of 
his  position  has  been  entirely  supported 
by  the  Prime  Minister  and  by  the  Law 
Officers  of  the  Crown.  Therefore,  if  the 
reflection  of  my  hon.  Friend  can  be 
made  at  Mr.  Bradlaueh,  it  can  also  be 
made  against  the  Prune  Minister  and 
J£r.  Jfofyorthanh 


the  Law  Officers  of  the  drown.    I  am 
sorry  to  have  again  to  repeat  what  Mr. 
Bradlaugh's  view  of  his  position  is ;  bat 
either  hon.  Members  will   not   und6^ 
stand,  or  will  persist  in  shutting  their 
ears  on  the  subject.    Mr.  Bradmngh's 
contention  has  always  been  this — that 
he  derives  his  right  to  go  up  to  the 
Table  of  this  House  and  take  the  Oath 
froi^  the  fact  of  his  election,  that  he  has 
a  statutory  duty  to  perform  in  doing  so, 
and  that  tiiis  House  is  violating  the  Law 
and  the  Constitution  in  preventing  him 
from  doing  that  duty.    I  say,  therefore, 
with  all  respect  for  the  House,  that  if 
there  are  brawlers  in  this  matter,  Mr. 
Bradlaugh  is  not  the  brawler.    I  am 
sorry   I  must  trouble  hon.    Gentlemen 
opposite  by  reading  some  extracts  from 
a  few  speeches.    I  know  that  is  a  form 
of  eloquence  to  which  they  object,  but 
I  really  stand  here  defending  th^  Oon- 
stitution  of  this  country.     And  not  only 
so,  but  I  am  also  defending  the  rights 
both  of   the  electors  of  Northampton 
and  the  right  of  every  elector  in  the 
country  to  choose  whom    they  will  to 
represent  them.    Well,  hon.  Gentlemen 
wul  remember  that  a  former  House  of 
Commons  put  itself  in  opposition  to  the 
people.     I  allude  to  the  case  of  Mr. 
Wilkes.     We  all  know  how  that  ended; 
but  when  I  am  told  that  a  Resolution  of 
this  House  is  superior  to  the  Law  of  the 
land,  I  claim  to  read  some  observationa 
made  by  men  who   are  recognized  as 
almost,  I  may  say,  the  fathers  of  the 
Constitution.     In  the  debate  with  re- 
gard to  Mr.  Wilkes — ICries  ©/"Bead- 
ing!"]    Well,  yes;  I  am  going  to  read 
some  extracts.     They  are  not  very  long. 
In  that  debate  Edmund  Burke  said — 

**  The  right  to  incapacitate  is  not  to  be 
trusted  with  this  House.  The  Constitution  baa 
not  given  it  to  us,  because  it  would  end  in  the 
destruction  of  the  House." 

Mr.  Wedderbum,  in  the  same  debate, 
said — 

"Precedents  there  are  none  to  support  the 

Sroposal  that   the  House  has    the    power  to 
eclare  the  law  with  regard  to  the  qualification 
of  Members.*' 

Mr.  Wedderbum  further  said — 

"  No  man  who  is  by  any  right  eligible  can  be 
rendered  ineligible  by  any  ordinance,  by  any- 
thing less  than  an  Act  of  Parliament.*' 

Mr.  Grenville  said — 

"  If  a  Resolution  of  the  House  is  in  the  teeth 
of  an  Act  of  Parliament,  it  is  in  the  teeth  of 
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become  popular  mainly  by  the  oourse 
adopted  by  hon.  GenUemen  opposite. 
They  are  doing  their  best  to  make  Mr. 
Bradlaugh  a  martyr;  and  I  say  Mr. 
Bradlaugh  was  not  only  supported  by 
the  Radicals  of  Northampton,  but  I  am 
strictly  within  the  truth  m  stating  that 
during  the  recent  election,  I  suppose 
200  or  300  telegrams  were  receiTod 
from  political  clubs  in  all  parts  of  the 
country,  urging  the  electors  of  North- 
ampton to  stand  to  their  man.  Whether 
Mr.  Bradlaugh  is  to  be  elected  once 
again,  or  a  dozen  times  again,  I  can  only 
say  he  will  be  elected  and  re-elected  as 
long  as  he  maintains  the  principle  which 
the  people  consider  their  right — that  of 
sending  the  man  they  choose  to  represent 
them.  I  would  only  say  this  further  in 
regard  to  the  Amendment  proposed  by 
my  hon.  Friend.  It  may  be  objected  by 
hon.  Gentlemen  opposite  that  it  would 
leave  it  open  to  Mr.  Bradlaugh  again  to 
come  to  the  Table.  I  will  omv  say  that 
I  will  engage  on  the  part  of  Mr.  Brad- 
laugh—[^Vw*  of  *'0h,  oh!"]  WeU,  I 
do  not  think  hon.  Gentlemen  will  say 
that  Mr.  Bradlaugh  has  ever  violated 
his  word  to  come  into  this  House ;  and  I 
will  engage  for  him  that,  provided  the 
Amendment  passes,  and  provided  a  Bill 
is  brought  in,  and  proceeds  with  reason- 
able speed — [**  Oh,  oh !  "1 — I  mean  two 
monthb — provided  that  Bill  is  prosecuted 
with  fair  and  reasonable  speed,  Mr. 
Bradlaugh,  until  a  decision  has  been 
come  to  by  a  majority,  will  not  present 
himself  at  that  Table. 

Mr.  GLADSTONE:  Sir,  the  right 
hon.  Baronet  opposite  (Sir  StaflPord 
Northcote),  in  suomitting  this  Motion, 
has  set  us,  or  at  any  rate  me,  an  ex- 
cellent example  in  avoiding  a  re-state- 
ment of  the  arguments  he  used  on  a 
former  occasion — arguments  with  which 
we  are  perfectly  familiar.  On  the  same 
ground,  I  purpose  taking  the  same 
course,  and  it  shall  only  be  in  the 
briefest  words,  to  explain  the  reasons 
which  would  govern  me  in  supporting 
the  Amendment  which  has  just  been 
moved.  Sir,  that  Amendment  expresses 
the  judgment  of  the  House,  to  the  effect 
that  there  ought  to  be  legislation  upon 
this  subject,  and  it  proposes  to  pleuse  the 
expression  of  that  judgment  in  lieu  of  the 
Motion  which  has  been  submitted  by  the 
right  hon.  Baronet  to-day.  I  am  bound 
to  say  that  in  supporting  the  Amend- 
ment,  I  do  so  in  reliance  upon  Mr. 
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Bradlaugh,  without  any  knowledge  of 
the  matter,  but  in  reliance  upon  his  for- 
bearance and  respect  for  this  House,  8t 
least  to  this  extent,  that  were  legislation 
adopted — I  think  I  am  justified  in 
making  it  as  an  inference  from  the  speech 
that  has  just  been  made — we  snoold 
have  nothing  to  fear  from  Mr.  Bradlaugh 
in  regard  to  a  possible  repetition  of 
scenes  which  we  all  regret. 

Mb.  LABOUOHERE  :  Perhaps  the 
right  hon.  Gentieman  will  permit  me  to 
explain.  I  want  to  get  this  clear.  What 
I  said  was,  provided  this  be  followed  by 
legislation. 

Mr.  GLADSTONE:  I  am  speaking 
within  the  limits  of  the  assurance  laid 
down  in  the  statement  made  by  the  hon. 
Gentieman  himself  in  his  speech.  I  do 
not  mean  for  ever,  but  I  meant  with 
reference  to  such  language  as  he  used. 
But  with  regard  to  tiie  Motion  before 
us,  I  observe,  unfortunatoly,  that  it  is  a 
distinct  stop  in  advance.  ^Previous  Mo- 
tions against  Mr.  Bradlaugh  have  been 
consequent  upon  attempts  made  by  Mr. 
Bradlaugh  to  do  certain  acts,  and  they 
may  in  mat  sense  be  termed  defensive. 
But  it  is  obvious  that  this  Motion  has 
no  reference  to  any  express  or  apparent 
intention  or  act  of  Mr.  Bradlaugh.  It 
is  founded  upon  expectation  that  he  will 
do  an  act ;  it  is  not  founded  iipon  any 
act  he  has  done,  or  attomptodT  to  do. 
In  that  sense.  Sir,  the  Motion  is  a  step 
in  advance,  and  I  cannot  help  saying, 
to  me  it  appears  a  stop  less  against  ]i&. 
Bradlaugh  and  more  against  the  consti- 
tuency than  the  stops  which  we  have 
heretofore  adopted.  In  truth,  Sir,  it 
comes  perilously  near  to  a  Vote  of  Per- 
sonal Disqualification ;  and  I  am  bound 
to  say,  without  in  the  slightest  degree. 
Sir,  contesting  your  decision  as  to  the 
power  to  make  a  Motion  of  that  kind,  I 
really  know  not  to  what  Motions,  founded 
upon  the  appearance  of  actions  in  this 
House,  it  may  not  fortn  a  possible  pre- 
cedent. Therefore  my  objections,  wnich 
I  need  not  re- state,  if  they  told  against 
the  previous  Besolution,  tell  with  much 
greater  force  against  the  Motion  that  is 
now  made.  On  the  other  hand,  I  con- 
sider that  from  my  point  of  view— -be  it 
what  it  may,  whether  it  be  the  same  as 
that  which  Mr.  Bradlaugh  and  others 
are  as  competent  to  judge  as  tnyself — 
from  my  point  of  view  I  offer  a  ooncee- 
sion  not,  perhaps,  to  be  valued  or  ac- 
knowledged in  voting  for  the  Amendment 


303        Parliamentary  Oath—         (OOMMONB) 


Mr.  Bradimigh. 


204 


the  constituency  to  elect  Mr.  Salomons. 
Baron  Bothschild  took  the  Oath,  subject 
to  a  certain  modification  in  its  words, 
and  the  House  refused  to  allow  that 
taking  of  the  Oath  with  that  modifi- 
cation of  words  to  be  regarded  as 
equivalent  to  a  taking  of  the  Oath  as 
required  by  law.  Our  contention  is  that 
Mr.  Bradlaugh  cannot  take  the  Oath 
without  a  modification  of  its  spirit  and 
meaning,  and  that  is  the  contention, 
whether  we  are  ri^ht  or  wrong,  we  have 
always  made.  We  therefore  say  that 
as  Baron  Bothschild  was  re-elected,  I 
believe,  some  five  or  six  times  before  he 
ever  obtained  the  right  of  sitting  in  this 
House,  similarly  Mr.  Bradlaugh  has 
been  re-elected  more  than  once,  and  we 
are  still  in  a  position  in  which  we  may 
refuse,  and  ought  to  refuse,  to  allow 
him  to  go  through  the  form  of  taking 
the  Oath,  when,  as  we  hold,  he  is  in- 
capable of  doing  so  according  to  law. 
With  regard  to  the  Amendment,  that  is 
a  question  which  is  entirely  apart  from 
the  personal  question  of  Mr.  Bradlaugh 
sitting.  It  is  a  question  which  ought  to 
be  argued  independently  of  that  con- 
sideration when  it  is  brought  forward. 
If  a  Bill  is  to  be  brought  forward  for  the 
alteration  of  the  law,  let  us  see  that 
Bill,  and  then  discuss  it.  Otherwise,  I 
decline  to  be  a  party  to  pledging  the 
House  to  a  Besolution  in  favour  of  such 
a  Bill  before  we  have  received  it,  and 
also  in  connection  with  the  particular 
case  before  us^ 

Me.  HUSSEY  VIVIAN :  I  approach 
this  question  from  an  entirely  different 
point  of  view  from  that  of  my  right  hon. 
Friend  the  Prime  Minister.  I  should 
support  the  Besolution  of  the  right  hon. 
Baronet  the  Member  for  North  Devon 
(Sir  Stafford  Northcotej  if  it  stood  alone ; 
but  I  also  intend  to  support  the  Amend- 
ment proposed  by  my  hon.  Friend  the 
Member  for  Berwickshire  (Mr.  Marjori- 
banks).  I  disagree  entirely  with  the  ar- 
guments used  by  the  hon.  Member  for 
Northampton  (Mr.  Labouchere),  who  said 
that  the  House  was  not  within  its  rights 
in  prohibiting  and  preventing  the  other 
Member  for  Northampton  from  coming 
to  the  Table  and  taking  the  Oath.  We 
have  done  so  because  we  believe  he 
is  incapable  of  fulfilling  the  conditions 
imposed  by  the  Statute,  and  that  is  our 
justification  for  the  course  we  have  pur- 
sued. I  have  voted  against  Mr.  Brad- 
laugh  being    permitted    to    take    the 
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Oath  on  previous  oooaaions,  becaase  I 
could  not  be  a  party  to  sitting  by  and 
seeing  that  which,  in  my  conscience,  I 
believe  to  be  profanation ;  and  so  often 
as  this  question  comes  before  the  Honse, 
if  it  unfortunately  does  come  again,  I 
shall  vote  in  the  same  sense.  But  the 
Amendment  is  of  an  entirely  different 
nature.  I  suppose  there  can  be  very  few 
Members — probably  none^-on  my  side 
of  the  House  who  would  disagree  with 
the  opinion  that  the  time  had  long  gone 
by  when  any  religious  test  ought  to  be 
imposed  on  any  Member  who  sought  to 
take  his  seat  in  this  House,  (m  the 
other  hand,  I  believe  there  are  very  few, 
if  any,  hon.  Members  on  the  opposite 
side  of  the  House  who  would  assert 
such  an  opinion  broadly.  The  time  for 
such  tests  has  long  since  passed.  Hon. 
Members  opposite  may  feel,  as  I  do, 
very  reluctant  to  do  anything  which  can 
in  any  way  clash  with  the  votes  which 
they  have  given  ;  and  while  they  may 
taunt  Libered  Members  that  this  Amend- 
ment is  really  a  Bradlaugh  Belief  Amend- 
ment, I  shall  not  fear  any  such  taunt, 
for  the  simple  reason  that  I  am  assert- 
ing a  broad,  sound  Liberal  principle, 
that  religious  tests  ought  not  to  stand 
between  Members  who  are  elected,  and 
who  seek  to  take  their  seats,  and  it  is 
upon  that  ground,  and  that  alone,  that 
I  shall  support  the  Amendment. 

Mb.  CHAPLIN :  Sir,  I  think  it  must 
have  escaped  the  attention  of  the  hon. 
Member  who  has  just  sat  down  (Mr. 
Hussey  Vivian),  that  there  is  one  con- 
clusive argument  against  the  acceptance 
of  the  Amendment — namely,  that  in  that 
case  the  Besolution  of  my  right  hon. 
Friend  the  Member  for  North  Devon 
(Sir  Stafford  Northcote)  will  be  nega- 
tived this  night.  Then,  supposing  the 
proposal  for  legislation  were  entertained, 
and  that  legislation  were  introduced,  and 
that  the  decision  of  the  House  was  given 
hostilely,  what  would  be  the  next  thing 
that  would  happen  ?  Mr.  Bradlaugh,  I 
presume,  would  walk  up  to  the  Table  in 
the  exercise  of  the  right  he  claims,  and 
demand  to  take  the  Oath.  The  Besolu- 
tion of  my  right  hon.  Friend  having 
been  negatived,  it  would  be  contrary  to 
the  Bules  to  propose  it  again  in  the  pre- 
sent Session.  It  is  all  very  well.  This 
is  a  very  ingenious  little  trap ;  but  I  do 
not  think  the  majority  of  the  House  of 
Commons  are  at  all  likelv  to  walk  into 
it.      I  entirelj   agree  with  my   light 
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It  amounted  to  this — that  if  the  House 
would  kindly  adopt  the  Amendment  of 
the  hon.  Gentleman  below  the  Gangway, 
Mr.  Bradlaugh  would  undertake  not  to 
come  up  and  try  to  take  the  Oath  for 
a  certain  time.  [An  hon.  Membeb  :  An 
uncertain  time.]  His  brother  Member 
for  Northampton  said  he  might  wait  two 
.months;  but  he  would  not  pledge  him- 
self to  any  particular  time — it  might  be 
two  months,  it  might  be  less. 

Mr.  LABOUCHERE,  interposing, 
expressed  a  hope  that  he  might  be 
allowed  to  explain.  He  did  not  say 
that  he  assumed  that  the  Amendment 
would  be  followed  by  legislation.  Of 
course,  that  legislation  could  not  take 
place  in  a  day  or  in  a  week.  The  hon. 
Member,  as  well  as  everyone  else  in  the 
House,  knew  perfectly  well  what  he 
meant  when  he  said  that  Mr.  Bradlaugh 
would  not  come  to  that  Table  if  a  Bill 
were  prosecuted.  He  said  it  might  be 
two  months  or  three  months.  He  would 
also  say  that  Mr.  Bradlaugh  would,  un- 
der those  circumstances,  give  the  fullest 
notice  to  the  House  before  he  came  up 
to  the  Table. 

Mr.  E.  stanhope  said,  he  quite 
accepted  what  the  hon.  Member  for 
Northampton  (Mr.  Labouchere)  had 
just  said.  He  understood  that  Mr. 
Bradlaugh  was  not  to  be  bound  as  to 
time  ;  but  let  hon.  Members  see  in  what 
position  that  placed  the  House.  They 
had  no  promise  of  a  Bill  to  follow  this 
abstract  Resolution.  The  Prime  Minis- 
ter, who  had  done  a  great  deal  un- 
doubtedly to  endeavour  to  get  Mr. 
Bradlaugh  into  the  House  of  Commons, 
had  not  said  a  word  about  bringing  in 
a  Bill.  And  supposing  a  private  Mem- 
ber were  to  bring  in  a  Bill,  did  anybody 
suppose  he  would  have  the  slightest 
chance  of  passing  it?  They  all  knew 
perfectly  well  that  he  would  not,  and 
therefore  the  House  would  be  put  into 
this  position.  At  any  moment  Mr. 
Bradlaugh  might  say — *'  You  are  not 
advancing  with  the  Bill  as  fast  as  I 
like,  and  I  will  come  down  to  the  House 
of  Commons  and  try  to  take  the  Oath  ; 
for  you  have  barred  yourselves  from 
trying  to  stop  me  by  passing  the  Amend- 
ment." 

Mr.  WHITBREAD  said,  that  in  the 
early  stages  of  this  question  more  than 
one  right  hon.  Member  on  the  Front 
Opposition  Bench  took  the  view  that 
legialation  was  the  proper  mode  of  deal- 
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ing  with  the  difficulty.     He  looped  they 
were  in  the  same  mind  still.    The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for  South- 
West  Lancashire,  in  a  speech  on  a  ib^ 
mer    occasion,    dwelt    at  considerable 
length  on  this  point.     He  (Mr.  Whit- 
bread)  hoped  tne  right   hon.  Baronet 
was  of  that  opinion  still ;    if  not,  his 
second  thoughts  would  be  much  worse 
than  his  first  thoughts.     It  was  but 
reasonable  to  suppose  that  the  majority 
which    carried  the  Amendment,  if  it 
were  carried,  would  be  ready  to  cany 
on  legislation  on  the  question.    From 
whom  would  opposition  come  to  sach 
legislation?     It  was  not  to  be  feared 
from  that  side  of  the  House.    If  hon. 
Gentlemen  opposite  feared  a  profianation 
of  the  Oath,  and  the  Amendment  were 
to  pass,  all  they  had  to  do  was  to  meet 
the  other  side  fairly  and  to  abstain*from 
obstructing  the  Bill.     He  did  not  wish 
them  to  abstain  from  expressing  thor 
opinions,   but  only    asked    that   there 
should  be    no   undue  obstruction.    If 
they  would  meet  them  fairly  and  take  a 
division  on  the   Bill,  at  a  reasonable 
time,   on  its  merits,   and    be  satisfied 
with  the  decision  of  the  majority,  what- 
ever it  might   be,    they  need  fear  no 
profanation  of  the  Oath.      Bat  was  it 
really  the  profanation  of  the  Oath  that 
they  did  fear  ?    They  had  admitted  over 
and  over  again  that  should  Mr.  Brad- 
laugh be  returned  at  the  General  Elee- 
tion,  they  could  not  prevent  him  going 
up    amongst    the    first    Members    and 
taking  the  Oath  at  the  Table.     Was  it, 
then,  really  the  profianation  of  the  Oath 
that  they  cared  for ;  or  was  it  that  some 
astute  Party  managers  thought  they  had 
got  a    good    question,   and  that  they 
would  like  to  keep  the  question  alive  r 
They  on  his  CMr.  Whitbread's)  side  of 
the  House  thought  Mr.  Bradlaugh  had 
a  right  to  go  to  the  Table  and  take 
the  Oath ;  but  they  offered  a  way  out 
of  the  difficulty,  a  way  recommended 
by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Mem- 
ber for    South- West    Lancashire — the 
only  way  which   they  saw  of  avoidinflr 
profanation,     because     if    a     Genered 
Election   came,    he    (Mr.    Whitbread) 
thought  it  was    reasonable  to   expect 
that   Mr.   Bradlaugh  would  be  again 
returned,    and    then    he  would    eome 
to  the    Table,   and    before    the  Mem* 
bers  present  would  take  the    Oath  in 
a  manner  very  like  a  profanation  of 
it.    They  offered  them  a  way  oat  of  the 
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difficulty — namely,  by  the  introduction 
rf  a  BiU  to  deal  with  it.  If  the  Con- 
awmtiTe  Party  would  only  not  prevent 
legislation,  a  Bill  could  be  passed  with- 
oat  any  undue  waste  of  time,  and  the 
profanation  of  the  Oath  would  not  take 
place.  He  wished  to  remind  the  House 
of  these  facts,  because  hon.  Members 
opposite  had  not  treated  them  in  so 
temperate  a  manner  as  they  did  on  the 
fint  occadon,  when  they  offered  to 
assent  to  legislation  on  the  subject. 

Sia  B.  A8SHET0N  GBOSS  said,  he 
regretted  very  much  that  the  right  hon. 
Oeatleman  the  Member  for  Bipon  should 
liaTe  attempted  to  introducein  to  this  de- 
bate any  question  of  Party,  either  on 
one  side  or  the  other.     [*'Oh!'n     It 
was,  he  thought,  hardly  worthy  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  to  say  that  the 
CnaerratiTee  wished  to  keep  this  ques- 
tioii  open  for  Party  purposes.     This  was 
I  matter  which  most  deeply  affected  not 
only  every  Member  of  that  House,  but 
the  reliffiouB  feelings  of  millions  of  peo* 
nie  of  ul  Parties  and  of  all  creeds.     He 
oedined  to  speak  of   the  matter  as  a 
Pkrty  question,  inasmuch  as  it  was  one 
vhich  had  moved  the  hearts  and  feelings 
of  many  religious  people  in  the  country. 
Ihe  hon.  Member  who  had  just  spoken 
(Mr.  Whitbread)  had  alluded  to  a  speech 
of  his  made  a  long  time  ago  on  this  sub- 
ject, when  it  came  before  him  for  the 
lixBt  time  as  a  Member  of  the  Select  Com- 
mittee.    That  Committee  almost  unani- 
moosly  decided  that  it  was  absolutely 
impossible  by  law  for  Mr.  Bradlaugh  to 
make   the  Affirmation  which  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the   Chancellor  of  the 
Duchy  of  Lancaster  desired  him  to  make. 
Upon  the  other  question  as  to  whether 
lie  should  be  permitted  to  take  the  Oath, 
the  Committee  upon  that  point  also  were 
uiianimous  in  holding  that  such  a  taking 
of  the  Oath  would  not  be  a  taking  the 
Oath  at  all  within  the  meaning  of  the 
Act,  but  would  be  an  act  of  profanation. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Chancellor 
of  the  Duchy  of  Lancaster  thought  that 
there  was  only  one  thing  to  be  done — 
namely,  to  allow  Mr.  Bradlaugh  to  take  the 
Oath.  For  his  own  part,  he  had  ventured  to 
suggest  that  as  Mr.  Bradlaugh  could  not 
make  an  Affirmation,   neither  was  he  to 
he  allowed,  under  the  circumstances,  to 
take  the  Oath,   and  that  if  the  Qovem- 
ment  desired  to  get  him  into  the  House, 
thfiir  only  method  of  gettingridof  the  diffi- 
culty was  to  introduce  legislation  on  the 


subjecl.  That  opinion  he  had  always 
held  and  expressed ;  he  said  so  now,  and 
all  the  more  strongly  because  he  had 
never  concealed  the  faot  that  he  objected 
to  such  legislation  all  the  more  earnestly 
because  it  was  introduced  for  the  express 
purpose  of  letting  in  Mr.  Bradlaugh. 
Hon.  and  right  hon.  Gentlemen  would 
remember  perfectly  well  how  great  a 
difference  there  was  in  doing  things  for 
one  particular  pun>ose  and  in  doing  them 
for  the  advance  of  the  general  principle, 
and  he  did  not  see  how  the  Amendment 
would  have  any  real  effect,  because  the 
moment  the  Bill  was  introduced,  he  was 
quite  cert€kin  it  would  be  so  attacked  and 
tied  and  bound  up  with  the  case  of  Mr. 
Bradlaugh,  that  it  would  have  no  chance 
of  passing,  and  many  Members  who 
would  be  quite  ready  to  support  the  ge- 
neral principle  would  vote  against  it. 
The  hon.  and  learned  Attorney  General 
had  made  a  speech  on  the  subject  and 
had  promised  to  introduce  a  Bill — [The 
Attobnet  General  (Sir  Henry  James) : 
No,  no.] — but  they  had  never  seen  any- 
thing of  it,  and  it  appeared  to  him  that 
they  were  in  absolutely  the  same  condi- 
tion at  that  moment  as  they  were  at  the 
beginning  of  the  Session.  The  Amend- 
ment must  be  considered  as  a  Motion  for 
allowing  Mr.  Bradlaugh,  whenever  he 
chose,  to  go  through  the  form  of  taking 
the  Oath,'  and  either  the  Government 
must  help  him  in  that,  or  they  must 
come  to  the  Kesolution  that  they  came 
to  before.  He  should  certainly  vote  for 
the  original  Motion  proposed  by  his 
right hon.Friend  (Sir Stafford Northcote), 
because  it  appeared  to  him  that  the 
Amendment  was  simply  brought  forward 
as  a  loophole  by  which  certain  scruples 
might  be  explained  away,  and  hon  Mem- 
bers prevented  from  voting  in  accordance 
with  conscience. 

Me.  WALTER  said,  that  when  the 
question  was  first  brought  before  the 
notice  of  the  House,  he  ventured  to  ex- 
press an  opinion  that  the  matter  would 
never  be  settled  until  an  Act  was  passed 
substituting  a  simple  Affirmation  for  an 
Oath.  Various  opinions  were  expressed 
as  to  the  advisability  of  adopting  alter- 
native systems  enabling  Members  either 
to  take  the  Oath,  or  to  make  Affir- 
mation. For  his  own  part,  he  thought 
considerable  objection  existed  to  such  a 
course,  which  would  tend  to  divide  Mem- 
bers into  two  classes — into  those  who 
considered  the  Oath  was  the  proper  foria 
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to  take,  and  those  to  whom  the  Affir- 
mation was  the  proper  form.     Now,  he 
objected  to  such  a  course.     He  had  cer- 
tainly said  before  that  nothing  would 
induce  him  to  consent  to  Mr.  Bradlaugh' s 
taking  the  Oath ;   he  had  twice  voted 
against  it,  and  he  should  always  con- 
tinue to  act  in  the  same  manner,  because 
he  held  such  an  Oath  to  be  no  Oath  at 
all,  considering  the  known  opinions  of 
the  hon.  Member  for  Northampton.  The 
proposal  of  the  Leader  of  the  Opposi- 
tion was  an  operative  proposal,  and  was 
necessary  for  the  present  crisis ;  but  the 
Amendment  had  no  operative  effect  at 
all,  it  was  simply  an  abstract  Besolu- 
tion.      He  should  be  perfectly  ready  to- 
morrow to  vote  for  a  Besolution  framed 
in  the  spirit  of  the  Amendment  of  the 
hon.    Member  for  Berwickshire    (Mr. 
Maijoribanks),  because  it  carried  out  his 
view ;  but  he  did  not  think  the  House 
could  make  a  sort  of  bargain  with  Mr. 
Bradlaugh,  of  which  his  Colleague  was 
to  be  the  guarantee.   Such  a  course  was 
unbecoming  the  dignity  of  the  House. 
He  should  like  to  know  why  the  right 
hon.   Gentleman  the    Prime    Minister, 
whose  opinions  on    the    subject    they 
knew,  had  not  bestirred  himself  sooner 
in  the  matter  ?     He  (Mr.  Walter)  was 
not  insensible  of  the  difficulties  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  had  to  encounter ;  but 
he  believed  that  there  were  many  hon. 
Gentlemen  opposite  who,  in  their  con- 
sciences,   thought  there  was   only  one 
way  out  of  the  difficulty,  which  was  to 
be  found  in  the  introduction  of  an  op- 
tional test,  or  by  simply  substituting  an 
Affirmation  for  the  Oath.     There  was  a 
great  deal  to  be  said  against  promissory 
oaths  altogether.      They  were  entirely 
different  to  those  administered  in  Courts 
of  Justice.      A  declaration  of  allegiance 
to  the  Sovereign  required  no  Oath  what- 
ever to   confirm  it,  for  the  penalty  of 
breaking  it  would  be  not  perjury,  but 
treason.     If  it  were  necessary  to  impose 
a  test  of  any  kind  whatever,  tacking  it 
on  to  a  declaration  of  allegiance  to  the 
Crown  was  not  the  proper  means  of 
doing  it.   He  should  support  the  Leader 
of  the  Opposition  ;  but,  at  the  same  time, 
he  was  perfectly  prepared  to  vote  for  any 
well-considered  proposal  for  the  purpose 
of  substituting  a  simple  Affirmation  for 
an  Oath. 

Mb.  NEWDEGATE  said,  he  would 
not  detain  the  House  for  more  than  a 
▼ery  few  minutes.  No  one  would  accuse 
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him  of  beine,  or  having  been,  guided 
by  Party  feeling  on  this  subject.  He 
wished  to  call  attention  to  a  letter,  written 
by  Mr.  Bradlaugh,  in  order  to  show 
what  was  the  position,  with  which  the 
House  had  to  deal,  in  Mr.  Bradlaugh's 
estimation.  This  letter  was  addressed 
to  the  Editor  of  Ths  Daily  Newi  on  the 
14th  of  February  last,  and  was  as 
follows : — 

"  With  reference  to  your  paragraph  in  to- 
day's issue,  will  you  aUow  me  to  aay  that  I 
haTO  not  this  Session  made,  nor  have  I  promiied 
to  make,  nor  do  I  intend  to  make,  any  commu- 
nication to  the  Serjeant  at  Arms,  with  reference 
to  my  action  in  fulfilling  the  duty  imposed  on 
me  hy  law  as  one  of  tiie  Members  for  the 
Berouffh  of  Northampton.  I  reserve  to  myself 
the  right  at  any  moment,  consistent  with 
statute,  and  with  the  Standing  Orders  and  Bolei 
and  Orders  of  the  House,  to  claim  to  take  my 
seat,  though  I  shall  probably  select  an  occasiaa 
which  seems  to  me  least  injurious  to  Pahlie 
Business.** 

Now,  that  was  the  formal  and  public 
declaration  of  Mr.  Bradlaugh,  who,  he 
(Mr.  Newdegate)  must  say,  had  been 
perfectly    consistent.      Mr.    Bradlaugh 
held  that  that  House  was  acting   ille- 
gally, and  he  defied  the  House  with  the 
sanction  of  the  constituency  of  North- 
ampton. He  (Mr.  Newdegate)  was  sony 
that  that   one   constituency  of   North- 
ampton had  undertaken    to    defy  the 
House,  and  to  set  its  knowledge  of  law 
above  the  knowledge  of  the  Court  of 
Appeal  in  this  country ;  for  the  Oourt  of 
Appeal  had  declared  that  Mr.  Bradlaugh 
was  liable  to  a  penalty  of  £500  for  the 
first  vote  he  had  g^ven  in  the  House. 
Mr.  Bradlaugh' s  audacity  in  raising  the 
question  of  the  legality  of  the  action  of 
the  House  was,  indeed,  surpassing.  Mr. 
Bradlaugh,  as  an  avowed  Atheist,  had 
not  taken,  and  could  not  take,  the  Oath 
of  Allegiance  according  to  the  Statute. 
That  Oath  was  intended  to  be  binding 
upon  every  Member  of  the  House  before 
he  could  fulfil  the  duties  of  his  position. 
Hon.  Members  spoke  as  if  there  were 
no  limits  to  the  Constitution — no  limits, 
that  was  to  say,  by  statute.      This  was 
somewhat  surprising.      They  might  as 
well  declare  that  a  woman,  an  alien,  a 
clergyman,  or  even  a  Cardinal,  might 
sit    in  the  House,  when  the  fact  was 
that  all  these  were  excluded   by  the 
authority  of  ;the  Statute  Law,   as  was 
Mr.  Bradlaugh.     Some  hon.  Members, 
whose  wise   moderation    he  generally 
admired,  had  on  this  occasion  disap- 
pointed him  (Mr.  Newdegate).     But  the 
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Le  had  always  thought  it  a  great  hard- 
ship that  only  three  classes  of  persons, 
Quakers,  Moravians,  and  Separatists, 
should  be  allowed  to  a£Q.rm.  An  altera- 
tion of  the  law  was  the  true  solution  of 
the  question.  Not  only  now,  but  for  all 
future  time,  and  he  coidd  not  understand 
why  it  was  that  when  this  difficulty  arose 
first  a  measure  of  that  kind  was  not  in- 
troduced. The  question  could  then  have 
been  fought  out  as  a  matter  of  principle, 
and  not  have  been  brought  into  the  con- 
dition it  was  in  now.  Nor  did  he  un- 
derstand why,  if  he  voted  for  this  Amend- 
ment, he  should  be  stultifying  the  Mo- 
tion of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Leader  of  the  Opposition.  He  had  one 
more  remark  to  make.  The  House  had 
put  no  disability  on  Mr.  Bradlaugh ;  it 
was  Mr.  Bradlaugh  who  had  attempted  to 
impose  a  disability  upon  the  Members 
of  the  House.  His  conduct  in  pretending 
at  the  Table  that  he  could  not  conscien- 
tiously take  the  Oath,  and  then,  when  he 
found  inconvenience  arise,  coming  and 
saying,  '*  Oh,  I  will  take  it,"  was  as 
repugnant  to  his  fellow-Atheists,  as  to 
any  hon.  Member  of  the  House.  Mr. 
Holyoako  was  as  good  an  Atheist  as  Mr. 
Bradlaugh,  and  he  had  expressed  his 
disgust  and  disapprobation  of  the  con- 
duct of  the  hon .  Member  for  Northampton . 
He  said  it  showed  most  clearly  that  his 
objections  were  not  really  conscientious. 
They  knew  nothing  officially  about  Mr. 
Bradlaugh  until  he  had  refused  to  take 
the  Oath,  giving  as  his  reason  that  it  was 
not  binding  on  his  conscience.  But  for 
that  statement,  Mr.  Bradlaugh  might 
have  taken  his  seat  unchallenged  long 
ago ;  but  it  was  impossible  now  to  accede 
to  the  request  that  no  judicial  cognizance 
should  be  taken  of  a  piece  of  information 
that  had  been  forced  upon  the  House. 
Mr.  Bradlaugh's  object  was  to  exhibit  to 
the  people  out-of-doors  his  own  disbelief 
in  the  existence  of  God  and  the  insin- 
cerity of  the  religious  feeling  of  the 
House,  which,  rather  than  be  incon- 
venienced and  embarrassed,  would,  he 
imagined,  at  his  approach  save  itself  all 
trouble  by  permitting  the  Oath  to  be  pro- 
faned. If  the  House  of  Commons  allowed 
him  to  go  to  the  Table  and  take  the  Oath, 
they  would  afibrd  him  the  strongest  argu- 
ment that  could  be  given  to  prove  to 
his  disciples  that  there  was  no  reality 
in  their  belief  in  a  Superior  Being.  For 
that  reason  he  should  never  vote  for  any 
course  that  would  result  in  the  Oath 

Mr.  MUehell  Menry 


being  taken  by  Mr.  BradlaugL  He 
would  not  allow  Mr.  Bradlaugh,  if  be 
could  help  it,  to  take  the  Oath ;  bat,  at 
the  same  time,  he  would  cheerfully, 
readily,  and  heartily  promote  such  a  re- 
form of  the  law  as  would  relieve  the 
consciences  of  all  men  who  did  not  de- 
sire to  swear,  and  permit  them  to  exnreee 
their  allegiance  to  the  Crown  by  nuudng 
an  Affirmation,  which  would  be  equally 
binding  upon  them  as  the  Oath  itself. 

Mb.  O'DONNELL  said,  he  presumed 
that  if  the  Resolution    ezcludinff  Mr. 
Bradlaugh  were  rejected,  it  could  not 
be  moved  again  this  Session,  while  the 
acceptance  of  the  Amendment  would  be  a 
merePlatonic  method  of  changing  the  law 
as  to  Affirmations.   Mr.  Bradlaugh  had 
offered,  by  the  mouth  of  his  Colleague  and 
Ambassador,  to  give  the  House  a  reason- 
able time  to  pass  an  Act  abolishing  the 
Oath ;  but  it  must  be  remembered,  in 
the  first  place,  that  that  House  could 
not  alone  pass  an  Act   abolishing  the 
Oath.    Such  an  Act  must  be  passed  fint 
by  that  House,  then  by  the  House  of 
Lords,   and    must    finally   receive  the 
sanction  of  the  Sovereign.     It  was  pro- 
posed by  the  Mover  of  the  Amendment 
that  unless  not   only  that  House,  but 
the  House  of  Lords  and  the  Sovereign, 
removed  all  obstacles  in  the  path  of 
Mr.  Bradlaugh's  profanation  of  the  Oath 
within  what  might  seem  a  reasonable 
time  to  Mr.  Bradlaugh,  Mr.  Bradlaugh 
would  come  up  to  the  Table,   womd 
insist  upon  taking  the  Oath — taking  the 
name  of  God  in  vain,  and  profianing 
a   solemn  religious  declaration  to  the 
scandal  of  all  religious  men  throughout 
this  country.     Was  it  to  be  left  to  Mr. 
Bradlaugh  to  decide  whether  a  reason- 
able time  had  elapsed  for  the  House  of 
Lords  and  for  the  Sovereign  to  remove 
the  obstacles  to  his  doing  that  whieh 
would  enable  him  to  further  his  atheistio 
propaganda?     The  hon.   Member  for 
Galway  (Mr. Mitchell  Henry )had  plainly 
stated  that   point    of    the  case.      Mr. 
Bradlaugh  had  never  ceased  to  assert 
his  intention  of  making  that  House  a 
platform  for  the  spread  of  Atheism ;  and 
he  had  received  encouragement  from  the 
Premier  himself,  who  had  promised  Mr. 
Bradlaugh  that  if  he  would  but  wait  a 
reasonable    time  the  Oath    should  be 
abolished.     What  stronger  proof  of  the 
mockery  of  Christianity,  of  we  falsehood 
and  hoUowness  of  Christiaii  men's  pro- 
fession of  their  £^t)i,  oo\il4  be  laid  before 
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Government  took  the  course  he  proposed, 
he  believed  they  should  find  a  solution 
of  the  difficulty.  If,  therefore,  the  Go- 
vernment would  give  the  assurance  he 
wished  for,  he  should  be  delighted  to 
vote  for  the  Amendment.  If  this  course 
were  not  taken  by  the  Government,  Mr. 
Bradlaugh  might  come  at  any  time  and 
do  what  he  had  already  done,  thereby 
profaning  the  Oath. 

Sir  HARDINGE  GIFFARD  said,  he 
desired  to  take  the  ruling  of  the  Chair 
on  the  Question  whether  the  Amendment 
was  in  Order  ?  The  Resolution  of  his 
right  hon.  Friend  (Sir  Stafford  North- 
cote)  dealt  with  a  Question  of  Privilege, 
and  it  would  prevent  Mr.  Bradlaugh, 
under  certain  circumstances,  which,  of 
course,  it  was  not  necessary  then  to  re- 
capitulate, coming  to  the  Table  and 
taking  the  Oath.  The  Amendment,  he 
submitted,  had  no  relation  to  the  Reso- 
lution, for  it  did  not  refer  to  Privilege  at 
all,  but  it  committed  the  House  to  an 
abstract  Resolution  as  to  the  necessity 
for,  and  propriety  of,  legislation  upon  the 
subject.  Ho  was  recently  witness  to  a 
ruling  of  the  Speaker  which  seemed 
exactly  in  point.  There  was  a  Motion 
to  issue  a  Writ  for  the  county  of  Meath 
upon  the  ground  that  the  person  elected 
was  not  qualified  to  sit.  To  that  it  was 
sought  to  move  an  Amendment  for  an 
Address  to  the  Crown,  the  effect  of  which 
would  have  been  that  a  free  pardon 
should  be  given  to  the  person  elected, 
and  so  remove  all  disability  arising  from 
previous  conviction.  The  Speaker  held 
that,  in  the  circumstances,  the  Amend- 
ment was  out  of  Order,  and  could  not  be 
put.  He  submitted  that  this  Amend- 
ment, in  the  form  it  had  taken,  that  of 
giving  the  go-by  to  a  Question  of  Privi- 
lege, was  out  of  Order  and  ought  not  be 
put. 

Mr.  SPEAKER:  The  Resolution  of 
the  right  hon.  Baronet  is  to  the  effect 
that  Mr.  Bradlaugh  be  not  permitted  to 
go  through  the  form  of  taking  the 
Oath  prescribed  by  the  Statutes  29  Vict. 
c.  19,  and  31  &  32  Vict.  c.  72;  and 
the  hon.  Member  for  Berwickshire  pro- 
poses an  Amendment  that  those  particu- 
lar Statutes  shall  be  amended  in  the 
direction  indicated  by  this  Amendment. 
I  am  bound  to  say  that,  in  my  judgment, 
the  Amendment  is  consequently  quite 
relevant  to  the  Resolution.  It  is  true, 
as  stated  by  the  hon.  and  learned  Gen- 
tleman, that  on  a  former  occasion,  when 
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it  was  proposed  to  issue  a  new  Writ  for 
the  county  of  Meath,  an  Amendment 
was  offered  to  the  effect  that  Miclmel 
Davitt  should  receive  a  free  pardon,  and 
I  did  not  consider  that  that  Amendment 
was  relevant  to  the  Motion  before  the 
House.  In  this  case  the  relevancy  seems 
to  me  clear  and  complete ;  but  on  that 
occasion  it  did  not  appear  to  me  that 
the  proposed  Amendment  was  relevant 
Therefore,  I  am  bound  to  advise  that 
the  Amendment  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
Berwickshire  is  in  Order. 

Earl  PERCY  said,  he  rose  merely  for 
the  purpose  of  obtaining  a  dear  under- 
standing from  the  Prime  Minister  upon 
the  question  raised  by  the  hon.  Memoer 
for   Wareham   (Mr.   Montague  Ghieat). 
The  time  when  the  House  was  in  a  diffi- 
culty was  the  time  when  it  should  take 
the  greatest  care  what  it  did  in  its  anxie^ 
to  get  out  of  it.      The  hon.  Memte 
for  Northampton  (Mr.  Labouchere)  had 
made  a  proposal  to  the  House  which, 
clearly   understood,   meant  that  a  Bill 
should  be  introduced  by  the  Gx>vemm6ni 
to  abolish  the  Oath,  or  that  a  BiU  should 
be  introduced  for  that  purpose  by  a  pri- 
vate Member,  and  every  facility  be  given 
by  the  Government  to  that  private  Mem- 
ber to  enable  him  to  pass  his  BilL    It 
was  notorious  that  a  Bill  of  the  kind  re- 
ferred t-o  would  meet  with  strong  opposi- 
tion in  some  quarters  of  the  House,  and 
that  it  would  have  very  little  chance  of 
passing  unless  it  was  a  Government  Bill 
or  secured  Government  time.  The  Prime 
Minister  would  be  misleading  the  House 
if  he  were  to  induce  the  House  to  vote 
for  the  Amendment  of  the  hon.  Member 
for  Berwickshire  and  did  not  intend  to 
adopt  one  of    these  alternatives.    He 
was  surprised    to  hear    the    Attorney 
General  say  that  the   Opposition  pre- 
vented the  introduction  of  a  Bill  last 
Session,   because  the  Opposition  oould 
not  have  done  that  if  the  Motion  had 
been  brought  on  before  half-past  12 
o'clock;  but  the  fact  that  it  was  not 
threw  considerable  doubt  on  the  htma 
fdea  of  the  Government,  who  brought 
on  the  Motion  only  when  they  knew  the 
minority  could  stop  it.     He  asked  the 
Prime  Minister  whether  they  intended 
either  to  bring  in  a  Bill  or  to  gpive  up 
Government  time  to  a  private  Member^ 
BiU? 

Mr.  GLADSTONE:  I  might,  Sir, 
perhaps,  refuse  to  answer  a  question 
such  as  that  put  by  the  noble  Lord  in 
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Mr.  CALLAN  Baid,  he  rose  to  a  point 
of  Order.  He  wished  to  put  a  question 
to  the  Speaker,  in  order  to  prevent  any 
mistake  on  the  part  of  hon.  Members. 
If  the  Amendment  were  resolved  in  the 
affirmative — that  was,  if  the  House  re- 
solved that  the  words  of  the  Motion  of 
the  Leader  of  the  Opposition  should 
not  stand  part  of  the  Question,  and  the 
Amendment  was  then  put  as  a  substan- 
tive Motion  and  carried — he  asked  whe- 
ther, if  Mr.  Bradlaugh  came  to  the  Table 
on  any  future  occasion  and  a  Motion 
similar  in  terms  or  similar  substantially 
in  intention  to  prevent  Mr.  Bradlaugh 
from  taking  the  Oath  were  brought  for- 
ward by  an  hon.  Member,  the  Speaker 
would  accept  such  Motion  and  rule  it  to 
be  in  Order  ? 

Me.  SPEAKEE  :  I  would  assure  the 
hon.  Member  most  respectfully  that  I 
have  quite  enough  to  do  to  deal  with 
points  of  Order  as  they  arise;  and  I 
must  decline  to  answer  questions  antici- 

Eating  points  of  Order  that   may  be 
ypothetically  raised. 

Question  put. 

The  House  divided  : — Ayes  257  ;  Noes 
242:  Majority  15.  —  (Div.  List,  No. 
37.) 

Main  Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Resolved^  That  this  House,  having  ascertained 
that  Mr.  Bradlaugh  has  been  re-eleoted  for  the 
Borough  of  Northampton,  doth  re-afi&rm  the 
Kesolution  made  on  the  7th  of  February'  last,  and 
doth  hereby  direct  that  Mr.  Bradlaugh  be  not 
permitted  to  go  through  the  form  of  taking  the 
Oath  prescribed  by  the  Statutes  29  Vic.  c.  19, 
and  31  and  32  Vic.  c.  72. 

Mr.  MAEJORIBANKS  :  I  beg  to  give 
Notice  that  to-morrow  I  shall  ask  leave 
to  bring  iu  a  Bill  to  amend  the  law  with 
regard  to  Parliamentary  Oaths. 

Mr.  O'DONNELL:  I  beg  to  give 
Notice  that  I  will  oppose  any  Bill  not 
brought  in  by  the  Government  on  that 
question. 

ATTEMPT  UPON  THE  LIFE  OF  HER 

MAJESTY. 

ADI>RE88  TO  HER  MAJESTY. 

Message  from  The  Lorde^ — That  they 
have  agreed  to  an  Address  to  be  pre- 
sented to  Her  Majesty,  to  which  they 
desire  the  concurrence  of  this  House. 

Addreas  to  Her  Majesty, — That  the 
Message  of  Th$  ZordSf  communicating 


the  Address  of  their  Lordships  to  be 
presented  to  Her  Majesty,  be  now  taken 
into  Consideration : — ^And  the  same  was 
read  as  foUoweth : — 


« 


Meet  Gracious  Sovereign, 


*'  We,  Tour  Majesty's  most  dutiful  and  loyal 
Subjects,  the  Lords  Spiritual  and  Temporal 

of  the  United  Kingdom  of  Oreat  Britun 
and  Ireland,  in  Parliament  assembled,  bi; 
leave  humbly  to  express  to  Your  Majesty  our 
horror  and  mdignation  at  the  reckless  ind 
wicked  attempt  made  on  Thursday  last  i^ainst 
Your  Majesty's  sacred  Person,  and  our  neoit- 
felt  congratidations  to  Your  Majesty  and  ths 
Country  on  Your  Majesty's  happy  presenratioa 
from  danger ;  and  humbly  to  assure  Your  Mt- 
jesty  that  we  make  it  our  earnest  prayer  to  Al- 
mighty God  that,  as  He  has  long  pres/^red  to 
us  the  blessings  that  we  enjoy  under  Your  Ma- 
jesty's beneficent  Government,  He  will  continos 
to  watch  over  a  Life  so  highly  prized  by  Tour 
Majesty's  loyal  subjects." 

Mr.  GLADSTONE :  I  rise,  Sir,  to 
move  that  this  House  do  concur  in  the 
humble  Address  to  Her  Majesty  which 
has  been  read;  and  in  doing  so,  the 
House  having  heard  the  terms  of 
the  Address,  which  I  believe  will  com- 
mand universal  concurrence,  it  is  not 
necessary  for  me  to  add  more  than 
a  very  few  words.     It  is  always  a  sab- 

i'ect  of  pain  for  us  to  hear  that  the 
Lonoured  life  of  Her  Majesty  has  been 
exposed  to  danger,  but  that  pain  is* 
deepened  into  horror  when  we  learn  that 
this  danger  has  been  brought  into  ex- 
istence by  the  wilful  and  wanton  act  of 
one  of  Her  Majesty's  subjects.  It  is  a 
grievous  and  a  painful  thought,  some- 
what, however,  mitigated  by  this  re- 
markable consideration — that  whereas  in 
other  countries  similar  execrable  at- 
tempts have  at  least  been  made  by  men 
of  average,  or  more  than  average,  sense 
and  intelligence,  and  whereas  there  the 
real,  or  at  any  rate  the  supposed,  cause 
has  been  private  grievances  or  public 
mischief,  in  this  country,  in  the  case  of 
Her  Majesty,  they  have  been  whoUv  dis- 
sociated from  grievances,  wholly  disso- 
ciated from  discontent,  and  upon  no 
occasion  has  any  man  of  averaTO  sense 
and  average  intelligence  been  feund  to 
raise  his  hand  agamst  the  life  of  Her 
Majesty.  On  each  occasion  of  the  kind 
morbid  minds,  combined  with  the  nar- 
rowest range  of  mental  gifts,  have  been 
the  apparent  cause  by  which  persons 
have  been  tempted  to  seek  a  noto- 
riety denied  to  them  in  every  legitimate 
walk  of  life.  Sir,  Her  Majesty  has 
deeply  felt  that  sentiment  of  thankful- 
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And  the  blank  therein  iru  filled  np  pontion  of  the  right  hon.  and  latml 
with  the  words  "  and  Oonunonfl."  tJentlenian  the  Member  for  the  TTnim- 
«  ,      .    mv  .       ,r              1.          i  1  Bit?  of  Dublin  (Mr.  Gibson).     He  dt- 
Orrf«-rf.  That  a  Mewage  be  sent  to  giwd  at  the  outset  to  point  out  a  mi** 
m  Lordt,  to  acquaint  then-  Lordships  ^^^^  a<  to  the  character  of  the  PriM 
that  thiB  House  hath  tf^«d  to  the  Ad-  Minister's  Resolution,  which  appemi 
drees  to  which  The  Ix)rda  desired  the  ^ore  than  onoe  during  the  course  of  fti 
ronciirrence  of  this  House,    and  have  ^^^^^^      j^  ^^  ^^  ^  question  of  sot- 
filled  up  the  blank  with  the  words     and  gj^,^  y^^„^^^  the  two  Houses  of  Fstlii- 
Commons;"  andthattheOlerkdocany  ^^^^^     It  was  not  a  caao  in  whichdw 
the  said  Message.  ^owe  of  Lords  was  infringing  upon  Ai 
domains  bnlouging  exclusiTeiy  to  Am 
QITS8 TlOy.  House  of  Commons;  neither  waiiti 

oase  in  which  the  Commons  mn  Nik- 

ing  to  infringe  upon  anj  domain  el  tht 
House  of  Lords.   It  was  a  case  in  wUek 
^^  the  Lords  had  an  undoubted  right  toil- 
Mb.  LEWiS  inquired  of  the  Prime  quire  into  the  matters  proposed.    Bit 
Minister,  When  he  baliered  the  Beturu  theSzecutiveGkiTemmentof  theooanti}, 
as  to  the  business  of  the  Land  Court  upon  their  responaibility,  had  ooms  to 
would  be  in  the  hands  of  Members  ?     It  the  conclusion  that  in  the  present  ooidi- 
was  a  matter  of  the  most  serious  import-  tion  of  things  such  an  inquiry  would  b» 
ance,  now  that  the  debate  on  the  Land  prejudicial  and  iniurious  to  the  pablio 
Act  was  about  to  be  resumed.     Would  interests,  and  in  the  dischai^e  of  thaii 
the  right  hon.  Qentleman  take  steps  to  duty  they   (as   was  their   eqnally  m- 
have  these  Beturue  in  the  hands  of  hon.  doubted  right)asked  that  Assembly— tb« 
Members  before  Thursday  night?  BepresentatiTe  House  of  Parliament— to 
Mb.   QLADST0N£,    in  reply,    said,  endorse  their  disapproval  of  the  inqimy, 
the  Beturu   was   in   the  hands  of  the  as  calculated  to  lead  to    injurious  it- 
printers.     It  was  not  Toluminous,  and  suits.    In  "another  place  "  a  noble  tnd 
he  was  at  a  loss  to  understand  why  its  learned  Lord  ^kened   the    conduct  ot 
appearance  should  have  been  so  long  those  who  had  pressed  this  inquiry  ts 
delayed.  that  of  children  who,    having  ptutsi 
flowers  in  the  ground,  prooeieded  in  s 
ORDERS     OF    TSE    DAT.  few  days  to  pluck  them  up  by  the  rooto 
in   order    to    see  whether    they    wsie 
=.:o:—  growing.       He   (Mr.   Charles  BiumH] 
LAm)  LAW  (IRELAND)— OPERATION  might  be  permitted  to   say  thai  thsy 
OF  THE  ACT.^EESOHJTION.  seemed  him  to  be  mischievous  childm 

-  who  were  seeking  to  pull    up   floweti 

ADJOUBNED  DEBATB.     [thibi.  niqht.]  ^^^  ^ad  uot  planted,  and  which  it  wis 

Order  read,  for  resuming  Adjourned  shrewdly  suspected  they  did  not  desire 

Debate  on  Question   [27th   February],  to  take  root.     Inj'udging  of  the  pio- 

that  the  Question  then  proposed,  bable  scope  and  effect  of  this  inquiry  it 

"ThatFarliamentaryioquirj,  atthopreseDt  seemed  to  him  to  be  essenUal  to  look  to 

time,  into  the  working  of  the  Iriah  Land  Act  the  language  of  its  advocates  in  and  out 

tendB  to  defeat  the  operation  of  that  Act,  and  ^j   ParSament.      It  seemed  to   be  lolt 

°r™.;?au3,--U'is;4)''   .ightofth.t.h,^wonfor«..i«,™ 

dated  from  a  great  meeting  of  landlords 
—be  now  put.  held  in  Dublin  at  the  bepnning  of  the 

Prftiotu  QuMfion  again  proposed,  "That  present  year.  At  that  meeting  we  Land 
the  Original  Question  be  now  put." —  Commission  was  abused  in  language 
{Mr.  Gihon.)  neither  dignified  nor  just.    Fault  was 

DBb.tt  r«u«.i  touid  with  the   eoci.l.t.hi,    of  ths 

oub-GommiBsioners,  protests  were  made 

Mr,  CHAELES  HU88ELL  said,  he  against  their  decisions,  and  resolutions 
would  ask  the  permission  of  the  House  were  passed  declaring  agomst  fiirdier 
to  state  the  grounds  upon  which  he  in-  reductions  of  rent,  and  oiying  out  tac 
tended  to  vote  for  the  Motion  of  ttie  compensation.  The  logicu  outcome  (rf 
Prime   Minister   and  against  the  pro-    arguments  like  these  would  be  a  Betoln- 


E  itQQWoruiy  ot  aie  posmon 
rto  the  Land  Act  of  1K81,  passed 
n  that 


and  asBented  to  bv  the  other 
of  Parliament  and  by  the  8oye- 
on^age  describing  it  as  confis- 
ind  robbery.  The  hon.  Member 
I^colnslure  (&Ir.  Chaplin)  like- 
-ongly  abused  the  Act,  and  if  hie 
mte  pointed  to  anything,  they 
.  to  a  repeal  of  the  measure  alto- 
The  senior  Member  for  the 
nty  of  Dublin,  feeling  the  cogency 
Li^ments  addressed  to  the  House 
Prime  Minister,  attempted  to  put 
oatioii  npon  a  much  loner  plat- 
He,  in  fact,  said  they  desired  to 
lo  attack  ou  the  judicial  adminis- 
of  the  Act ;  but  he  pointed  out 
lere  were  many  matters  which 
IS  properly  inquired  into  without 
ig  that  question.  He  (Mr.  Charles 
I)  heggei  leave  to  point  out  that 
ifl  not  the  object  indicated  in  the 
M  of  those  who  advocated  the  in- 
in  "  another  place."  But  it  very 
Name  apparent  that  the  cautious 
within  which  his  rieht  hon.  and 
[  Friend  desired  to  keep  the  dis- 
i  were  outstepped  by  other  Gentle- 
I  the  opposite  side  of  the  House, 
he  object  which  he  described  was 
e  real  object  of  the  inquiry  ap- 
notably  in  the  speeches  of  the 
Member  for  Coleraine  (Sir  Hervey 
and  the  hon.  Member  for  West 
(Mr.  Brodrick),  but  stiU  more 


merely  aeputea  Oy  tne  House  ol  Liords 
to  make  the  inquiry,  and  if  an  asnur- 
ance  was  to  be  given  which  would  be  re- 
garded as  authoritative  and  binding,  it 
should  be  by  a  Besolution  of  the  House 
of  Lords  itself;  but  though  the  Com- 
mittee had  given  an  assurance  that  they 
would  not  re-hear  cases  already  tried, 
which  was  not  in  their  power,  they  were 
still  Fit  liberty  to  inquire  into  the  grounds 
and  facts  of  the  decisions,  which  would 
have  a  very  injurious  effect  on  the  minds 
of  the  people  of  Ireland.  These  might 
be  matters  proper  to  be  inquired  into  ; 
but  an  inquiry  regarding  them  could  not 
take  place  without  materially  weakening 
the  status  and  the  independence  of  tho 
Commissioners.  As  showing  the  alarni 
with  which  the  proposed  inquiry  was 
viewed  in  Ulster,  whose  people  had 
evinced  the  strongest  desire  to  avail 
themselves  of  the  benefits  of  the  Act, 
he  read  the  Besolution  lately  adopted  by 
a  meeting  of  the  tenant  farmers  of 
Tyrone  protesting  against  the  inquiry  in 
the  strongest  manner,  and  a  telegram 
from  a  gentleman  in  Antrim,  who  stood 
as  tenant  farmers'  candidate  at  the  last 
election,  stating  that  if  the  Act  was  to 
have  any  eBect,  confidence  in  it  must 
be  restored  by  the  House  of  Commons. 
It  seemed  to  him  that  the  Commis- 
sioners had  been  very  unfairly  treated 
in  the  discussion  that  had  taken  place  in 
the  House.  He  bad  probably  watched 
their  decisions  as  carefully  as  any  man, 
and  had    addressed    tenants'   meetings 
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to  the  intention  of  the  Legislature  when 
passing  it,  the  Act  itself  provided  the 
proper  remedy  for  the  Constitutional  re- 
view of  their  decisions — namely,  the 
Court  of  Appeal.  He  held  it  was  unjust 
to  the  Commissioners,  and  unworthy  of 
those  who  made  these  criticisms  upon 
them,  to  treat  them  as  they  had  been 
treated  in  those  discussions.  He  was  of 
opinion  himself  that  if  the  Commis- 
sioners erred  at  all  it  had  not  been  in 
favour  of  the  tenants,  but  in  favour  of 
the  landlords.  It  was  said  this  inquiry 
was  necessary,  because  the  Act  had  falsi- 
fied the  promise  by  which  it  was  ob- 
tained. It  was  said  that  the  responsible 
Ministers  of  the  Crown  had  expressed 
the  view  that  it  would  not  be  followed 
by  a  large  reduction  of  rent.  This  line 
of  argument  seemed  to  him  to  be  ex- 
tremely curious.  The  Act  was  passed 
for  the  relief  of  the  tenants  ;  and  if  re- 
sponsible Ministers  of  the  Crown  had 
expressed  such  a  view,  all  he  could  say 
was  that  it  was  only  another  proof  that 
Ministers  in  that  House,  whether  they 
were  Ministers  in  esse  or  Ministers  %n 
posse f  had  a  great  deal  still  to  learn 
about  the  condition  of  Ireland  and  how 
to  deal  with  it.  He  had  objections  to 
any  inquiry  at  all  at  this  time ;  but  he 
had  special  objections  to  an  inquiry  by 
the  House  of  Lords,  because  he  had 
no  faith  in  their  imparliality.  He  did 
not  desire  lor  ono  moment  to  suggest 
that  any  Member  of  that  House  would 
knowingly  yield  himself  to  an  unfair 
bias,  but  because  the  occasions  were 
few  on  which  men  could  lift  them- 
selves above  class  interests  and  class 
prejudices.  When  he  looked  at  what 
had  been  the  persistent  and  consistent 
action  of  the  House  of  Lords  in  reference 
to  this  question  it  was  an  amazement  to 
him  how  the  Irish  Members  opposite, 
of  whose  intelligence  he  had  a  high 
opinion,  how  they  could  hope  that  an 
inquiry  by  the  House  of  Lords  could 
redound  to  the  benefit  of  the  tenant. 
What  had  the  history  of  the  Lords  been 
in  relation  to  this  question?  They 
opposed  the  Land  Act  of  1 870,  although 
their  opposition  did  not  go  to  the  extent 
of  throwing  out  the  Bill ;  but  they  took 
from  it  a  valuable  provision  with  which 
it  had  left  the  Commons.  In  1872 
they  appointed  a  Committee  to  inquire 
into  the  Act ;  and  that  inquiir,  as  any- 
one who  took  any  interest  in  the  history 
of  thiB  question  must  have  known,  either 

Jfr.  Charles  Russell 


had,  or  was  sapposed  to  have,  a  prejadi- 
cial  efipiect  in  paralyzing  the  action  of  the 
County  Court  Judges  in  administering 
the  Act  and  in  minimizing  the  advan- 
tages   it    bestowed  upon   the    tenants. 
Could  any  hon.  Member  forget  their 
action  in  1880  in  regard  to  me  Limi- 
tation of  Costs  Bill,  brought  in  by  the 
hon.  Member  for  the  County  of  Long- 
ford (Mr.  Errington)  ?    That  small  mea- 
sure of  protection  for  the  Irish  tenant 
passed  the  Commons,  and  the  Hoose  of 
Lords  did  not  thing  it  unworthy  of  their 
dignity  and  position  to  scout  it,  and.it 
had  never  been  passed  since.    There  was 
another  and  more  important  Bill  to  which 
he  should  refer.     It  was  the  Compensa- 
tion for  Disturbance  Bill.     That  unqaes- 
tionably  was  an  Act  of  exceptional  legis- 
lation,   based    upon    principles  which 
should  only  be  invoked  upon  rare  and 
exceptional    occasions.     The    House  of 
Lords  threw  out  that  Bill  after  the  Go- 
vernment had  said  in  this  House  that  it 
was  necessary  for  the  protection  of  the 
Irish  tenant.  That  conduct  of  the  Hooae 
of   Lords  was,    in   his   judgment,  the 
strongest  justification,  and  one  of  the 
strongest  sustainments,  of  the  action  of 
the  Land  League.    It  would  have  been 
a  generous  act  on  the  part  of  the  Honse 
of  Lords  to  have  given  that  mild  protec- 
tion to  the  Irish  tenant  thought  uy  the 
Commons  to  be  so  needed.     Taking  this 
to  be  the  history  of  the  House  of  Lords 
in  reference  to  this  question,,  could  the 
Irish  people  look  with  other  than  die* 
trust  upon  any  inquiry  initiated  by  them? 
There  was  another  matter  with  regard 
to  which  he  desired  to  say  a  word.  That 
was  as  to  this  cry  for  compensation.    He 
might,  at  least,  express  the  hope  that  this 
cry  would  not  play  the  part  that  had 
been  played  by  another  question,  that 
of  **Fair  Trade,"  which  was  a  fruitful 
theme  for  platform  speeches  outside  the 
House,  but  which  had  found  very  weak 
and  inarticulate  expression  in  the  House. 
He  hoped  this  question  would  be  for- 
mulated with    precision    and    brought 
to  an  early  decision.     It  had  possessed 
the  minds  of  Irish  landlords  and  pre- 
vented them  from  arranging  with  tneir 
tenants    outside    the    Court,    as    they 
imagined  that  by  doing  so  they  would 
be    prejudicing  their  position,  or  pre- 
judicing themselves  as  to  some  ques- 
tion of  compensation.     Compensation  for 
what  ?    Compensation  b^  whom  ?    Was 
it  compensation  for  being,   by  Act  of 


ider  which  they  had  stniggled  for 
ce  for  years  and  years  had  been 
3  SO  per  cent.  Nature  had  not 
ind  to  the  place.  It  was  apoa  the 
facing  the  Atlantic.  The  climate 
t  propitions.  The  people  paid  their 
ly  toiling  in  England  and  Scotland 
•  the  harveeting  operations.  Out 
Lr  holdings  they  could  not  do  it. 
I  yean  the  labour  market  had  been 

to  them  ;  and  in  view  of  Buch  a 
a  this,  he  asked  whether  a  claim 
titation  might  not  be  based  upon 
gronndB  than  this  claim  for  com- 
ion  of  the  landlords  ?  Upon  the 
nlea  of  compensation  now  proposed, 
reatar  the  rack  rent  to  wMch  a 
rd  had  subjected  his  tenant  the 
le  would  get,  whilst  the  fairer  had 
his  rent  the  lees.  Ha  wished  to 
o  the  conjunction  that  had  taken 
on  the  other  side  of  the  House 
aferenoe  to  this  Uotion.  It  was  a 
:e  conjunction,  arrived  at  by  a 
trically  opposite  conrae  of  reason- 
Ion.  Members  above  the  Gangway 
iiat  this  inquiry  was  absolutely 
mrj,  if  the  ruin  of  the  Irish 
Ida  was  to  be  averted.  Hon. 
MBeo  below  the  Gangway  said  that 
]uiTir  was  absolutely  necessary,  ba- 
the Land.Act  was  perfectly  worth- 
9  tha  tenants.  It  was  perfectly 
that  both  of  these  propositions 
not  be  proved ;  and  neither  propo- 

on  being  examined,  would  be 
to  be  true.    He  believed  that  this 


Irf.  on  improvements,  even  the  dwelling- 
houses  and  farm-buildings  having  been 
erected  bythe tenants,  the  rents  were  all 
nearly  doubled.  These  tenants,  the 
Commissionera  asserted,  could  not  pay 
those  increased  rente  out  of  the  pro- 
duce of  the  soil.  The  reductions  of 
rent  made  by  the  judicial  action  of  the 
Courto  were  less  than  the  reductions 
made  out  of  Court  between  the  landlords 
and  tenants  themselves.  On  the  Uoat- 
gomery  Estate,  near  Baity  Bay,  in  the 
OonntyUonaghan,theageiit,  l^r.Keevee, 
met  the  tenants,  and,  after  inquiring 
into  each  case  on  the  merits,  allowed 
reductions  varying  from  25  to  50  per 
cent,  to  commence  from  September  last. 
The  tenants  were  so  delighted  that  they 
chaired  Mr.  Seeves  from  the  hotel  to  the 
railway  station.  From  a  Return  which 
he  had  taken  the  trouble  to  oaloolate  he 
found  that  the  redactions  made,  either 
by  what  he  would  call  the  compulsory 
decisions  of  the  Courts,  or  by  the  mutual 
oonseuts  which  received  the  sanction  of 
the  Courts,  amounted  to  only  2565  per 
cent.  Those  reductions  made  out  of 
Court  varied  between  3  per  cent  and 
S8'35  per  cent.  The  general  average  of 
those  reductions  was  36  per  cent,  as 
against  only  23  per  cent  on  the  cases 
judicially  decided  by  the  Bub-Commis- 
sioners. This  was  a  complete  answer 
to  the  exaggerations  of  those  who  spoke 
about  the  "  sweeping  reductions  of  the 
Sub-Commissioners."  Thisdemand  for' 
an  inquiry  resolved  itself,  he  believed, 
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maintain  that  the  existing  rents  were 
fair.  [An  hon.  Member  :  Mr.  Bence 
Jones.]  He  (Mr.  Charles  Eussell) 
thought  Mr.  Bence  Jones  was  no  excep- 
tion ;  indeed,  he  thought  Mr.  Bence 
Jones  applied  himself  to  ventilating  his 
opinions  in  English  newspapers,  rather 
than  to  maintain,  before  the  Sub-Com- 
sioners,  that  his  rents  were  reasonable. 
He  felt  bound  to  ask,  were  the  Irish 
landlords  the  only  landlords  who  had 
suffered  from  reduced  rents  ?  He  had 
lately  read,  in  The  Mark  Lane  JSxpresa, 
returns  from  16  counties  in  England 
showing  the  rents  of  new  lettings,  and 
the  rents  at  which  those  farms  were  held 
previously.  The  figures  showed  an  ave- 
rage reduction  of  30  per  cent.  Surely, 
in  face  of  this  fact,  there  was  no  founda- 
tion for  the  statements  so  rashly  made 
outside  that  House  that  the  reductions 
of  the  Sub-Commissioners  had  been  un- 
reasonable. Turning  to  his  hon.  Friends 
from  Ireland  below  the  Gangway  he 
asked,  how  could  they  justify  their  state- 
ment that  the  Land  Act  had  done  no 
good  ?  Was  security  against  arbitrary 
and  capricious  eviction  on  the  notice  to 
quit  no  benefit  to  the  Irish  tenants  ? 
He  said  sincerely  he  had  too  much 
respect  for  the  intelligence  of  those  hon. 
Members  to  believe  that  they  for  one 
moment  thought  the  Land  Act  was  no 
good ;  and  the  strange  alliance  they 
had  formed  in  opposition  to  the  Prime 
Minister's  Resolution  found  its  reason — 
he  would  not  say  its  justification — on 
some  other  ground,  that  other  ground 
he  believed  to  be  implacable  hostility  to 
the  Government.  He  himself  believed 
the  Land  Act  contained  elements  of 
future  good  to  the  Irish  tenants.  For 
much  of  this  good  he  looked  to  a  wise 
and  liberal  application  of  the  Bright 
Clauses.  His  right  hon.  and  learned 
Friend  the  Member  for  the  University 
of  Dublin  (Mr.  Gibson)  spoke  of  the 
failure  of  the  Bright  Clauses,  and  con- 
tended this  was  one  matter  for  in- 
quiry. The  great,  though  not  the  only, 
difficulty  existing  about  the  application 
of  those  clauHes  was  the  question  of  price. 
The  landlords  would  be  perfectly  willing 
to  sell  at  so  many  years'  purchase  on 
existing  rack-rents.  The  tenants  would 
be  willing  to  buy  at  so  many  years' 
purchase  of  the  new  judicial  rents. 
Until  these  differences  were  settled  the 
Bright  Glauses  could  not  work  and  be 
thoroughly  Buooessful.    He  desired  to 

Mr.  Charhi  Ilusg$ll 


call  attention  to  what  he  believed  to  be 
the  real  and  crucial  difficulty  in  this 
whole  matter,  and  that  was  the  question 
of  arrears.     This  question  had  not  been 
adequately  dealt  with  by  the  Act,  and 
he  said  so  when  the  Act  was  being  passed. 
The  mass  of  accumulated  arrears  was 
lying  like  a  nightmare  on  the  breast  of 
the   country.     He   did  not  doubt  the 
existence  of  dishonest  refusal  to  pay 
rents  in  many  cases  in  Ireland.    He  re- 
gretted to  be  obliged  to  admit  also  that 
a  certain  amount  of  demoralization  ex- 
isted over  the  country;  but,  nevertheless, 
the  fact  remained  that  a  great  mass  of  the 
Irish  tenants  could  not  pay,  and  onght 
not  to  be  expected  to  pay,  the  arrears  of 
the  present  rent.     But  while  he  held 
those  strong  views  he  said  no  inquiry 
was  necessary  into  the  matter  of  arrears, 
because  no  delay  could  be  brooked  by 
the  tenants,  and  the  Government  by  this 
time  ought  to  have  sufficient  materials 
for  dealing  with  the  question.    Another 
weakness  of  the  Act  arose  from  the  fact 
that,  even  in  the  most  sanguine  view  of 
progress,  years  must  elapse  before  the 
70,000  cases  now  in  Court  could  be 
settled.     What  would    be  the  result? 
The    Act    contained    no    provision  by 
which  the  reduction  of  rent  could  be 
made  retrospective,  and  the  man  who 
had  not  got  a  reduction  now  must  go  on 
paying  presumably  unjust  rents  for  one, 
two,  three,  four,  five  years,  until  a  deri- 
sion was  arrived  at.     The  landlords  had 
not  loyally  sought  to  have  effect  given 
to  the  Act.     Cases  had  been  communi- 
cated to  him  in  which  landlords,  when 
tenants    went    into    the   Land    Court, 
resorted  to  a  counter-move  by  issuing 
writs  from  the  Superior  Courts  for  the 
recovery    of   arrears.     By    proceeding 
in    the   Superior    Courts    and   getting 
judgment  of  ^rt/<i^'(M  those  landlords 
were  entitled,  for  the  arrears  of  what 
the  tenant  believed  to  be  unjust  rents, 
to  sell  the  tenant's  interest  and  deprive 
him  of  all  benefit  under  the  Lcmd  Act. 
And  so  this  career  of  extermination  went 
on ;   and,   further,  the  manufacture  of 
future  tenants  went  on  from  day  to  day 
and  from  month  to  month.  He  submitted, 
as  strongly  and  as  earnestly  as  he  could, 
that  this  was  a  matter  which  ought  to 
be  dealt  with  by  the  Government,  if  they 
desired  to  remove  that  friction  which 
now  existed  as  to  the  relation  between 
landlord  and  tenant,  if  they  wished  to 
give  their  Land  Act  scope  and  full  effSsct 
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There  certainly  would  be  some  risk  of 
losB  to  the  Treasury ;  but,  on  the  other 
liand,   it   would  have   a  compensating 
eflect.     It  would  be  a  pacifying  agency. 
In  the  interest  of  the  tenants,  m  the 
interests  of  landlords,  many  of  whom  he 
admitted  had  been  hard  pressed  and 
sorely  tried  in  the  crisis  through  which 
they  were  passing,  but,  above  sdl,  in  the 
interest  of  the  peace  of  the  community, 
lie  said  this  was  a  question  that  ought 
to  be  dealt  with.    He  ventured  to  refer  to 
a  speech  made  on  this  very  question  by 
the  late  First  Lord  of  the  Admiralty,  upon 
the  discussion  of  the  Bill  in  Committee, 
in  which  he  did  not  hesitate  to  to  say  and 
declare  that,  in  his  view,  in  order  to  give 
this  Land  Act  fair  play  there  ought  to 
be  a  *'  clean  sheet."  The  question  should 
be  dealt  with  as  if  a  national  bankruptcy 
had  taken  place.    As  regarded  the  small 
tenants,  there  should  be  a  composition  of 
airears  spread  over  a  number  of  years, 
making  it  a  charge  on  the  tenant,  the 
State  taking  some  risk  in  the  matter. 
That  would  be  a  scheme  which  would 
receive  support  on  both  sides  of  the 
House,  and  a  scheme  which  would  be 
just  to  the  landlord  and  the  tenant.    He 
(Mr.  Charles  Russell)  desired  to  point  out 
the  unreasonableness  of  the  impatience 
with  regard  to  Ireland  which  had  pos- 
sessed the  English  mind,  because  all  at 
once  there  was  not  instantaneous  peace 
and  universal  pacification  on  the  passing 
of  the  Land  Act.     He  wished  to  convey 
that  that  feeling  of  impatience  was  uii- 
j\i<t  and  unreasonable,  because,  however 
quick  the  administration  under  it  might 
be.  however  just  and  liberal  its  inter- 
[•ri'tation,  the   effect    of  the  Act    must 
be  a  matter  of  slow  and  gradual  pro- 
pri'ss ;    and    at    the    present   time,    in 
vi-.-w   of   the   figures   he  had  just   laid 
bt.-tore  the  House,  it  was  perfectly  ob- 
vious that  but  a  very  small  portion  of 
tlj«.*  people  of  Ireland  had  been  touched 
]«y   these   provisions,    and    unless    this 
qjif^stion   of  arrears  were  dealt  with,  a 
vr.ry  large  class  of  them  would  be,  prac- 
tii  ally,  debarred  from  its  provisions  alto- 
g-vtlier.     He  very  much  doubted  whether 
thf*   Irish   landlords   had    realized    the 
M-rir-us  crisis  through  which  they  were 
I'issing,  and  the  obligations  which  that 
cri-is  had  placed  upon  them.    He  desired 
to  make  no  attack.     He  desired  to  make 
no  imputation  that  could  be  avoided ; 
but  he  said   that  the  history    of  Irish 
landlordism    Lad    not    been    credifabJe 


to  the  Irish  landlords.  There  was 
probably  on  the  face  of  the  earth  no 
parallel  of  a  small  class  gathering  into 
their  hands,  as  the  Irish  landlords  had 
gathered  into  theirs,  the  dignities,  the 
power,  the  fixed  property  of  the  country. 
Their  power  for  good  or  for  evil  was 
enormous;  and  he  feared,  speaking  of 
them  as  a  class — but  he  admitted  the 
existence  of  many  exceptions — he  feared 
it  must  be  said  of  them,  and  history 
would  record  judgment  against  them, 
that  they  had  not  used  their  power  well, 
but  misused  it.  He  did  say  that  to  a  large 
extent  the  misuse  of  their  powers — so 
enormous,  so  uncontrolled — a  misuse 
which,  so  long  to  its  shame  bo  it  said, 
had  been  sanctioned  by  the  Legislature 
and  public  opinion,  was  the  condition  of 
Ireland  to  be  attributed  to-day.  In  the 
face  of  the  existing  crisis,  what  was  their 
attitude? — they  still  stood  by  their  rights, 
opposing  all  reform.  They  called  aloud 
to  the  Executive  to  give  the  full  weight 
of  the  Executive  power  to  carry  out  their 
civil  rights ;  and,  without  offence  he  said 
it,  they  did  not  content  themselves  by  in- 
veighing against  those  who  had  sought  to 
reform  the  law,  but  proclaimed,  as  it  were, 
from  the  housetops  their  own  loyalty. 
He  did  not  doubt  their  loyalty ;  but  the 
safety  of  the  community  rested  not  upon 
the  loyalty  of  the  few,  but  on  the 
loyalty  of  the  people — a  loyalty  rest- 
ing on  the  assured  foundation  of  the 
content  of  the  people  from  a  sense  of 
benefits  received.  It  was  because  he  felt 
that  this  Act  was  intended  to  give  the 
Irish  people  some  stake  in  the  country, 
some  interest  bound  up  with  the  interests 
of  peace  and  order,  that  ho  was  opposed 
to  an  interference,  however  slight,  with 
its  beneficent  operations.  The  great 
bulk  of  the  Irish  people  had  little  to 
lose.  To  the  great  bulk  of  thoni  the 
law  had  shown  only  its  stern  visage  ; 
and  it  was  hardly  too  much  to  say  that 
the  embodiment  of  the  law  to  them,  and 
the  embodiment  of  the  glories  of  this 
great  Constitution,  were  too  often  but 
the  landlord's  agent  and  bailiff,  and  the 
po88e  comitatus  of  the  evicting  sheriff.  It 
was  because  ho  believed  that  this  Land 
Act  was  calculated  to  do  good  that  he 
asked  the  House  to  join  in  tliis  Kosolution, 
which  was  an  expression  of  condemnation 
of  the  proposed  inquiry  at  tliis  time  by 
the  House  of  Lords.  He  looked  uj)()n 
this  inquiry  as  calculated  to  awakou  dis- 
trust in  the  Iribh  mind,  not  to  ftlreu^vW^w* 
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but  to  weaken  the  operation  of  the  Act. 
He  regarded  it  as  inopportune,  as  pro- 
mature,  as  likely  to  be  injurious  in  its 
consequences  ;  and  he  believed  it  would 
be  looked  upon  by  the  bulk  of  the  Irish 
people  as  an  attempt  by  the  landlord 
class  to  minimize  the  benefits  of  the  Act, 
and  as  an  attempt  to  exorcise  a  baneful 
terrorism  upon  those  who  were  charged 
with  its  administration. 

Lord  CLAUD  HAMILTON  observed, 
that  the  hon.  and  learned  Member  who 
had  just  spoken  said  that  the  safety  of  a 
country  did  not  depend  on  the  loyalty 
only  of  a  few,  or  of  a  small  class,  but 
upon  the  loyalty  of  the  whole  people. 
In  those  words  he  most  cordially  agreed 
with  the  hon.  and  learned  Member ;  but 
the  House  would  have  observed  that, 
throughout  this  debate,  those  hon. 
Members  who  spoke  on  behalf  of  Ire- 
land had  alluded  to  only  a  portion  of 
the  population  of  Ireland  ;  and  in  the 
course  of  this  debate  he  had  not  heard 
one  word  said,  so  far  as  his  memory 
served  him,  of  any  other  class  than  those 
of  the  tenants  and  the  landlords.  The 
tenants  and  landlords  of  Ireland,  taken 
together,  formed  only  a  moiety  of  the 
population  of  Ireland.  If  the  Govern- 
ment went  on  in  its  course  of  legislation, 
founded  on  unsound  principles,  without 
making  any  attempt  to  cure  any  of  the 
principles  on  which  that  legislation  had 
been  administered,  they  would  find  that 
they  had  to  reckon  not  only  with  tenant 
farmers,  but  with  the  labourers,  both  in 
the  towns  and  in  the  country.  The  hon. 
and  learned  Member  gave  an  historical 
rhume  of  what  had  taken  place  in  Ire- 
land during  the  autumn;  and  he  said 
this  Committee  of  the  House  of  Lords 
dated  from  the  time  of  the  landlords' 
meeting  in  Dublin.  He  (Lord  Claud 
Hamilton)  was  not  at  that  meeting  ;  but 
he  had  seen  many  gentlemen  who  were 
there.  He  had  carefully  read,  over  and 
over  again,  the  report  of  the  proceedings 
and  of  the  speeches  delivered  at  that 
meeting ;  and  he  ventured  to  say  that, 
in  the  whole  of  the  present  century,  no 
meeting  of  men  who  had  been  robbed  of 
their  private  rights  for  the  supposed 
benefit  of  the  community  at  large  had 
been  conducted  with  so  much  moderation, 
and  in  a  spirit  of  so  much  fairness. 
With  the  exception  of  one  speech,  the 
whole  tone  of  those  speeches  was  one  of 
the  greatest  moderation  possible  for  men 
■uflfering  under  great  wrong.    The  hon. 
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and  learned  Member  criticized  some  ob- 
servations which  had  fallen  during  the 
past  two  years  from  his  right  hon.  Friend 
the  Member  for  North  Lincolnshire  (Mr. 
J.  Lowther).     He  was  bound  to  say  that 
on  some. occasions  his  right  hon.  Fiiend 
had  spoken  in  a  very  outspoken  manner; 
but  from  the  introduction  by  the  Prime 
Minister  of  his  Land  Bill  in  1870,  his 
right  hon.  Friend  had  been  entirely  con- 
sistent in  his  views  regarding  that  mea- 
sure and  all  kindred  legislation  connected 
with  Ireland,  and  though  some  Members 
might  occasionally  doubt  the  wisdom  of 
such  outspoken  observations  in  large 
assemblies,  he  gave  his  right  hon.  Friend      | 
credit  for  consistency  in  the  expression      J 
of  his  views.     The   hon.   and  learned      ] 
Member,  he  thought,  was  inaccurate  in 
stating  that  the  inquiry  into  this  Act 
dated  from  the  time  of  the  landlords' 
meeting.     What  really  took  place  ?   It 
would  be  in  the  recollection  of  the  House 
that,  at  the  close  of  the  debate  on  the 
Land  Bill  last  Session,  the  ConservatiTes 
in  that  and  the  other  House  stronglj 
pressed  the  Government  to  announce  Qie 
names  of  the  gentlemen  whom  they  in- 
tended   to  appoint  as   Chief   Commis- 
sioners to  administer  that  Bill.    They 
all  felt  that  it  was  essential  to  the  in- 
terests of  all  classes  in  Ireland  that  the 
Act  should  be  administered  with  perfect 
fairness  and  integrity ;  and  it  was,  there- 
fore, necessary,  before  finally  agreeing 
to  the  passing  of  the   Act,    that  they 
should  know  who  the  three  gentlemen 
to  whom  that  office  was  to  be  intrusted 
were.     It  was  believed,  on  the  whole, 
that  the  names  of  those  three  gentlemen 
were  entitled  to  the  confidence  of  the 
landlords,  the  tenantry,  and  all  classes 
in   Ireland.     But  what  occurred  after 
their  appointment  ?    The  Land  Act  had 
been  in  operation  for  two  months  with- 
out almost  any  participation  in  the  pro- 
ceedings by  the  Head  Commissioners. 
They  had  instead  Sub-Commissioners, 
giving  decisions  all  over   the   country 
according  to  their  own  ideas,  and  not 
based   upon  reasons  or  principles,  laid 
down  by  the  gentlemen  whose  appoint- 
ment had  been  sanctioned  by  Parliament. 
Those  who  contested  the  Act  in  the  be- 
ginning then  felt  that  they  had  been 
deceived  ;  and  it  was  not  with  regard  to 
the  Head  Commissioners,  but  with  re- 
gard to  the  action  of  their  subordinates, 
that  the  House  of  Lords  projected  this 
inquiry.    The  whole  object  of  Uie  Com- 
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Member  was  Bomewhat  severe  in  liis 
exterior,  he  was  sure  he  possessed  a 
kindly  heart,  and  he  had  made  those 
allusions  on  the  spur  of  the  moment, 
without  thinking  of  the  pain  they  were 
liable  to  inflict.  At  the  commencement 
of  this  Parliament  a  Question  was  put 
upon  the  Paper  in  that  House  reflecting 
upon  the  conduct  of  his  noble  Relative ; 
and,  although  the  Question  was  entered 
on  the  Minutes,  it  was  never  put,  be- 
cause there  was  no  truth  in  it.  The 
tenants  on  the  Donegal  estate  of  his 
noble  Relative  were  so  much  annoyed 
and  disgusted  at  the  imputation  con- 
tained in  that  Question  that  they  met 
together  and  passed  a  resolution  eulo- 
gizing his  noble  Relative  as  a  landlord. 
On  this  very  property,  since  the  passing 
of  the  Act,  some  50  or  60  of  these  very 
tenants  had  gone  into  the  Court  to  claim 
a  reduction  of  rent  from  the  landlord 
whom,  but  a  short  time  ago,  they  had  de- 
scribed, in  a  spontaneous  resolution, 
as  a  just,  superior,  and  model  landlord. 
He  did  not  blame  these  tenants,  for  they 
would  hardly  be  human  if,  after  seeing 
such  a  measure  of  confiscation  passed 
by  Parliament,  they  should  abstain  from 
having  recourse  to  the  Court,  utterly  re- 
gardless of  whether  their  landlord  was 
good,  bad,  or  indifl^erent.  The  power  of 
landlords  was  a  power  for  good.  He  re- 
gretted that  this  power,  as  far  as  con- 
cerned Irish  landlords,  would  soon  cease 
to  exist.  Landlords  at  present  were  often 
represented  by  agents,  to  whom  they  in- 
trusted large  powers,  and  who  took  a  pro- 
minent part  on  their  employers'  proper- 
ties, and  in  promoting  in  the  neighbour- 
hood charitable  and  philanthropic  move- 
ments. Soon,  however,  landlords  would 
dispense  with  agents  and  conduct  their 
business  with  their  tenants  in  a  strictly 
rigid  and  legcd  manner  through  the  me- 
dium of  attorneys.  Would  that  conduce 
to  a  kindly  feeling  between  the  land- 
lords of  Ireland  and  their  tenantry? 
Tet  such  must  be  the  inevitable  result 
of  the  interference  of  the  Court  between 
the  parties.  When  tenants  should  have 
hadtheirrents  judicially  fixed,  how,  when 
bad  seasons  recurred,  would  landlords  be 
likely  to  entertain  their  petitions  for  a 
reduction  ?  The  landlord  would  feel 
disposed  to  say — **  I  will  have  my  pound 
of  flesh ;  I  will  stand  upon  my  rights, 
or  such  of  them  as  the  Prime  Minister 
has  left  me."  There  would  be  thou- 
Btnds  of  oaaet  where  the  charitable  feel- 
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ings  of  ^e  landlords  wotild  be  tied  up, 
owing  to  the  measure  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman.     The  great  charities  of  Ire- 
land would  feel  the  change  also.  It  was 
not  to  be    supposed    that    the  tenant 
farmers  would  oestow  any  of  their  re- 
mitted rent  in  supporting  them,  and 
they  would  languish   in   oonsequ^ce. 
Did  the  Prime  Minister  imagine  thai 
his  measure  would  endear  their  homes 
to  Irish  landlords  ?    They  had  heard  a 
good  deal  from  the  Prime  Minister  and 
the  Chancellor  of  the  Duchy  of  Lancas- 
ter with  regard  to  absenteeism.  Did  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  believe  that  the 
landlords  would  live  in  a  country  where 
all  the  enjoyments    of  life  had   been 
taken  from  them,  while  they  had  only 
to  cross  the  Channel,  leaving  their  rents 
to  be  collected  by  an  attorney  ?    Land- 
lords had  been  treated  as  almost  a  pro- 
scribed race,  and,  except  on  the  large 
properties,  they  would  leave  the  coun- 
try ;   and  when  the  "  garrison,"  as  thej 
had  been  termed,  had  been  driven  out, 
the  Government  would  find  Ireland  not 
quite  so   secure  an    appanage   of  the 
Crown  as  it  was  now.    When  that  came 
about,  how  would  they  dispose  of  the 
general  business  of  the  country  ?    Even 
hon.  Members  below  the  Gangway  would 
admit  that  country  gentlemen  discharge 
their  county  business   with    efficiency. 
Many  of  them  were  Chairmen  of  the 
Boards  of  Guardians  in  their  districts; 
and  to  that  fact,  and  to  the  presence  of 
other    landed    proprietors     and    their 
agents,   the    Prime    Minister  was   in- 
debted for  not  having  votes  of  thanks 
and  sympathy  passed  to  Mr.   Pamell 
and  Mr.  Dillon,  and  other  gentlemen, 
at    a    very    large    number    of    Board 
meetings  in  Ireland.  Every  one  of  those 
would  now  be  turned  into  a  little  poli- 
tical debating  society,  for  the  purpose 
of  discussing  the  separation  of  the  two 
countries.     The  fact  was,  the  Act  con- 
ferred no  benefit  of  any  kind  upon  any 
person  except  the  present  occupier.    He 
would  read  a  passage  from  a  judgment 
of  Mr.  Litton,  given  in  Belfast,  on  Jan- 
uary 18,  1882,  in  which  he  laid  down 
the  principle  that  a  fair  rent  must  be 
one  on  which  a  solvent  tenant  could 
thrive,  and  must  be  irrespective  of  any 
special  value  the  land  might  have  for 
any  particular  purpose  to  any  particular 
tenant.    Such  value  was  to  be  regarded 
as  the  tenant's  property  aolelj.     But 
the  House  wonld  remember  this.    If 
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any  landlord  chose  to  break  up  an  es- 
tate into  farms  and  let  it,  or  to  let  farms 
hitherto  held  under  his  own  manage- 
ment, he  mieht  exact  a  full  commercial 
rent  for  it.    There  would  be  growing  up 
side  by  side  two  different  kinds  of  rent; 
and  he  appealed  to  the  House  to  say 
whether  such  a  state  of  things  would 
not   create   dissatisfaction.     And  hon. 
Members  must  not  suppose  that  the  fix- 
ing of  a  judicial  rent  would  really  bene- 
fit the  tenantry  of  Ireland  permanently. 
In  proportion  as  the  rent  was  reduced 
the  tenant  right  would  rise  in  yalue, 
and  an  incoming  tenant  would  have  to 
purchase  it  at  a  greatly  enhanced  price. 
Where  would  he  g^t  the  money  from  ? 
From  the  gombeen  man ;  and  the  inte- 
rest he  would  pay  him,  plus  the  reduced 
rent,  would  about  equal  the  amount  of 
rent  he  would  have  paid  under  the  pre- 
sent system,  with  this  difference — ^that 
a  large  portion  of  it  would  go  to  the 
hated  gombeen  man,  who  would  flourish 
nnder  the  auspices  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman.     He  would  like  also  to  ask 
the  Government  how  many  votes  they 
expected  to  secure  when  they  had  man- 
aged to  get  rid  of  the  landed  proprie- 
tors ?     Why,  over  the  whole  of  Munster 
and  Connaught  he  did  not  believe  there 
would  be  a  single  Member  returned  to 
the  next  Parliament  who  was  not  in 
favour  of  Home  Bule,  under  which  there 
was  really  a  strong  feeling  for  Kepeal  of 
the  Union.     Leinster  would  be  in  very 
much   the    same  position.     As  regards 
Ulster,  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  would 
possibly  have  a  certain  number  of  sup- 
porters ready  to  follow  meekly  in  what- 
ever course  he  chose  to  lead  them,  al- 
ways remembering  he  had  many  pleasant 
gifts  at  his  disposal  with  which  ultimately 
to   reward  them.     Politics,    indeed,    as 
understood  in  England  and  Scotland,  had 
ceased  to  exist  in  Ireland.     At  the  Lon- 
donderry Election  the  Solicitor  General 
for  Ireland    occupied  the    position    of 
a  man   who   had   led   astray  a   young 
woman,  and  then,  to  ease  his  conscience, 
proceeded  to  give  her  good  advice.    The 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  descended 
to  court  the  votes  of  the  people  by  ap- 
peals to  their  pockets,  by  flooding  the 
districts  with  placards  of  rents  reduced, 
and  holding  out  hopes  of  still  further 
reduction   if  they   would  vote   for  his 
return,  and  then  in  this  House  he  pro- 
ceeded to  condemn  in  the  strongest  terms 
thoi^e  who  appealed  to  **  the  avarfee  and  I 


greed'*  of  the  Irish  people.  The  dif- 
ference between  these  principles  and 
those  of  the  Land  League  was  only 
one  of  deg^e.  Gould  the  House  sup- 
pose that  the  influence  of  those  prin- 
ciples would  decrease  in  Ireland  ? 
Why,  they  were  becoming  more  popular 
every  day.  and  at  the  next  General 
Election  Ulster  would  join  the  South 
of  Ireland  in  demanding  an  extension 
of  the  Land  Act  in  favour  of  the 
tenants,  and  the  Prime  Minister  would 
find  it  all  but  impossible  not  to  ac- 
cede to  the  demand.  At  first,  no 
doubt,  Parliament  woidd  reply  that  all 
had  been  done  that  could  be  done  safely ; 
but  they  would  have  some  80  Members 
speaking  on  behalf  of  the  people  of  Ire- 
land, asking  for  Home  Hule,  and  then 
Parliament  would  have  to  decide  whe- 
ther it  would  give  these  hon.  Members 
Home  Rule,  or  have  that  House,  in 
spite  of  any  eldture  they  might  venture 
to  pass,  turned  into  a  perfect  Bedlam, 
and  all  useful  legislation  rendered  im- 
possible. The  residt  would  be  that,  if 
the  present  Prime  Minister  was  in  power, 
he  would  go  to  the  mob  and  would  say — 
'*  You  shall  have  your  demand  ;  "  and 
he  would  be  the  one  who  would  first 
grant  Home  Bule  to  Ireland.  What  did 
Home  Kule  in  Ireland  mean  ?  Home 
Kule  in  Ireland,  as  was  said  by  the  re- 
cent convert  to  Liberalism  (Lord  Derby), 
meant  separation  in  a  very  short  time. 
['*No,  no!"]  Did  tlioy  mean  to  tell 
him  that  they  could  give  those  Irish 
Gentlemen  a  Parliament  in  Dublin  to 
manage  their  domestic  afl'airs,  without 
in  a  very  few  years  their  throwing  off 
their  connection  with  England  alto- 
gether ?     f "  No,  no  !  "  and  cheers.'] 

Mr.  speaker  said,  he  must  invite 
the  noble  Lord  to  speak  to  the  Question 
before  the  House.  Ho  was  going  very 
far  indeed  from  the  Question  before  the 
House. 

Lord  CLAUD  HAMILTON  said,  he 
was  endeavouring  to  show  that  if  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  allowed  the  Sub- 
Commissioners  to  continue  in  the  course 
they  were  pursuing,  they  would  mevit- 
ably  drift  Ireland  into  a  state  in  which 
a  demand  for  Home  Rule  would  be 
made.  He  was  perfectly  convinced, 
speaking  as  one  who  had  lived  the 
better  part  of  his  time  in  Ireland,  that, 
unless  the  Prime  Minister  paused  in  his 
career  of  so-called  remedial  legislation, 
the  time  was  not  far   Aistaul  Ti'Vi^xi  «i. 
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serious  attempt  would  be  made  in  that 
House  for  the  Kepeal  of  the  Union  which 
they  held  so  dear,  and  so  necessary  for 
the  interests  of  this  country.  He  be- 
lieved that  the  future  of  Ireland,  as  far 
as  its  relations  with  England  and  Scot- 
land were  concerned,  was  most  melan- 
choly,  and  that  for  that  state  of  things 
the  Prime  Minister  and  the  Chancellor 
of  the  Duchy  of  Lancaster  were  mainly 
responsible.  His  only  hope  was  that 
these  two  right  hon.  Gentlemen  might 
be  spared  long  enough  to  drink  to  the 
dregs  the  cup  of  remorse  for  the  misery 
and  degradation  that  their  misplaced 
policy  had  inflicted  on  Ireland,  and  for 
the  fatal  blow  that  had  been  dealt  by 
them  at  the  United  Kingdom. 

Mb.  J.  N.  RICHARDSON  said,  ho 
thought  the  House  must  congratulate 
the  noble  Lord  (Lord  Claud  Hamilton) 
on  one  of  the  most  outspoken,  courage- 
ous, high-and-dry  Tory  speeches  to 
which  it  had  listened  for  a  very  long 
time.  He  could  not  profess  to  agree 
with  much  that  had  fallen  from  the 
noble  Lord ;  but  he  should  not  follow 
him  through  many  of  the  points  of  his 
speech,  but  would  only  allude  to  his 
statements  respecting  the  Prime  Minis- 
ter, the  Chancellor  of  the  Duchy  of 
Lancaster,  and  the  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  the  Solicitor  General  for  Ire- 
land. The  noble  Lord  expressed  his  sur- 
prise at  the  ignorance  of  Irish  affairs  on 
the  part  of  the  Prime  Minister  and  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Duchy  of  Lancaster, 
after  a  united  lifetime  of  140  years. 
Well,  he  (Mr.  Richardson)  thought  that, 
notwithstanding  all  their  faults,  if  there 
were  a  General  Election,  a  seat  could  be 
found  for  both  of  them  somewhere  in 
Ireland.  But  the  noble  Lord,  though 
he  told  them  that  he  had  passed  most  of 
his  life  in  Ireland,  and  knew  all  about 
it,  sat  not  for  an  Irish,  but  an  English 
constituency.  Again,  the  noble  Lord 
said  that  his  (Mr.  Richardson's)  hon. 
and  learned  Friend  the  Solicitor  General 
for  Ireland  had  appealed,  during  the 
Derry  Election,  to  the  greed  and  avarice 
of  the  electors,  or  words  to  this  effect ; 
but  even  supposing  that  during  a  heated 
contest  his  hon.  and  learned  Friend  had 
at  times  used  language  which  was  not 
discreet — a  thing  which  he  was  by  no 
means  prepared  to  admit — even  if  he 
had  done  so,  was  he  any  worse  than  Sir 
Samnel  Wilson,  who  praised  the  Land 
Act  of  1881,  said  it  was  not  good  enough 
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for  the  tenants,  and  he  would  vote  to 
enlarge  its  scope ;  and  then,  had  he  been 
elect^,   would  have  sat  down  amoD? 
hon.  and  right  hon.  Gentlemen  who  tm 
it  was  confiscation  and  robbery  ?  He  (Mr. 
Richardson)  would  have  preferred  bang 
silent  during  the  debate,    and  might 
have  remained  so  had  it  not  been  for 
the  remarks  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
Wexford  (Mr.  Healy)  the  other  night. 
The  hon.    Member    rarely    allowed  a 
chance  to  pass  of  flinging  a  taunt  aoroai 
the  floor  of  the  House  at  the  TJiBtor 
Members,  and  on  this  occasion  he  se- 
lected the  one  who  least  deserved  it  for 
his  attack.     The  hon.  Member  said  that 
the  hon.  Member  for  Tyrone  (Mr.  T.  A. 
Dickson)  had  advanced   greatly  in  Mb 
views  since  the  late  election  for  Tyrone. 
Now,  if  there  was  one  man  whose  views 
on   the  Land    Question    were    alwajB 
advanced,  it  was  the  hon.  Member  for 
Tyrone.     The  contest    in  Tyrone  cob- 
vinced  him  (Mr.  Richardson)  that  the 
welfare  of  the  tenant  farmers  was  not 
the  principal  motive  which  hon.  Mem- 
bers  opposite  had  at  heart.     No  doubt, 
they  had  that  interest  at  heart;   but 
there  was  something  more  than  that  at 
which  they  were  aiming,  whatever  that 
something  might  be.     ArtemuB  Ward 
said  of  the  wives  of  the  Mormons  that 
they  were  very  singular  and  also  very 
plural,  and  so  with  the  speeches  of  Irish 
Members  opposite  during  the  Tyrone 
Election.     They  were    very    plum  in 
number,  and  they  were  very  aingalar, 
inasmuch  as  they  absolutely  tried  to 
convince  the  farmers  that  it  was  their 
interest  to  oppose  the  present  hon.  Mem- 
ber  for  Tyrone,  one  who  had  advocated 
their  cause  for  10  years  unceasingly,  and 
to  put  in  his  place  a  Gentleman  (Colonel 
Knox),   who,   however  personally  esti- 
mable, certainly  never  diowed  himself 
very  vigorous  on  behalf  of  Land  Reform. 
But  he  (Mr.  Richardson)  must  pass  to 
matters  more  germane  to  the  aetuial  sab- 
ject  before  the  House,  else  he  might  be 
called  to  Order.    The  whole  course  of 
the  debate  rendered  it  evident  to  him 
that  Her    Majesty's    Government  had 
acted  wisely  in  bringing  forward  the 
present  Resolution.     Various  criticisms 
had  been  delivered  upon  the  Act,  with 
many  of  which  he  agreed  ;  but  none  of 
them  were  very  fierce,  except  that  of 
the  noble  Lord.    The  hon.  Member  for 
Sligo  (Mr.  Sexton)  had,  in  a  manner 
with  which  no  fault  could  be  found, 
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5  by  the  rapid  purchase  of  estates 
ordji  who  were  willin?  to  sell. 
:  him  point  out  to  the  House  that 
it  essential  to  this  end  was  to  have 
npidly  fixed.  What  man  would 
rhether  landlord,  tenant,  or  Land 
ny — unless  he  knew  the  rental  he 
[irchaaing' ;  or  what  bank  or  in- 
B  office  would  lead  towards  the 
se  of  a  property  on  which  rents 
infixed  7  Bat  very  different  was 
le  of  a  debate  to  which  he  had 
1  "  elsewhere  "  a  fortnight  ago. 
the  tone  was  not  one  of  mild 
m ;  but  the  whole  gist  of  it  was 
d  ai^ainstthe  Bub-Commission  era. 
it  oocasion  a  noble  Lord  said — 
t  they  wanted  the  Committee  to 
I  to  revolutionize  the  working  of 
and  Act."  No  wonder  such  a 
ant,  coming  &om  such  a  source, 

Btnke  terror  into  the  minds  of  the 

teiumts,  and  lead  them  to  fear 
e  Commissioners  would  be  biassed 
r  decisions.  Not  10  minutes  ago 
nun  had  been  placed  in  his  bands, 

read  as  follows: — "Decisions 
-that  was,  adverse  to  the  tenant, 
lommissiouers    were,  apparently, 

of  the  landlords.  \ZiaughUr.2 
hon.  Qentlemen  opposite  did  not 
A  him  the  honour  of  laughing  at 
larks,  and  be  saw  no  great  cause 
ighter,  BO  far  as  they  were  con- 
Now,  what  would  the  effect  of 
it  Here  were  tenants  who,  if 
had  been  let  alone,  would,  per- 


as  in  the  one  cose  tried  upon  his  estate 
the  rent  had  been  increased.  He  (Mr. 
Sichardson),  who  well  knew  what  it  was 
to  feel  nerroua  when  addressing  such 
an  Aseembly  as  the  present,  could  well 
understand  that  in  the  heat  of  debate  an 
expression  might  fall  from  even  uoble 
Lords  "elsewhere,"  which,  in  calmer 
moments,  they  would  not  have  used.  He 
could  only  speak  for  those  Sub-Commis- 
sioners with  whom  he  was  personally 
acquainted ;  hut  he  could  assure  the 
House  that  among  those  there  was  no 
jubilant  desire  to  reduce  the  rents  of 
landlords.  When  the  Sub-Oommission- 
ers,  having  put  the  best  construction 
in  their  power  on  the  Land  Act,  and 
having  viewed  the  ground,  found  them- 
selves compelled  to  reduce  a  rent,  he 
was  oertain  they  did  not  do  it  with  any 
such  feeling  as  had  been  described, 
but  with  a  feeling  of  nervous  and  anxious 
responsibility.  If  hon.  Gentlemen  and 
people  out-of-doors  would  go  and  see 
some  of  the  farms  for  themselves,  they 
would  not  cry  out  so  loudly  about  in- 
justice. He  had  not  been  much  in  the 
actual  Land  Court ;  hut  he  had  made  it 
his  business,  during  the  Becess,  to  visit 
a  good  many  farms  which  had  been 
adjudicated  upon.  He  would  be  sorry 
to  pose  before  that  House  as  one  who 
profeeeed  any  great  knowledge  of  land, 
for  that  would  be  untrue ;  but  he  had 
been  acoompanied  by  one  who  did  pos- 
sess such  knowledge.  He  had  been  al- 
ways accompanied  by  tbe  land  steward 
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found  in  the  Betum  for  Oounty  Armagh, 
laid  upon  the  Table.  The  old  rent  was 
£25  18«. ;  the  new  judicial  rent  was 
£14.  Now,  that  was  an  enormous  re- 
duction ;  and,  before  going  on  the  farm, 
he  would  be  inclined  to  say — "  Surely 
the  Commissioners  have  made  too  sweep- 
ing a  reduction  here."  But  when  he 
went  upon  the  ground  and  saw  the 
place,  ho  was  compelled  to  admit  that 
the  rent  was  not  too  low.  He  saw  in 
his  place  the  hon.  Member  for  Mid 
Lincolnshire  (Mr.  Chaplin),  who,  though 
they  seldom  agreed  with  him  on  their 
side  of  the  House,  was,  nevertheless,  a 
true  and  just  English  Gentleman.  He 
would  venture  to  say  that  if  the  hon. 
Gentleman,  with  his  knowledge  of  agri- 
culture, were  to  visit  that  farm  of  Cul- 
len's,  he  would  admit  that  the  rent  was 
not  too  low ;  and  he  would  even  allow 
him  to  bring  with  him,  as  his  legal  ad- 
viser, the  hon.  and  learned  Member  for 
Bridport  (Mr.  Warton).  It  seemed  to 
be  taken  for  slanted,  because  25  per 
cent  reduction  had  been  made  up  to  the 
present  time,  that,  therefore,  this  must 
continue  in  every  case.  Again,  they 
could  only  speak  for  Ulster ;  but  there 
very  few  of  the  estates  of  the  old  No- 
bility— whose  boast  it  was  that  their 
estates  were  low-rented  and  humanely 
managed — very  few  of  these  estates, 
such  as  the  Marquess  of  Downshire's  or 
the  Marquess  of  Londonderry's,  had  yet 
been  before  the  Commissioners.  He  was 
aware  that  there  were  large  estates  be- 
sides those  owned  by  men  of  title  ;  but 
it  was  natural  to  suppose  that  they  owned 
the  largest  estates.  He  had  counted  up 
the  cases,  and  out  of  530  cases  tried  in 
Ulster  up  to  the  28th  January,  only  33 
were  owned  by  the  Nobility.  He  had 
detained  the  House  too  long,  and  would 
merely  conclude  by  hoping  that  the  Go- 
vernment would  press  forward  with  their 
Motion,  and  that  it  would  be  carried  by 
a  large  majority.  The  tenants  of  Ulster 
were  watching  the  present  debate  with 
the  greatest  anxiety ;  and  he  could  em- 
phasize the  solemn  declaration  which  the 
l?rime  Minister  had  made  respecting  the 
tenantry  of  Ulster.  The  Ulster  farmers, 
loyal  as  they  had  been  in  the  past,  and 
loyal  as  he  trusted  they  would  be  in  the 
future,  had  had  their  loyalty  often  sorely 
tried  by  the  state  of  the  Land  Laws ; 
and  they  looked  to  that  House  to  insure 
to  them  the  benefits  of  the  Act  of 
1881. 

Mr,  J.  y.  Richardson 


Mb.  BEDMOND  said,  he  felt  it  neces- 
sary to  offer  a  brief  contribution  to  the 
debate  in  consequence  of  the  manner  in 
which  the  action  of  the  Irish  Party  and 
the  vote  they  intended  to  give  had  been 
mis-stated  in  various  parts  of  the  Hoase. 
They  had  been  charged  with  a  desire  to 
hand  over  to  the  tender  mercies  of  a 
Committee  of  the  House  of  Lords  the 
interests  of  the  tenant  farmers  of  Ire- 
land.    He  believed  no  Member  of  the 
House  could  believe  such  an  accusation, 
when  it  was  levelled  against  the  Party 
to  whose  exertions  the  Government  were 
indebted  for  the  passing  of  the  Land 
Act.     They  had  no  desire  to  hand  over 
to  a  Committee  of  the  House  of  Lords 
the  interests  of  the  tenant  farmers  of 
Ireland.    The  attitude  they  took  up  was 
easily  explained.   The  Hesolution  of  the 
Prime  Minister  laid  down  the  proposi- 
tion that  any  Parliamentary  inquiry  into 
the  working  of  the  Land  Act  at  present 
would  be  detrimental  to  the  interest  of 
the  country,  and  that  was  a  proposition 
against  which  they  must  protest.    If 
they  were  to  vote  in  favour  of  the  Pre- 
vious Question,  it  mi^ht  be  supposed 
that  they  were  indirectly  supporting  the 
Lords'  Committee,  and  that  was  an  atti- 
tude they  did  not  wish  to  take   up. 
Therefore,  they  would  take  no  part  m 
the  division  on  the  Previous  Question ; 
but  when  the  Main  Question  was  put 
they  would  feel  it  to  be  their  duty  to 
protest  by  their  votes  against  the  state- 
ment that  no  inquiry  was  needed.    He 
would  sooner  have   an    inquiry  by  a 
packed  and  hostile  Committee  than  have 
no  inquiry  at  all.     No  matter  how  hos- 
tile the  tribunal  would  be,  it  would  be 
possible  for  those  who  were  interested 
on  behalf  of  the  tenants  to  bring  for- 
ward evidence  which  would  show  incon- 
testably  what  a  miserable  failure  the 
Land  Act  had  been  as  regarded  some  of 
its  professed  objects.     He  did  not  say 
that  the  Act  had  done  no  good  and 
could  do  none.     He  quite  admitted  that 
there  were  in  it  germs  capable  of  de- 
velopment into  great  g^od  for  the  ten- 
ants; but  still  he  and  his  Colleagues 
contended  that,  as  matters  stood  at  pre- 
sent, the  great  majority  of  tenants  were 
shut  out  from  the  benefits  of  the  Act, 
evictions  were  on  the  increase,  and  many 
hardships  had  not  been  mitigated,  even 
in  an  appreciable  degree.     Some  of  the 
most  rack-rented    tenants  were  lease- 
holders, with  leases  made  before  1870, 


>ody  of  the  Irish  teoants  brought 
M  state  of  things  which  was  pre- 
>y  the  "Prime  Minister  vhea  he 
it  if  the  proposal  to  exclude  all 
Iders  waa  carried  every  one  of 
len  would  heoome  a  centre  of 
n  in  Ireland.  These  were  aome 
^onde  upon  which  they  thought 
liry  should  be  held  into  the  Act. 
r  i^and  for  inqoiry  was  the 
9  of  harsh  erictiona  for  arrearB 
.  At  one  time  the  Government 
>f  avoiding  sentences  of  starva- 
id  deprecated  their  being  placed 
mUoob  positioD  of  using  the  power 
Executive  to  do  injustice ;  but 
ndlords  were  called  upon  to  be 
n  aeaerting  their  rights,  and  in 

oat  the  poor,  half -starved  ten- 
Words  li^e  these  were  driving 
air  the  100,000  tenants  who  were 
laly  involved  in  arrears  of  rent. 

went  into  C3ourt  and  asked  leave 
their  holdings,  the  landlord 
id  the  full  amount  of  his  rent, 
lant  farmer  was  turned  out  pen- 
and  thus  the  process  of  eviction 
ide  easy  and  respectable  by  the 
Lilt.  The  Arrears  Clause  of  the 
\jBt  required  immediate  inquiry 
landment.  Its  main  defects  were 
1  the  first  place,  it  was  optional, 
I  landlords  did  not  take  advantage 
od,  in  the  next  place,  it  provided 
year's  rent  mast  he  paid  by  the 
nate  tenants,  who,  in  many  cases, 
oable  to  pay  a   single  farthing. 


carried  out  in  a  proper  spirit  by  its 
administrators.  The  clause  known  as 
Healy's  Clause  was  a  thorough  provi- 
sion ;  but  it  had  not  been  carried  out  in 
a  thorough  spirit.  He  had  gone  through 
the  election  lor  the  county  of  Deny,  and 
he  found  that,  in  many  cases,  extreme 
dissatisfaction  was  felt  because  the  Com- 
missioners were  not  interpreting  Healy's 
clause  honestly  and  fairly.  In  the  North 
of  Ireland  rents  had  been  reduced  by  the 
Land  Court  to  somewhere  about  Grif- 
fith's valuation ;  but  Griffith's  valuation 
was  completed  some  17  years  ago,  and  it 
included  the  improvements  made  by  the 
tenants  up  to  that  date.  Therefore,  the 
property  of  the  tenants  in  their  improve- 
ments up  to  16  or  17  years  ago  was 
entirely  confiscated.  The  noble  Lord 
the  Member  for  Liverpool  (Lord  Claud 
Hamilton)  had  alluded  to  the  mauage- 
mentof  the  estate  of  his  noble  ^Relative, 
and  had  cited,  as  a  conclusive  proof  that 
the  management  of  that  estate  was  satis- 
factory, the  fact  that  in  June,  1880,  an 
address  was  presented  to  his  noble  Rela- 
tive by  his  tenants  characterizing  him 
as  a  model  landlord.  There  was  hardly 
a  landlord,  he  might  inform  the  House, 
in  the  wholeof  Ireland,  no  matter  howop- 
pressive  he  was  to  his  tenants,  no  matter 
bow  rack-rented  they  might  have  been, 
who  could  not  produce  from  his  pocket 
some  resolution  of  this  kind  passed  at 
some  time  or  another  by  his  tenants. 
He  understood  that  on  the  St.  Johnston 
estate  of  the  noble  Lord's  noble  Bela- 
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dress  was  signed  by  some  people  wlio 
thought  it  was  simply  a  prayer  to  the 
landlord  not  to  exercise  his  power  harshly 
towards  those  tenants.  Fifty  per  cent 
of  those  tenants  were  in  the  Land  Court, 
and  every  man  on  the  estate  was  more 
than  20  or  30  per  cent  over  Griffith's 
valuation.  He  thought  it  was  unfair  for 
hon.  Members  to  stand  up  in  that  House, 
and  quote  such  addresses  as  serious 
arguments.  They  were  told  that  70,000 
tenants  had  entered  the  Land  Courts. 
But  did  the  Government  suppose  that 
the  500,000  who  did  not  enter  the  Courts 
were  satisfied  with  their  rents,  and  that 
they  had  transferred  their  allegiance 
from  the  men  who  had  done  so  much  for 
them  in  the  past,  and  were  suffering  for 
them  in  the  present,  to  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  ?  The  daily  increasing  num- 
ber of  evictions,  the  daily  despatch  of 
troops  to  Ireland,  the  almost  hourly 
arrest  of  respectable  farmers,  formed  a 
crushing  refutation  of  any  such  proposi- 
tion as  that.  So  long  as  the  great  bulk 
of  the  tenant  farmers  of  Ireland  were 
shut  out  from  the  benefits  of  the  Act,  so 
long  as  Healy's  Clause  was  dishonestly 
interpreted  by  the  Commissioners,  so 
long  as  the  Government  imprisoned  the 
leaders  of  the  people,  and  suppressed 
the  organization  of  the  tenants,  so  long 
would  confidence  in  the  Land  Act  be  an 
impossibility  in  Ireland.  The  Land 
League  had  survived  the  worst  blows 
the  Government  could  strike  against  it. 
The  Leaders  of  the  Land  League,  in  their 
prison  cells,  were  to-day  more  powerful 
than  before  they  were  arrested.  Of  one 
thing  the  Government  might  rest  as- 
sured— until  they  had  restored  the  Con- 
stitution of  Ireland,  neither  their  Land 
Act  on  the  one  side,  nor  their  Coercion 
Act  on  the  other,  would  be  able  to  cajole 
or  terrify  the  people  of  Ireland  from  the 
attitude  of  determination  and  defiance 
into  which  they  had  been  driven. 

Mr.  TOTTENHAM  said,  that,  before 
he  passed  to  the  immediate  question  be- 
fore the  House,  he  wished  to  refer  to 
the  speech  of  the  hon.  and  learned  Mem- 
ber for  Dundalk  (Mr.  Charles  Eussell), 
who  spoke  earlier  in  the  evening.  He 
must  say  that  statements  more  rash  and 
unsup^)orted  by  facts  and  sentiments, 
more  ungenerous  to  landlords,  he  had 
never  listened  to,  either  in  or  out  of 
Parliament.  He  did  not  propose  to  in- 
quire how  the  legal  knowledge  and  the 
training  of  the  hon.  and  learned  Mem- 
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ber  justified  the  principle  that,  because 
it  was  asserted  that  a  wrong  had  been 
committed,  it  was  better  to  continue  the 
perpetration  of  many  other  wrongs  in 
support  of  it  rather  than  to  inquire  into, 
and,  if  necessary,   to  redress   the  one 
that  was  complained  of.    Looking  at  the 
mode  in  which   the  hon.  and  learned 
Member  had  himself  conducted  certain 
investigations  in  the  South  of  Ireland 
previous  to  the  commencement  of  last  Ses- 
sion ,  he  was  not  surprised  that  the  hon.  and 
learned  Member  should  have  endorsed 
the  action  of  those  whose  procedure  was  so 
nearly  allied  to  his  own,  although  it  was 
certainly   not  in   accordance   with  his 
(Mr.  Tottenham's)  ideas  of  judicial  in- 
vestigation, whether  by  a  public  official 
or  a  private  individual.     The  investiga- 
tion to  which  he  alluded  had  been  con- 
ducted in  a  spirit  the  very  reverse  of 
impartial  or  judicial.    The  hon.  Gentle- 
man had  made  the  extraordinary  state- 
ment that  no  landlord  or  agent,  whose 
judicial  rents  were  being  fixed,  had  been 
able  to  come  forward  and  say  that  the  ex- 
isting rents  were  fair.    A  more  astound- 
ing statement,  or  one  more  utterly  un- 
warranted by  the  facts,  was  never  made. 
The  hon.  Gentleman  went  on  to  say — and 
this  he  looked  upon  as  one  of  the  most 
ungenerous  and  indefensible  statements 
that  could  be  made — that  the  landlords  of 
Ireland  borrowed  money  under  the  Be- 
lief of  Distress  Acts  at  1  per  cent ;  while 
they  charged  their  tenants  5  per  cent. 
[Mr.  Charles  Hussell  :  I  said  some.] 
Whether  some  or  many,  such  a  stat'Oment 
ought  not  to  have  been  made  unless  the 
person  who  made  it  was  prepared  to  give 
names,  dates,  and  particulars.   Then  the 
hon.  and  learned  Member  said  that  the 
tenants  in  Ireland,  just  as  in  England, 
had  been  dragged  down  by  bad  seasons ; 
and  that  one  good  harvest  amone  four 
was  not  sufficient  to  repair  their  losses. 
That  might  be  the  case ;  out  it  was  a  well- 
known  fact  that,  whereas  England  had 
a  succession  of  bad  harvests  for  several 
years,  Ireland  had  been  blessed  by  two 
of  the  most  bountiful   harvests  within 
the  memory  of  this  generation.     The 
hon.  and  learned  Member  said,  not  only 
that  arrears  should  not  be  paid,  but  that 
they  should  not  be  asked  for.     He  did 
not  understand   the    hon.  and  learned 
Member,  when  he  made  that  observation, 
to  suggest  that  the  arrears  ought  to  be 
paid  by  the  Government  out  of  the  State 
funds.    He  would  like  to  know  what 
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the  hon.  and  learned  Member  proposed 
the  landlords  to  do  in  default  of  receiving 
their  arrears?    How  did  the  hon.  and 
learned  Member  expect  landlords,  who 
had  charges  and  liabilities  to  meet,  to  do 
60  if  they  did  not  get  that  upon  which 
they  depended  for  their  livelihood  ?  The 
hon.  and  learned  Member  had  said  that 
the   landlords    had   met  the  originat- 
ing notices  by  service  of  writs  in  the 
Dublin    Courts.       Did    the    hon.    and 
learned    Gentleman    mean    that   land- 
lords were  not  entitled  to  assert  their 
JQBt  rights  ?     He  had  also  said  that  the 
Wdlords    had   misused  their   powers. 
Bat  did  he  forget  that  the  Leader  of  the 
Party  to  which  he  belonged  had  said 
that  the  landlords  had  stood  their  trial, 
and  had,   as    a  body,  been  acquitted; 
and  was  he  going  to  take  his  stand  on 
a  different  platform  from  his  Leader? 
It  would  appear  that  the  debate  was  to 
he  conducted  to  the  end  on  the  footing 
that  the  bare   assertion  of  the  Prime 
Minister  that  his  Resolution  was   ex- 
pedient and  equitable  was  sufficient  for 
those  who  thought  that  the  ruin  of  a 
few  thousand  families,  more  or  less,  was 
a  trifle  compared  with  the  gratification 
of  his  wishes;  and,  further,    although 
"force  was  no  remedy  "  for  lawlessness, 
the  application  of  the  principle  of  force  in 
silence  by  a  majority  to  arguments  which 
they  could  not  answer  was  considered  a 
justifiable  and  dignified  course.     If  any 
jusritiration  or  apology  were  required  for 
the  action    which    had   been   taken   in 
"  another  place  "  and  for  the  present  op- 
jy-Mtion  to  the  Resolution,  it  was  to  bo 
i'MiA    in     the    spirit    in    which    Iler 
Majesty's    Government    liad   met  what 
h:iii  be<'n  shown  to  bo  a  grievance  of  tlio 
first  magnitude,  requiring  immediate  and 
impartial    inquiry.     The    spirit  of   tlie 
(iivernment  liad  been  that  of  barking 
all  inquiry,    and    x)ermitting   the  daily 
irlC^c-a^ing  growth  of  an  evil  and  an  in- 
justice  which    it  was   wished  to   keep 
hidden  from  the  light  of  day.      He  ven- 
tared  to  say,  however,  that  the  course 
they  had  adopted  would  neither  commend 
it-selt  to  the  wisdoui  of  Parliament  nor  to 
the  country  which  had  permitted  such 
bliEdfold  legislation,  and  they  now  pro- 
pjsedtokeepthe  administration  of  it  from 
the  healthy  ventilation  of  public  opinion. 
The  Prime  Minister  had  given  reasons 
why  the  legislation  of  last  Session  should 
not  now  be  called  in  question ;  but,  in  all 
the  arguments  of  tho  right  hon.  Gen- 
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tleman,  he  failed  to  find  any  sufficient 
reason  why  Parliament  should  continue 
to  permit  the  perpetuation  and  daily  ex- 
tension of  the  continued  injustice  and 
wrong  which  was  admitted  on  all  sides 
to  exist,  except  where  such  admission 
would  be  inconvenient  to  tlie  credit  of 
those  responsible  for  it.  So  far  from 
impeding  inquiry,  the  extraordinary 
course  adopted  by  the  Government  had 
afforded  facilities  for  opening  up  the 
whole  question ;  for  while  inquiry  was 
proceeding  calmly  in  '^  another  place,"  in 
the  House  of  Commons,  by  the  favour  of 
Her  Majesty's  Government,  hon.  Mem- 
bers had  been  placed  in  a  position  to  dis- 
cuss their  case  at  much  greater  and  more 
convenient  length  than  they  could,  under 
ordinary  circumstances,  have  hoped  for. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman's  Hesolution 
stated  that  inquiry  into  the  working  of  the 
Act  tended  to  defeat  its  operation.  As 
loyal  subjects  they  were  prepared  to  sub- 
mit to  the  Act  as  it  was  intended  by 
Parliament ;  but  what  they  sought  to 
prevent  was  its  continuation  in  its  pre- 
sent unexpected  and  totally  unauthorized 
system  of  administration.  He  pre- 
sumed that  the  latter  part  of  the  Resolu- 
tion meant  that  a  sufficient  number  of 
landlords  had  not  yet  been  immolated 
on  the  altar  of  sedition,  and  that  it 
would  be  injudicious,  from  the  Govern- 
ment's point  of  view,  to  stop  tho  supply 
at  present.  There  was  no  other  way  of 
reading  between  the  linos  of  this  further 
edition  of  attempted  cloture^  and  it  was 
one  which  ho  believed  would  be  very 
generally  adopted.  Before  ho  sat  down, 
he  hoped  to  be  able  to  convince  some  of 
those  who  siipportfHl  tho  measure  last 
year  that  their  confidence  in  the  state- 
ments of  its  supporters  had  been  griev- 
ously misplaced.  Tho  Act  was  pre- 
sented to  Parliament  under  a  flourish  of 
sentiments  and  principles  which  had 
only  been  conspicuous  by  their  absence 
in  its  administration.  The  main  prin- 
ciples put  forward  by  the  Prime  Minister 
were  that  justice  was  to  be  the  guide ; 
that  the  Court  was  not  to  be  a  one- 
sided one ;  that  the  administration 
would  be  confided  to  capable  and  ex- 
perienced hands  ;  and  that  no  confisca- 
tion or  injury  to  owners  w^as  intended  or 
anticipated.  lie  maintained  that  every 
one  of  those  principles  had  been  violated, 
and  he  should  be  able  to  show  that 
justice  had  not  boon  so  blind  as  she  was 
usually  depicted ;    that   the   Court  Iv^id 
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been  esRentially  a  one-sided  one;  that 
the  administration  had  been  confided  to 
hands  incompetent  to  exercise  judicial 
functions;  and  that  confiscation  in  the 
most  arbitrary  and  universal  form  was 
the  rule  of  procedure  by  these  so-called 
judicial  bodies.  In  the  case  which  he 
had  to  set  before  the  House,  he  desired 
especially  to  guard  himself  against  the 
imputation  or  assumption  that  either  he 
himself,  or  the  landlords  of  Ireland 
generally,  desired  to  assert  that  there 
were  no  cases  in  which  the  action  of 
the  Land  Courts  had  been  justified  ;  on 
the  contrary,  they  were  fully  alive  to  the 
fact  that  there  were  some  cases — ad- 
mitted by  the  Government  last  year  to 
be  a  minority,  in  which  what  was  known 
as  rack-renting  had  been  carried  to 
an  inexcusable  and  indefensible  limit, 
and  that  these  cases  might  have  justly  re- 
ceived some  restrictive  supervision.  He 
had  never  denied  that  such  cases  existed, 
and  he  had  no  sympathy  for  the  man 
who  had  exacted  a  rent  which  the  land 
was  not  calculated  to  bear.  But  what  he 
did  find  fault  with  was  the  indiscriminate 
manner  in  which  the  cry  of  reduction  had 
been  carried  out,  good  and  bad  landlords 
having  fared  alike,  and  the ''  rule  of  thumb 
principle  "  having  been  equally  applied 
to  the  rack-renter  as  to  him  who,  in 
the  words  of  the  Prime  Minister,  Par- 
liament had  not  a  bhred  of  title  to  in- 
terfere with.  This  was  the  man  who  was 
the  greatest  sufferer  under  the  present 
administration  of  the  Act.  Having 
alwavs  let  his  land  at  moderate  rents,  he 
had  not  received  the  same  return  as 
his  neighbours  who  had  let  at  a  higher 
rate  ;  but  he  now  found  himself  cut 
down  in  the  same  proportion.  In  addi- 
tion to  this,  he  found  that  his  relations 
with  his  tenants  had  suddenly  under- 
gone a  great  change,  and  that  where 
mutual  confidence  and  goodwill  existed 
before  the  decisions  given  in  the  flying 
visits  of  the  Sub-Commissioners  had 
raised  up  distrust  and  ill-feeling,  to- 
gether with  a  prospect  of  litigation  and 
costs,  which  to  many  was,  in  itself,  an 
element  of  grave  fears  and  anxious  con- 
sideration. He  now  came  to  the  action 
of  the  Commissioners  appointed  by  Par- 
liament and  named  in  the  Act.  Their 
first  proceeding  was  to  appoint  as  their 
Solicitor  Mr.  "h  ottrell,  a  gentleman  who 
was  notoriously  connected  with  the  Land 
League,  and  who  had  since  culminated 
his  exploits  by  the  authorship  of  the  dis- 
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graceful  pamphlet  which  had  already 
astoundea  Paniament.  This  was  a  bad 
start,  and  boded  little  good  to  those 
whose  interests  were  to  be  reviewed  by 
officials  of  such  a  stamp  as  this.  Their 
next  step  was  to  issue  a  Circular,  which 
was  distributed  all  over  Ireland,  setting 
forth  the  advantages  which  had  been 
g^ven  to  tenants  by  the  Act,  and  which 
was,  in  plain  English,  a  most  direct  and 
pressing  invitation  to  them  to  come  in 
and  avail  themselves  of  what  they  would 
do  for  them.  It  was  headed  '*  Benefits 
conferred  on  Irish  Tenant  Farmers  by  the 
Land  Act.''  He  would  trouble  the 
House  with  one  or  two  extracts  from  thii 
remarkable  document,  as  it  bore  directlj 
upon  the  proposition,  whether  or  not 
the  Court  was  a  one-sided  one— 

«  Benefits  confeired  on  Iriah  Tenant  Fannen 
by  the  Land  Act  (Ireland),  1881. 

'*The  New  Land  Law  effects  a  great  aad 
most  beneficial  change  in  the  position  of  Irinh 
tenant  farmers.  The  benefits  it  conf en  may  Iw 
briefly  stated  as  follow: — Security  of  teniae^ 
Whenever  a  fair  rent  is  fixed  either  by  tbfl 
Ck)urt  or  Commission,  or  by  agreement,  or  by 
arbitration,  the  rent  cannot  be  raised  or  altenid 
for  15  years,  nor  can  the  tenant  be  disturbed 
daring  that  period.  In  the  last  year  ol  the 
15  years  the  tenant  can  again  get  the  rent 
settled,  and  a  new  term  of  15  years  granted, 
and  BO  on.  It  is  not,  therefore,  merely  a  tenn 
of  15  years  which  the  tenant  gets ;  bat  practi- 
cally a  term  renewable  every  15  years.*' 

Further  on,  at  different  points,  other 
similar  passages  occur — 

"  If  he  violates  any  of  the  other  conditiima, 
the  landlord  may  serve  notice  to  quit ;  bat  the 
Court  has  power  to  stop  any  proceedings  on 
Buch  notice  to  quit,  allowing  the  landlord 
damages  merely  for  any  injury  done  him. 
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"  Where  leases  have  been  taken  by  tenants 
since  the  passing  of  the  Landlord  and  Tenant 
Act,  1870,  containing  unreasonable  or  un&ir 
provisions,  and  such  leases  were  accepted  by 
the  tenant  under  threat  of  eviction,  or  through 
the  undue  influence  of  the  landlord,  the  tenant 
iH  entitled,  at  any  time  before  the  22nd  of  Feb- 
ruary, 1882,  to  apply  to  the  Court  to  be  reliflved 
from  the  lease,  and  to  hold  as  present  tenant, 
with  all  the  rights  and  privileges  of  sach 
tenant. 

**  The  above  are  some  of  the  great  advantages 
conferred  on  Irish  tenant  farmers  by  the  Land 
Act  (Ireland),  1881,  which  provides  for  ail 
security  in  their  holdings,  the  fixing  of  fair 
rents,  and  the  right  of  free  sale;  and  affords 
the  opportunity  to  occupiers  to  become  the 
owners  in  fee  of  their  holdings. 

^*  It  is  not  intended  by  t^e  foregoing  state- 
ment to  set  forth  or  include  aU  the  provisions 
of  the  Act ;  but  only  to  afford  a  general  view  of 
its  more  important  provisions. 
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Bions,  and  reported  on  by  the  Bess- 
borough  Commission  as 

"Most  thorougblj  demonstrated  that  the 
Government  valuation  was  not  a  trustworthy 
standard  for  the  settlement  of  rents,  and  that 
even  when  it  was  made  it  was  considered  as 
below  the  fair  letting  value  of  the  land.'* 

It  was  reported  on  again  by  the  Bich- 
mond  Commission  in  the  following 
terms : — 

**  And  it  was  conclusively  proved  that  the 
annual  value,  as  set  forth  in  that  document, 
was  not  intended  to  represent,  and  did  not  re- 
present, at  the  date  the  valuation  was  made,  the 
rental  value  of  the  property." 

It  was  further  discarded  by  the  Prime 
Minister  himself  as  of  any  value  or 
guide  ;  and  in  spite  of  all  that  evidence 
against  it,  it  was  placed  by  the  Chief 
Commissioners  before  their  subordinates 
as  a  basis  for  their  guidance  and  deci- 
sions. There  was  too  much  reason  to 
believe  that  Her  Majesty's  Government 
were  well  advised  as  to  the  probable 
effect  of  a  general  re- valuation  on  the 
working  of  their  Act  when  they  de- 
clined to  have  one  made,  as  he  said  it 
was  their  bounden  duty,  in  common 
honesty,  to  have  done.  He  had  the 
highest  authority  for  saying  that  if  a 
general  re-valuation  were  now  made  the 
effect  would  be  to  raise  the  value  of 
rateable  property  in  Ireland  by  a  sum 
of  between  £3,000,000  and  £4,000,000. 
Such  a  cuurse  as  that  would,  at  any 
rate,  be  intelligible  and  straightforward, 
instead  of  thrusting  down  the  throats  of 
suitors  and  the  public  a  State  record 
based  upon  false  and  condemned  issues. 
The  Sub- Commissioners  had  stated  on 
several  occasions  that  they  were  acting 
on  imperative  rules.  If  so,  they,  of  course, 
must  be  laid  down  by  their  Chiefs,  who, 
on  the  other  hand,  said  that  they  had 
given  no  instructions,  and  the  Chief  Se- 
cretary repudiated  the  idea  on  the  part  of 
the  Government.  He,  however,  admitted 
that  each  candidate  had  had  a  private 
siance  with  him  in  his  private  room,  where 
he  put  him  through  his  facings,  and  held 
a  private  competitive  examination.  He 
asked  which  version  of  the  probable 
were  they  to  accept,  and  what  were  the 
inferences  to  be  deduced  from  these  an- 
tagonistic statements  ?  If  they  were  sent 
out  without  any  instructions  to  create 
precedents,  and  lay  down  rules  accord- 
ing to  their  own  sweet  will,  was  it  the 
intention  of  Parliament  that  a  horde  of 
inezperienoed  and  incompetent  subordi- 


nates  should  suddenly  be  let  loose  over 
every  Province  and  county  of  Ireland  to 
interpret  a  difficult  and  complex  Act  of 
Parliament  in  a  dozen  different  ways? 
Did  not  Parliament  fully  expect  that  a 
lead  should  be  given  and  a  definite  and 
distinct  mode  of  action  laid  down,  and 
the  first  cases  heard  and  decided  by 
those  it  had  specially   named  to  ad- 
minister the  Act,  rather  than  by  the 
crowd  of  irresponsible  agents  called  into 
existence  by  the  Government  ?   He  held 
that  the  intentions  of  Parliament  had 
been  distinctly  set  aside,  and  that  the 
faith  upon  which  these  pledges  were  ac- 
cepted had  been  most  undeniably  vio- 
lated. He  now  came  to  the  appointment 
of  the  Sub- Commissioners,  and  in  deal- 
ing with  them  he  wished  to  be  under- 
stood as  making  no  charge  against  the 
personal  character  or  integ^ty  of  any  of 
those  persons  as  individuals  in  private 
life ;  and,  for  aught  he  knew  to  the  con- 
trary, they  might  be  most  amiable  and 
harmless  people  in  their  several  walks 
of  life,   looking  at  them  from   a  non- 
political    standpoint.      His    endeavour 
would    be    to    show    that    from  their 
status,    experience,    personal  proclivi- 
ties, self-interest,  and  previous  employ- 
ment, many  of  them  were  wholly  in- 
capable of  exercising  impartially  and 
fairly  the  judicial  functions  with  which 
they  were  charged.    The  Prime  Minister 
had  laid  down  the  principle  that  the 
Court  should  not  in  any  case  be  a  one- 
sided Court ;  and  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man stated  that  it  had  been  the  object 
of  the  Government  to  avoid  what  would 
be  justly   stigmatized — namely,    "par- 
tizan  appointments."     When  the  House 
heard  the  case  completed  against  many 
of  these  appointments,  it  would  have,  he 
thought,  very  little  reason  to  hesitate 
as  to  its  verdict  on  both  these  points. 
Taking  the  legal  Sub-Commissioners  first, 
he  found  that  there  were  two  Queen's 
Counsel,  eight  barristers,  and  two  solici- 
tors. Of  the  two  Queen's  Counsel  neither 
of  them  had  any  knowledge  of  land,  or 
the  dealings  with  land.     One  of  them 
had  been  a  Chancery  lawyer,  with  smaU 
practice ;  and  the  practice  of  the  other 
had  been  principally  conveyancing.   He 
did  not  suppose  it  would  be  asserted  that 
either  of  these  employments  g^ve  any 
man,  totally  unconnected  with  practice 
dealings  with  land,  any  special  qualifi- 
cations to  act  as  valuator,  nor  did  he 
think  that  one  or  two  cases,  which  he 
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voold  nte,  gare  a  Teiy  high  view  of  one 
of  Amw  nnflemeiL's  idea  of  impartial 
jiMtiee.  In  a  oaae  heard  at  Edenderry, 
radgment  waa  ddiTored  at  Maynootn, 
Jaimaiy  11,  in  tike  oaae  of  Henry  Fits- 
George  Collej,  landlord,  aggregate  rent 
of  14  finma,  £861  16«.  4d.  1&.  Foley, 
la  gifing  judgment,  aaid — 

«1[r.  Iaw,  on  Mialf  of  the  landlord,  de- 
dhad  togointoeyidepce;  W6  wwe  oonieqneiitly 
kft  vifhoat  any  eridaooe  m  to  the  tbIim  of  the 
kad,  asMOk  wbat  wai  ^Ten  on  behalf  of  the 
tMote.     under  these  onronmatances,  inaamnoh 
m  ttse  is  no  oonfliot  of  teetimony,  Ifr.  Doyle 
Mil  are  of  opinion  that  the  Sab-Ckunmianoners 
an  not  oUiged  to  go  beyond  the  eridence  ad- 
InDed  befSove  them,  and  dioold  not  alter  an  in- 
imadoit  valoation  of  the  land  npon  their  own 
JataoMttt  for  tlie  Dorpoae  ol  dotermumur  a  lair 
nat    The  jndioial  rent  which  we  hare  fixed  is 
•emdingly  baaed  on  the  nnoootradioted  evi* 
Ince  of  the  tenants'  Talnatora,  on  which,  in  oar 
Htm  of  the  matter,  we  are  bound  to  act,  and 
Ik  ii  aot  to  be  considered  as  fixed  opon  our 
•■m  opfadaa  of  the  absolate  Talae  of  the  hold- 
SagSb     We  led  called  npon  to  notice  the  fact 
ttat,  aUhoogh  the  landlord  ia  not  resident,  he 
Nsns  to  haTO  always  taken  a  great  interest  in 
fta  wiQ-being  of  bos  tenantry.    Boms,  Tarying 
&«■  176  downwards,  ware  giyen  at  5  per  cent 
toMnnlof  the  tenants  for  Doilding  and  other 
fsipusus;  to  others  slates,  timber,   Ac  were 
gifiBL    On  the  bog  lands  main  drains  were 
9ftmA  at  flie  landlord's  expense,  and  a  school- 
koBM  built  on  the  property.     It  further  ap- 
imnd  in  evidence  that,  though  an  income  of 
noBi  £40  to  J£80  a-year  had  been  received  by 
the  landlord  for  the  sale  of  turf,  he  volantarily 
gtre  this  ap  Icet  the  bogs  should  be  cut  out, 
and  the  tenants,  who  are  permitted  to  have  turf 
free  of  charge,  be  left  at  any  future  time  with- 
out that  advantage.    Having  made  inquiries  aa 
to  the  dwelltng[B  of  labourers  on  the  property, 
we  have  been  informed  that  tho  landlord  bins 
Kt  aside  several  houses,  with  small  allotments, 
to  workmen  at  low  rents,  and  these  houses  are 
kept  in  repair  for  them  free  of  charge.    These 
observationa,  we  think,  are  due  to  Mr.  Collcy. 
We  fix  the  judicial  rent  asfoUows  :~£666  2t,6d,'' 

This,  it  would  be  observed,  was  a  reduc- 
tion of  £201  12«.  lOd.y  or  nearly  one- 
fourth  of  the  rental.  This,  however, 
was  not  unanimous,  and — 

**  Mr.  Commiasioner  Howlin  said  he  dissented 
from  his  Colleagues  in  these  cases,  inasmuch  as 
hethooght  they  should  have  inspected  the  land, 
and  fixed  the  judicial  rent  upon  the  said  inspec- 
tioQ.  He  did  not  sgree  in  the  tenant's  estimnte 
of  the  fair  rent.  He  abstained,  however,  from 
nnsg  his  own  idea,  aahe  was  a  minority  of  the 
Comt ;  but  he  wiahed  it  to  be  understood  that 
be  bad  taken  no  part  in  determining  the  judicial 
not  in  these  cases." 

Upon  what  principle  of  law,  justice,  or 
equity  oould  auch  a  decision  aa  this  be 
used  ?  He  thonght  any  fair-minded  man 
nost  be  open  to  admit  that  the  acts  of 


this  impartial  Judge  were,  at  least,  de- 
serving of  dose  and  aearohing  sorutiny, 
and  that  inquixy  was  imperatively  necea- 
aaz^  before  such  gross  cases  of  malver- 
sation of  justice  were  permitted  further 
to  inflame  the  minds  and  the  cupidity 
of  an  excited  peasantry.  Of  the  eight 
barristers  there  was  not  one  whose 
experience,  standin^y  position,  or  per- 
formances at  the  Bar,  would  justify 
his  appointment  as  Oounty  Oourt  Judge, 
where  the  jurisdiction  of  the  Judge 
was  limited  to  £100;  whereas  in  this 
case  interests  had  been  ruthlessly  cut 
down  and  mutilated  by  these  un- 
sworn j^iMMt-Judges,  amounting,  in  one 
single  case,  to  no  less  than  upwards  of 
£4,000.  One  of  Oolonel  Gascoign's  cases 
in  Oounty  Limerick  was  that  of  a  farm-of 
468  acres  of  the  best  land  in  Ireland, 
let  at  a  rent  of  £840,  and  of  which  no 
complaint  had  been  made  before.  It 
waa  Jield  by  a  man  who,  it  might  fairly 
be  supposed,  was  perfectly  wefi  able  to 
make  a  bargain  for  himself.  The  ten- 
ant appealed  to  the  new  tribunal,  and, 
by  a  stroke  of  the  pen,  he  was  cut  down 
to  £660,  which  sum,  if  capitalized  at  4 
per  cent^  was  equal  to  a  dead  moneyless 
to  the  landlord  of  £4,500on  that  one  farm 
alone ;  and  yet  it  was  said  there  was  no 
claim  for  compensation.  He  would 
quote  a  passage  from  the  writings  of 
one  of  the  Commissioners  (Mr.M'Devitt), 
which  would  show  whether  his  appoint- 
ment was  that  of  a  man  with  an  un- 
biassed mind — 

"  The  average  yearly  profit,  and  the  average 
yearly  cost,  of  maintaining  the  tenant  and  his 
family  to  be  computed;  and  after  deducting 
from  the  amount  of  profit  a  liberal  provision  for 
the  maintenance  of  the  tenant,  and  such  a  share 
of  the  profit  as  would  be  warranted  by  his  in- 
terest in  his  holding,  to  allot  the  remainder  for 
rent." 

And  yet  this  was  the  class  of  impartial 
and  judicial  mind  to  which  the  interests 
of  the  landlords  were  given  over.  What 
would  the  House  think  of  a  solicitor  who, 
in  open  Court,  said  that  the  Court  did 
not  care  a  straw  for  the  evidence  of  pro- 
fessional or  scientific  witnesses.  This 
was  the  statement  of  Mr.  Commissioner 
MacCarthy ;  and  an  astounded  and  be- 
wildered owner  thereupon  wrote  to  the 
Chief  Commissioners  to  know  what  he 
was  to  do,  and  whether  these  opinions 
were  endorsed  by  them,  upon  which  they 
were  obliged  to  repudiate,  by  a  letter  from 
their  Secretary  which  appeared  in  the 
i  public  Press,  the  opiniouB  ot  tiieir  oiirn. 
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subordinates.  Tho  local  bands  serenaded 
this  Commission  at  their  hotel.  Ap- 
plause in  Court,  at  tho  decisions,  went 
un(?hecke(l ;  and  speeches  from  the  Chief 
Assistant  Commissioner,  as  to  the  merits 
of  the  Act  and  the  benefits  it  con- 
ferred upon  tlie  tenant,  were  of  regular 
occurrence.  This  official  did  not  pre- 
tend to  know  anything  of  the  value 
of  land,  and  he  did  not  go  out  with 
his  Colleagues  .when  they  went  through 
the  farce  of  paying  flying  visits  to 
the  farms  in  dispute.  Coming  now  to 
the  lay  Sub-Commissioners,  he  thought 
a  more  medley  crow  was  never  mis- 
named **  judicial  or  eminent  persons." 
They  consisted,  among  others,  of:  Ten- 
ant farmers  —  Messrs.  Rice,  0*Keefe, 
Garland,  Doyle,  Lynch,  Morrison ;  Shop- 
keepers— Messrs.  Weir,  Boss;  Timber 
merchant — Mr. Cunningham;  and  aPub- 
lican — Mr.  Garland.  Some  of  these  ap- 
pointments were  sueb  monstrous  paro- 
dies on  the  administration  of  justice  that 
it  would  be  sufficient  for  his  purpose  to 
particularize  one  or  two  of  them,  in  order 
to  show  the  crying  necessity  for  Parlia- 
ment being  fully  informed  as  to  the  pro- 
cedure which  was  being  adopted.  Mr. 
Hice  was  a  farmer  in  the  Kanturk  Union, 
County  Cork,  and  several  of  his  relations 
held  farms  in  the  district  in  which  he 
acted  as  Commissioner.  One  brother  was 
a  farmer  at  Conna,  County  Cork;  one 
brother  and  one  cousin  were  parish 
priests ;  two  brothers  and  one  cousin 
were  local  attorneys;  and  one  cousin  was 
a  prominent  speaker  at  Land  League 
meetings.  And  to  show  the  favour  with 
which  he  was  now  regarded  by  his  Land 
League  friends,  he  would  read  an  ex- 
tract from  The  Cork  Daily  Herald  of 
February  22— 

"A  Peculiar  Demonstration. 

"  Fermoy,  Monday. 

**  Mr.  James  Rico,  P.L.G.,  Killally,  recently 
built  a  fence  on  the  roadside  on  his  Bsdlincarrig^ 
farm,  nojir  Kilworth.  Soon  after  it  was  finished 
he  was  sunimonod  at  the  suit  of  the  County 
Surveyor,  and  fined  a  uoininul  penalty,  on  the 
^onnd  that  the  nmd  was  encroaclied  on.  Mr. 
Kico's  numerous  friends,  considering  him  badly 
treated,  assemliled  at  the  place  to-day,  an<l,  with 
several  thousfinds  of  their  workmen,  tumbled 
down  the  fence  and  rebuilt  one  far  more  sub- 
stantial in  the  place  indicated  by  the  County 
Surveyor.  It  took  Mr.  Kioe's  employ ts  four 
weeks  to  build  the  first  fence ;  but  tho  second 
one,  half-a-mile  long,  was  completed  in  an 
hour." 

Yet  that  man,  belonging  essentially  to 
the  fanning  class,  and  naturally  hav- 

Mr.  TotUfiham 


ing  the  same  sympathies  and  instincts, 
was  positively  sent  to  adjudicate  in  a 
county  full  of  his  own  relations  and 
friends,  and  where  lus  own  interests  also 
lay,  and  where  he  Would  be  almost  more 
than  human  if  he  did  not  lean  ex- 
clusively to  the  tenants'  side  of  the 
question.  He  should  probably  be  told 
in  reply — in  fact,  it  had  already  been 
stated  in  argument — that  one  of  the 
strongest  recommendations  of  this  gentle- 
man was  the  fact  of  his  having  been  a 
member  of  the  Richmond  Commission. 
That  was  no  argument  in  his  favooTi 
but  distinctly  the  reverse,  as  he  wai 
placed  upon  that  Commission  as  the  re- 
presentative of  the  farmers'  interest,  and 
as  one  who  would  take  up  and  bring  oat 
the  points  on  which  they  might  be  sup- 
posed to  feel  strongly.  And,  having  been 
there  as  a  farmer's  representative,  why 
should  he  now  be  supposed  to  have 
changed  his  skin  ?  But  the  constitution 
of  this  extraordinary  Commission  did 
not  improve  when  he  came  to  the  other 
Assistant  Commissioner,  Mr.  O'Keefe, 
who,  notwithstanding  the  g^lowing  eulo- 
gium  passed  upon  him  by  the  Chief 
Secretary,  turned  out,  in  addition  to  his 
other  qualifications,  to  be  also  a  farmer 
in  the  very  district  in  which  he  acted, 
holding  a  farm  himself  from  Colonel 
Bernard,  within  a  short  distance  of  his 
father's  farm,  which  was  still  held  by 
a  member  of  his  family.  All  his  relatives 
were  farmers  in  the  county,  and  he  gave 
judgment  in  the  case  of  his  father's  next 
door  neighbour.  If  his  own  landlord's 
cases  went  into  Court  they  would  be 
heard  by  him ;  and  he  had  adjudicated 
on  a  case  within  four  miles  of  his  own 
farm — namely,  Daniel  Murphy,  tenant, 
and  Captain  Morgan,  landlord,  rent  £43, 
judicial  rent  £2^,  or  a  reduction  of  32 
per  cent.  He  had  been  a  resident  in 
that  district  all  his  life,  and  the  friend 
aud  associate  of  farmers.  He  (Mr. 
Tottenham)  had  stated  recently  that  he 
should  be  perfectly  prepared  to  substan- 
tiate what  he  said  when  he  spoke  of  a 
clicmist's  assistant ;  and  he  submitted  to 
the  House  whether  a  man,  who  had  been 
assistant  to  a  professor  of  chemistry,  at 
a  salary  of  £80  a-year,  which  lucrative 
office  he  was  obliged  to  give  up  in  order 
to  obtain  the  more  lucrative  one  of 
county  and  city  analyst,  at  a  salary  of 
£100  a-year,  was  or  was  not  a  chemist's 
assistant?  Having  half  the  letters  of 
the  alphabet  after  his  name  as  associate 
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m  BBBBiiBto  of  todeties  ol  apotheearieB 
m  Awniatu  woald  not  altiv  Uie  fbot 
wUdk  lie  (lb.  Tottenham)  had  atated ; 
airf  the  Aonae  might  jndpe  for  itself 
kaw  fkr  all  theee  ntfioaa  diplomas  and 
Mgh^sonnding  qnalifieationfc  agreed  with 
a  nmnnemtion  of  £100  arjear  and  the 
of  a  amall  fium  m  the  neigh- 
He  emphatioallj  asserted 
ftal  it  waa  nothing  short  of  an  outrage 

ri  jnatioey  npon  paUio  deoenoj,  and 
intsntioo  ox  Parliament,  to  send 
tee  mmij  drawn  from  a  class  with 
iribom  flieir  mnpathiee  and  interests 
■Uhft  natoralff  mn,  into  their  own 
liiiffe  districts  and  conntj  to  plaj  docks 
asi  dralDsa  with  the  property  of  a  class 
iksss  interests  in  tiiat  reqpeot  were 
tfoulrioallj  opposed.  To  say  that  such 
■sa  were  ncyt  necessarily  partisans  of 
fts  most  advanced  type  was  mere  childish 
isssoniag;  bnthehad  not  done  with  that 
OonunisBiOQ  yet.  He  had,  as  the  third 
BasBbsr  of  it,  that  distinguished  con- 
njBBoing  lawyer,  Mr.  Beeres,  Q.O. ; 
SM  hs  reaUy  must  trouble  the  House  to 
Mm.  to  one  of  hia  judgments,  which 
ihowed  how,  not  only  m  matters  of 
ishation  and  facti  but  also  in  matters 
of  law,  he  aflowed  his  two  formelr 
ObBsagues  to  rule  him  absolutely,  and 
to  influence  hia  better  judgment,  if  he 
lad  any.  This  gentleman  had  pre- 
Tioosly  told  Sir  (George  Colthurst,  who 
owned  property  in  the  district,  that  he 
kft  thcTaluation  ofrenttohis  Ooileagues. 
He  then  proceeded  to  deliver  this  re- 
mirkable  judgpnent  in  the  case  of 
Hannah  Forrest,  tenant,  and  Eliza  Mor- 
na,  owner,  rent  of  farm  £300.  Mr. 
fieeree  said — 

"He  had  not  taken  part  in  the  fixing  of  the 
nnt,  afl  he  beliered  this  waa  not  a  case  contcm- 
plaled  by  the  Act  of  Ftoliament.  Ho  did  not 
tUnk  this  was  an  agricultural  holding  of  the 
dcfcription  meant  by  the  Act.  It  was  worked 
bjlfr.  Forrest,  on  behalf  of  the  tenant,  in 
eoonectioii  with  the  other  lands.  In  his  opinion, 
it  wia,  to  a  certain  extent,  accommodation  land, 
ukd  the  parties  contracting  were  the  best  judges 
of  its  Talne.  He  saw  no  reason,  however,  why 
be  ahcHDld  differ  frem  the  valuation  whicJi  his 
Wothcr  Commissioners  had  made ;  but  on  the 
qoBition  of  law,  whidi  was  a  very  important 
OM,  he  could  not  concur  with  them." 

The  rent  was  therefore  reduced  from 
£300  to  £225,  the  usual  standard  figure 
of  25  per  oent  off.  For  all  practical 
purposes,  both  in  regard  to  questions  of 
w  snd  fact,  the  Act  was  administered 
by  the  two  laj  Sub-Commissioners ;  and 
tUyksd,ther«ibrey.thia  ahnost  incredible 


composition  of  the  Oourt  in  that  dis- 
trict— 1,  legal   cipher,    who   admitted 
that  he  knew  nothing  about  yalue,  and 
would  not  enforce  his  opinion,  and  direct 
his  Oollei^es  on  the  legal  points  before 
them ;  2,  interested  tenant  fiirmers,  who, 
theteselyes  and  relations,  held  land  in 
the  district,  and  had  a  direct  interest  in 
redueing  the  rents.    It  seemed  to  him 
that  further  comment  on  these  facts  was 
superfluous,  and  that  they  were  in  them- 
selves alone  the  strongest  possible  ar^- 
ment  for  negatiyine  the  Besolution  which 
they  were  now   discussing.     But  his 
case  did  not  end  there,  and  to  almost 
CTCfy  one  of  the  Sub-Commissioners  the 
saibe  class  of  objections  applied,  with 
gpreater  or  less  force.    They  had  the  case 
of  Mr.  Garland,  who,  up  to  a  short  time 
since,  kept  a  small  public-house,  called 
the  "  White    Cross,**  by  the  wayside, 
near  Newtown  Hamilton,  in  the  countf 
of  Armagh,  and  who,  it  was  believed, 
was  still  the  actual,  though   not    the 
nominal,  owner.    He  was  also  a  farmer, 
holding  two  farms  in  the  same  county, 
one  under  Mr.  Bynnott,  of  68  acres,  and 
another  from  Mr.  Cope.    He  was  ap- 
pointed to  the  Commission  of  the  Peace 
m  opposition  to  the   Vice  Lieutenant 
of  the    county;  but  Lord   Chancellor 
O'Hagan  exercised  his  prerogative,  as  he 
had  often  done  before,  and  appointed  him, 
in  spite  of  the  Lieutenant  of  the  county's 
refusal.  Mr.  Garland  gave  up  the  lucra- 
tive office   of  Coroner  of  the  county, 
which  was  worth  less  than  £100  a-year, 
to  become  a  Commissioner ;  and  when 
he  was  canvassing  the  county  for  the 
Coronership,  and  again  in  the  interest 
of  the  present  Members,  he  used  the 
strongest  partizan  expressions,  and  made 
tlie  statement  freely  that  he  had  always 
been  a  tenant  righter,  denouncing  land- 
lordism at  the  same  time.    Take  another 
case.     Mr.  Koss  was  a  small  shopkeeper 
in   the  town  of.  Monaghan.     He  after- 
wards occupied    a    farm  in  the   same 
county.     He  bought  a  few  acres  of  pro- 
perty in  the  neighbourhood,  on  which 
the  rents  were  promptly  reduced — on 
his  becoming  a  Commissioner — by  20  to 
45  per  cent.     Acreage,  75  Irish,  gross 
rental    £108.      The   cases    of   two    of 
the  tenants  would  be  sufficient  to  quote. 
A.   Clarke,    45«.  per   acre   to   80».   per 
acre;    J.    Hughes,    £12    to    £7.      He 
could,  if  necessary,  cite  numerous  other 
cases    of    equally,   or   more,   improper 
appointments;  but  it  seemed,  lo  \\va\ 
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that  he  had   already  given  more  than  the  tenants  and  the  landlords  were  on  the  M 

sufficient  reasons  for  full  Parliamentary  ^^  terms,  and,  as  far  as  we  could  discover,  no 

inquiry  into  this  branch   of    the   case,  ^fl'^I'^^T'i^t^^"  T™^  betw«m  them 

J   u     I.  T        J  xT_   X     J.T.                         1 J  ^^^"^  respect  to  the  rents  paid.  .  ..  All  the 

and  he  believed  that  other  cases  would  facts  appear  to  point  to  one  conclusion,  and 

also  be  cited  by  other  hon.  Members  in  that  is,  that  the  rents  on  the  estate  are  hdr,  and 

support  of  that  view.     He  would  now  that  we  shall  accordingly  declare.'* 

examine  some  of  the  sayings  and  acts  j^r.  Reardon  went  on  to  eay-and  this 

of  that  body  of  eminent  persons  who  ^^^  especially  worthy  the  Attention  of 

were  carrying  out  a  judicial  and  impar-  ^jj^  House- 

tial  policy,  at  the  expense  of  the  class 

who  have,  or  rather  had,  in  favour  of  "  1°  ""y  opinion  a  fair  rent  should  be  lodi 

those  who  had  not.  but  who  now  have.  ffliST"?  ^Z  '^^!tX  *^t  ''Ji^S^^J!!'' JS 

f\         o.i/i,        •i.xi-             'J       J  terests  of    the  landlords,  an   intemgent  and 

Une  ot  the  hrst  points  to  be  considered  industrious  tenant  can  pay  out  of  the  wtura 

was  the  manner  in  which  the  valuations  from  the  labour  and  capital  expended  on  Idi 

of  these  farms  were  made.    One  instance  holding,  through  gfood  years  and  through  bad, 

would  suffice.  Cleary  (tenant),  Qascoigne  ^,^^^°^*^  having  to  apply  in  bad  yean  kr  my 

n^^A^r.^A\  .    fto-  ««™   v^«*  i««^  :«  tL^  abatement  or  reduction.  .  .  .  I  am  satufied  taa 

(landlord):   52  i  acres   best  land  in  Ire-  present  rents  are  not  fair  rente  according  to  mr 

land;   rent   £840,   judicial   rent    £660.    interpretation  of  the  term There  is  en- 

This  is  a  fair  sample  of  the  mode  in  donee  that  the  landlords  gave  the  tenanta  a 

which  the  new  system  of  valuation  by  substantial  reduction  in  a   bad  year;  and  it 

electricity  is  being  carried  out.      The  t^^^,^^^  *>*  H  ^}^^  ^^^^^^  "  ^^"^ 

^          .    n              .    °  |_ .              ,       .  proper  to  be  given  to  them,  it  is  sure  endenoe 

Commissioners  in  this  case  having  oc-  thatthepresentrentsare  toohigh  tobeptidby 

cupied    one   hour    and    three-quarters  the  tenante  through  bad  years  and  good." 

valuing  527  acres-an  operation  which  ^^  Reardon  concluded  as  follows:- 
can  be   designated   by  no  other  name 

than  a  reductio  ad  ahurdum,  but  which  ,    "  ^^^°f  J?^  calculation   on  this  basiaj  I 

fl  J   ^^                              T     i.1                 If  nsive  come  to  the  conclusion  that  the  following 

was  of  daily  occurrence.     In  the  case  of  ^re  the  fair  rente  that  ought  to  be  fixed." 
John  Brady,  tenant,  which  came  before 

the  Sub- Commission  sitting  at  Cavan;  And  then  he  proceeded  to  cut  down  a 
Mr.  Hodder,  legal  member.  The  Com-  total  existing  rental  of  £208  7#.  lOrf.  to 
missioners  delivered  the  following  de-  £174  Ids,  lOd,  the  reduction  being 
cision : —  ^33  8«.  In  this  case,  also,  one  of  the 
"  In  John  Brady's  case  we  consider  his  farm  Commissioners  disagreed  with  the  deci- 
worth  ite  present  rent  and  more,  and  fix  the  sion.  Mr.  Seymour  Mowbray  said- 
judicial  rent  at  £19  19*.  Sd.  for  the  next  16  ««  j  regret  I  am  unable  to  concur  with  my 
y®*"*  brother  Commissioners  in  the    decision  they 

n^«i^i    ««,,4-i^:«^   K«    »«/N»^   ;«»^*.a;o4.»*«4.  have  come  to.  ...  It  appears  there  has  not  been 

Could    anything   be    more   inconsistent  any  rise  of  rent  on  thfs^state  for  generationa, 

than  this  r     it  John  iJrady  s  tarm  was  and  the  tenante  have  always  paid  their  rents 

worth  more  than  the  present  rent,  why  regularly.  This  I  consider  some  proof  that  they 

did  not  the  Commissioners  do  their  duty,    T^^^  ^^t  over-rented After  a  careful 

and  state  what  they  considered  it  to  be  ^f  Pp^tion  of  the  holdings  I  came  to  the  con- 

Ai    •        ij'^*             J /!     ^i_           X    X  •!  elusion  that  the  rente  were  not  excessive, 
worth  m  addition,  and  fix  the  rent  at  its 

true  value  ?    But  he  now  passed  on  to  a  The  legal  Commissioner  here  admitted 

more  extraordinary  case  still,  that   of  that  the  rents  had  not  been    altered 

Mr.  Lalor  and  others,  decided  upon  by  within  the  century ;  that  the  landlord 

the  Sub-Commissioners  at  Urlingford.  had  made  no  claim  in  respect  of  im- 

Mr.  Eeardon,  Chairman,  in  his  judg-  provements ;   that  the  relations  of  land- 

ment,  said —  lord  and  tenant  were  most  cordial,  and 

"  As  far  as  we  know,  or  have  been  informed,  *^^^  ^^f   ^«°.^«  -"^r!  J^j'lu    ^""^  ^®  ^"^ 

the  rents  have  not  been  altorod  within  the  con-  down  the  principle  that  the  rent  a  ten- 

tury,  and  they  appear  to  have  been  paid  with  aut  could  pay  in  a  bad  year  should  be 

tolerable  regidarity,  except  in  some  rare  in-  the  standard  for  fixing  the  judicial  rent. 

stances  and  in  bad  j-ears   .          There  is  the  Could  anyone  imagine  a  greater  perver- 

clearest  evidence  in  the  sou  of  the  lands  them-  .          /.                 •    i        xi.        xi  •    o  ^mi 

selves  that  they  always  have  been  of  excellent  ^^^^  °^  economic  law  than  this  ?     There 

quality.    Improvements,  in  the  way  of  building  were    also    cases    where    the    rents  had 

houses,  making  fences,  and  some  not  very  ex-  been  reduced  by  such  a  tnfling  amount 

tensive  draining  have  been  proved  to  have  been  as  to  be  an  absolute  judgment  on  the 

made  from  time  to  time  by  the  tenante  and  their  ^  ^  ^j^     q       ^  ^y^^^  ^g         ^ 

predecessors  in  title,  and  no  claim  to  these  im-  j  .          j  "^   ^  xtl       iT  j  j-  T  ^^"'f  J™"*" 

provemente  had  been  made  by,  or  on  behalf  of,  **"^»  *^^  *^hat  they  had  disturbed  them 

the  landlords.  ....  Moreover,  we  find  that  out  of  a  spirit  of  mere  wantonness;  and, 

Mr.  ToiUnham 
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uatjlesB,  and  worse  than  useless ;  it  was  tenants'  improvements,  which  they  ht4 

out  of  the  frying  pan  into  the  £re,  and  deducted  &om  the  rent.     Bnt,  no ;  the 

onlj  entailed  additional  costs,  and  the  .  deeds  of  this  iaquisitioD  wonld  not  bear 

tenant  was  too  well  satisfied  with  what  the  light,  and  the  Gkivemment  declined 

plunder  he  had  got  to  risk  further  litiga-  to  give  any  information  as  to  the  mii- 

tion.     It  had  been  stated  that  the  first  deeds  which  were  being  committed,  and 

oases  which  had  come  before  the  8ub-  for  which  they  were  responsible  and 

Commissioners  were  the  very  cases  of  were    making   themselves    acxeMories. 

rack-renting  which  the  Act  was  meant  Some  of  the  reasons  given  for  the  rednc- 

to  cover.      He  said  that  the  cases  which  tion  of  rente  were  amusing.      He  wonld 

he  had  quoted  had  not  borne  out  that  take  the  report  of  the  reasons  given  by 

statement.      Had  the  opinions  of  the  one  or  two  Commissioners,  out  of  the 

Sub-Commissioner — recorded    in    open  many  remarkable  utterances  ihey  had 

Court  that  the  rents  were  fair,  and  that  been  guilty  of,  as  the  best  justifii^tions 

all  attending  circumstances  showed  con-  they  could  give  for  their  more  remark- 

eideration  on  the  part  of  the  landlord,  able  decisions.      In  a  case  at  Loughrea 

and  cordial  relations  between  him  and  Mr.  UaoCarthy  said — 
his   tenants— borne  out  that  statement?        ..  xho  landlord  h«  reconUy  m>de  >  WMido. 

Had  the  fact  that,  m  42  cases  which  had  able  eipcnditare  in  drainage,  ondeT  the  tuper- 

already   been   heard,  the  existing  rents  intendcnco  of  the  Board  of  Worlu.    Tliii  work 

were    so    unquestionably  low   that  they  has  boon  well  carried  out,  and  Unda  Mimidenibly 

eo-Ud  not,  in  common  decency,  interfere  Sd'iZft.o'^har^^'^^^'t'^t^ 

and  had  beeu  confinned  by  them  and  it.    we  observe  with  ploMuiu  tho  rairdi.1  rala- 

the  applications  dismissed,  Dome  it  out  tioiu  which  appear  to  exist  betweoi  landlnd 

— or  had  the  12  cases  in  which  they  had  and  tenants." 

increased  the  rent  sustained  thi.lheotj  ]j„,  not»ilh.tanding  all  this,  the  taut 

which     the    House   waa    most    d.s.n-  ^,  ,^,  holdings  w«  out   down   fcon 

genuouB  7  asked  to  accept?     And  how  f„  j,    ,„j   »,  ^jj  g,_,  f„,  ,iich 

would  this  msinnatiou  agr..  with  the  ,,,  ^garfed  as  but  a  small  indueenenl 

fact   that  among  the    ant.cs-for  they  ^  (^»  i„dl„rd  to  spend  money  on  iai- 
could  be  called  bv  no  other  name-whioh  „„„  ^  a,  ^."^t,  in  futiie.  The 

had  been  committed  by  the  8ub-Com-  J„,  ^„  ^„  „,„  ^^  remarkable 

missioners,thoyhadinl9casesreduced  ,„d  ,„„.i„,  ,,i||.     In  deciding  with  re- 

ll°vTv*8''„°'j^^''t'  ,??o    "•"  garf  to  oertlin  claims  at  Athlon,  on  the 

which  hui  beenfised  piior  to  18«-<"r  tan  „f  February  last,  Mr.  Commisooner 

40  years  ago  ;  that  in  12  cases  they  had  j;^]^^  said— 
reduced  by  1 9  per  cent  rents  fixed  from 

30  to  40  years^ack— that  was,  between  "The  Court  took  into  oousidoiation  that  Uw 
lojit  .-J  lacn  _j  iL  l  -^  ai  .  and  otiioT  famu  On  Lord  Castlemains  s  propcrtf 
1840  and  J850  ;  and  that  m  24  cases  wore  adapted  for  and  used  aa  >h<»p  fai?ms.*^Ai 
they  had  reduced  by  25J  per  cent  rents  a  conaequonco  of  the  proTalence  of  aheep  di«M« 
fixed  from  20  to  30  years  ago— that  was,  for  a  number  of  yo«r»,  sheep  fanni  would 
between  1850  and  1860?  Here  was  a  natnrally bo  depreciated  in  ™lue, and  the Ckmrt 
total  of  over  100  cases,  which  alone  gave  ^°'^^  ^'  t^"  J"<^"»'  "°*  "*■  ^^^  8'-'" 
a  flat  contradiction  to  the  aseertion  that  — where  it  had  formerly  been  £42  3«.  10^. 
only  rack-rented  cases  had  as  yet  been  TheBameremarks.theCourtsaid, would 
heard.  There  wer(k  plenty  of  othercases  apply  to  the  farm  of  James  Fagan,  ten- 
showing  a  emaUer  percentage  of  reduc-  ant,  and  the  judicial  rent  would  be  £33, 
tion  ;  but  he  was  content  with  those  to  instead  of,  as  before,  £41  I3i.  lOrf.,  and 
which  he  had  alluded.  Chapter  and  so  on  in  the  case  of  two  other  tenants, 
verse  for  all  his  figures  could  be  found  He  said  that  nothing  could  be  more 
by  any  hon.  Member  who  would  take  puerile  than  this  decision,  which  was  in 
the  trouble  to  analyze  the  Blue  Book  of  effect  that,  because  eheep  had  had  a 
judicial  rents  which  had  been  laid  upon  disease,  the  land  was  not  to  be  supposed 
the  Table  of  the  Houee.  AHeturnhad  suitable  for  anything  else,  and  that  its 
recently  been  moved  for  in  "another  inherent  capabilities  must  therefore,  of 
place  "  which,  after  taking  several  days  necessity,  have  deteriorated  25  per  cent 
to  consider,  the  Gtovemment  had  refused  for  15  years.  There  was  a  very  re- 
to  give.  The  object  of  that  Betum  was  markable  case  which  was  heard  at 
to  oblige  the  Sab-ConimiBsionerB  to  shotr  Newcastle  West  on  the  Sth  of  Deoembei 
to  irhat  amount  they  had  valued  the  lost,  relating  to  a  farm  of  91  acres,  in 
^.TttUitlutm 
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of    John    Uld    Pktriok    mlt  to  Ubow.    li  ocnuut*  td  bogi  TeoUimed 


Bhlthj.     Th«  fkrm  wm  held  in  1819  by  ^™'  IiMthw,  and  it  u  ioUo^aned  with  (te^ 

J*.  Sb-hy  ^  .  ».l  of  f  .1  17..  M  S^S^^it^^O^I^'^ 

pw  umnm.      In    1841    a   leue   for    SI  ,  .hoit  time  in  mm,  It  hu  ■  tendener  to  n. 

Kak  a  zent  as  £89  13*.  ma  granted,  tom  to  iU  ori^uial  itkte  of  whina  tad  taMthar, 

tlia  Famine  in  1856,  tbe  rent  was  I  un  of  oiniuon  tlut  Hr.  Hntphr*a  rklnation 

iul  at  £84.  «.hioli  waa  Mgnlaily  paid  "  *^J^f^^  *£■.  ^<'Jtl°  J*^;    ^■° 

•un  1B«K    — 1.  n-rTT-..  ft.-n, Lt.\^  my  jodgmBBt,  the  fioi  rent  of  thit  holding  11 

?T,iT'  T??"  ^  *!?  fiwther  wduoed  „  {i^;^  j  ^_  tharefow,  wry  tonjta^Smi 

to  £70.    Xn  this  oaM  uw  Oommunonen  fioB  thajndgiMttjtutd^Tttad." 
Md  that  th«  wreral  rednetioiM  of  rant  .,      ^        » «.   o  t  n 

m  nidnuM  that  the  original  rant  wai  B"*  '''«  "**"=  "'  *!»«  8ub-0omimanoner« 

oMHTa^  and  th»  aecoidinglv  fixed  wm  more  extraordinary  when  thev  gare 

the  jndioal  rent  at  £68.  ITttat  the  indgmentrnfavourof^e  landlord  In  a 

nt  of  a  bnn  wUeh.  by  the  ooneideia-  °^^  "^^^^''^Z'  ^"^^  W^klow, 

tioa  of  the  landlord,  had  been  three  \?^^  Mn  Wyhe,  Barry,  and  Kenny 

bam  zedooed  in  83  yeai^  and  which  ^-  Stafford,  tenant,  the  rent  was  raiaed 

n^  at  the  time  the  MM  eame  on  for  fr<«°  *.'»  ">'■  ^  *24,  and  yet  the  coeU 

hNnag.  let  at  a  rent  men  than  26  per  we"  pvei  againrt  the  Undlord.    Thw 

MBtlmr  than  in  the  year  1819,  irae  P"*"*  «'  «»*"  "^  embraced  a  muoh 

bAn  ndnoed  by  the  Oommi-ionere  latgw  and  more  senoue  a>»nt  than  wai 

le  per  omt  npon  it.  reduced  value  of  pw»«>ted  by  these  ouee.    The  Qovem- 

nQTbeoanae  the?  thonght  the  original  mmtwere  repeatedly  warned  last  year 

nat  of  60  jwia  ago.  Qt  which  wu  not  *»*  ftey  were  opamng  the  door  to  un- 

fte  BMMnt  n&tT^ht  have  been  too  t^^*!?**??"'  ^*  *T  ?°*w''i  *^** 

kwT  Them  waiaf^therclaaa  of  deed-  out  to  6e  lltenHy  and  abeolutely  true; 

iSba&rwhiehfhflrowaanoaortofjnatifl-  ^^  *">*  "?*  *  weU-Vnown  fact  tb^ 

Nlion.     The  Snb-Oomnuadonera  had,  th6eountry«oli«toni,aiid,indeed,almost 

wbatmrtbeyooiild,  given Goetaagainat  erwyhiwyermlreUrLd,  badtheirfliige» 

fta ImOotA.    BanlY.  where theappli-  " aomebody'a pocket  m  conneotion with 

aation  of  the  tenant  wa.diaii>ia»ed,^d  land  «eca  of  some  aort  or  another  ?    An 

fta  not  fimnd  by  the   Sub-Oommie-  "t^"*  ^  *  ^'^^  'xr~il?**" 

riaaan  to  ba  fair,  flu7  had  no  ground  ompl^ed  for  a  hin^ord  in  a  Northern 

kr  not  mating  ont  eqnal  jnat^  and  ooun^WouldiUnatratethMinapracUcol 

(triig  eoata  4«inet  Ae  tiant.    Yet  manner.    He  eaid- 
meh  waa  not  the  practioe,  and  in  these       "I  had  19  ouea  entered  &t  laat  nttinge  ;  two 

CM«,  ont  of  many  ©there,  anrely  their  ?*  ^^  T^  '^'^  °''\''T,f^,1?^l^^ 

.'r  _7 \    .     ■™— /  I  •>.     .,  18  heard— the  averaire  rout  o(  the  latter  being 

Mmfert  injustice  mUBt  appear.     On  the  ^g  m.     The  expend  at  that  dtting,  inoludini 

20tli  February  laet,  tn  the  caae  of  M.  valaationB,  amount  to  abont  £100." 

?'^^  *™^''  *l;*"^^"'  ^SP*Y'  Which  gave  an  average  of  £6  5..  for 

^gorda,    Mr.    CommiBSio.ner    Bourke  ^j,  caae.     He  had  inTiia  hand  an  ex- 

""^  tract  from  another  letter  written  by  an 

"Mr.  O'Brien  and  I   hs»e,  on  the  whole,  a^nt,   who  said,  with  reference  to  the 

«o.  to  the  ccoelnBon  that  Uie  ™ent  rent  ie  g,         ^a  connected  with  fixing  fair  rente 

•  air  rent,  and  givea  the  tenant  the  benefit  oi  .    ^  •     i\.     „i      „F  a  „♦„■„ 

k-  imiiromDeDta.    We  therefore  fix  £10  10..  »=  two  casea  in  the  county  of  Antrim- 


(Le  jndidBl  rent,  to  commence  from  the  Ist  ..  -^f,  „Ero  detained  four  dnys  waitiog  for 

.-"nn&ber,  1881,  aporting  riglita  reserved,  and  o„p  mgjg  to  be  tried.     Valuator,  four  days  at 

Mdputylobear  their  own  coots."  £fl  6».,  £21  ;  mHps.  £1  ;  counsarsfae  and  oon- 

He  would  bo  eorry  that  the  worda  of  '"Itati?".  £12:  solicitor  for  brief,  &o.  wy  £8 ; 

-  .            1.-  1.    .  iir          iL              .L     t  BKenta'   traTelling  and   hotel    oipensoo,  £i— 

wisdom  whioh   fell  Irom  the  mouth  of  ^ing  a  total  of  £46.  Thetotalrenlsamountod, 

Mr.    Darison,     the    timber    merchant,  on  the  two  huldinga,  to  about  £100   u-year. 

ihoeld  not  be   heard   by    tbe  House.  They  were  nodor  Griffith'*  valnnlion.     The 

That  gentleman  eaid,  with  reference  to  judicial  renU  ha™  not  yet  been  flied." 

the  caae  just  cited—  He  would  now  take   the  case  of  the 

"In  this  eaae  it  ia  my  miafortnna  to   be  county    of    Mayo    alone,     where   there 

ibUged,  for  the  first  time,  to  diaeent  from  the  were    upwards    of    8,000    applicationa ; 

jtifmeat  arrired  at  by  my  Colleegnea.    Wo  ^^d,    putting    these    at    the   very   low 

7irt«d  and  MpefaUyiom^ted  the  holding.    It  fi-ure  of  £4  each  case  on  each  side,  thoy 

■  WIT  "»n*m«»ed,  and  it  prewnta  the  appear-  .^                   ,                   ^^AAi^A  „»<,  J, 


■■itmSyaTinT*™'^™!"^  >>  >•  ^-    iooubus  of  £64,000,  in  addiUon  to  th« 
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other  burdens  which  it  had  to  bear,  and 
that  was  exclasive  of  the  cost  of  appeals, 
which  was  not  yet  known.    It  was  use- 
less to  reply  that  the  Commissioners  had 
fixed  a  Schedule  of  fees,  as  they  could 
not,  and,  as  a  matter  of  fact,  had  not, 
bound  the  solicitors  practising  in  the 
local  Courts ;   and  it  was  a  matter  of 
notoriety  that  the  solicitors  made  their 
own  bargains  with  the  tenants — pay- 
ment in  advance  being  a  sine  qud  non. 
The  Kerry  Schedule  of  fees,  determined 
on  and  published  by  the  solicitors  of  the 
county,  showed  that  the  average  charge 
agreed  upon  was  £2  I2s.  6d.  per  case, 
and  that  was  exclusive  of  outlay  for 
counsel's  fees  and  every  other  expense. 
One  solicitor  alone  had  lodged  1,100  no- 
tices, which  represented  in  round  figures 
£2,900  as  that  gentleman's  share  of  the 
plunder  up  to  the  present,  within  five 
months  of  the  beginning  of  the  adminis- 
tration of  the  Act.     Another  solicitor 
that  he  (Mr.  Tottenham)  had  some  per- 
sonal knowledge  of  had  within  a  few  of 
1,000  cases,  which,  at  say  £8  per  case, 
would  bring  up  his  share  of  the  plunder 
to  £3,000.     He  was  also  aware  of  the 
case  of  another  solicitor  in  Belfast,  who 
had    lodged  between   8,000  and  9,000 
cases,  and  it  would  be  an  easy  calcula- 
tion for  any  hon.   Member    to  ascer- 
tain how  much  would  fall  to  this  gentle- 
man's   share ;    and,    taking  the  whole 
70,000  cases  at  the  same  average,  they 
had  the  sum  of  £184,000  already  passed 
into  the  pockets  of  the  attorneys.     That 
sum  was  exclusive  of  outlay,  counsel's 
fees,  valuators,  witnesses,  and  the  hun- 
dred other  items  which  litigation  of  this 
kind  occasioned.  In  the  Cahiraveen  Union 
673  notices  were  lodged  by  four  attor- 
neys, and  the  costs  came  to  £2,000,  or 
thereabouts.     The  Commission  sat  for, 
he  believed,  one  day,  and  three  cases 
were  heard,  and  rents  reduced  to  the 
amount  of  £27  10«.,  or  three  months' 
interest  on  the  costs  that  went  into  the 
pockets  of  the  attorneys.     There  was  a 
further  question,   which    was    a    very 
serious  and  important  one,  and  that  was 
the  number  of  cases  sent  down  by  the 
Chief    Commissioners    at    Dublin  and 
listed  for  hearing  at  the  several  places 
where    the    Sub  -  Commissioners    held 
their  Courts.    In  no  instance  had  more 
than  50  per  cent  of  the    cases   been 
heard  ;  and,  in  very  many  instances, 
a  much  Bmaller  proportion  than  this 
had  been   tried.     The  landlords   and 
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tenants  made    all    their    preparations. 
Each  side  brought  down  their  solicitors, 
counsel,  valuators,  and  witnesses,  and 
incurred  various  expenses,    and   after 
hanging  about  four,  five,  or  six  days, 
were  told  that  their  cases  were  post- 
poned or  adjourned  until  next  sittingB. 
This  was  a  subject  which  demanded  me 
anxious  and  serious  consideration  of  the 
Government,  on  behalf  of  the  tenant  as 
much  as  on  behalf  of  the  landlord.    As 
an  instance  of  the  animus  which  existed 
against  the    landlords  in   Ireland,  he 
would  read  to  the  House  a  document 
which  had  been  served   upon  a  noble 
Lord,    an    owner    of    property    in   a 
Southern   county,   which   document  he 
thought  the  House  would  agree  was  one 
of  the  most  monstrous  which  had  ever 
emanated  from  a  solicitor's  office.    The 
agent  wrote— 

"  I  send  you  a  copy  of  Patrick  Ryan's  obum ; 
it  is  well  worthy  of  being  exhibited  ai  showinf 
the  animus  as  against  the  landlords.  The  soli- 
citor who  signs  it  is  the  solicitor  to  the  Lsnd 
League.  Ryan  holds  65a.  2r.  6p.  Irish  planta- 
tion measure,  for  which  he  pays  £13  2t.  M.  a- 
ycar,  or  at  the  rate  of  4«.  an  Irish  acre.  This 
man  was  served  with  a  writ,  and  is  amongst  the 
first,  unless  he  pays,  to  be  dispossessed." 

The  man  had  not  paid,  and  the  sheriff 
being  about  to  obtain  possession  from 
him,  this  document  was  served  from  the 
solicitor's  office : — 

«*  Form  of  a  Notice  of  Claim  for  BistarbttDce. 

•  LANDLORD  AND  TENANT  (IRELAND) 

ACT,  1870. 

"  County  of  Tipperary. — Division  of  CasheL 
"  Patrick  Ryan,  Tenant  of  the  Lands  of  Car- 
line,  in  the  Barony  of  Lower  Eilnemana^ 
and  Parish  of  Donohill,  Claimant. — Vis- 
count Hawarden,  of  5,  Princes  Gardens, 
South   Kensington,  London,  Landlord  of 
the  above-named  Tenant,  in  respect  of  the 
said  land.  Respondent. 
"The  said  tenant,  Patrick  Ryan,  asseiting 
that  he  is  disturbed  in  the  occupation  of  such 
lands,  h^  the  act  of  his  landlord,  by  having 
heen  evicted  for  non-payment  of  rent  not  ex- 
ceeding £15,    and    the    non-payment    thereof 
having  arisen  from  the  exorbitance  of  said  rent, 
claims  compensation  for  the  loss  sustained  by 
him  in  quitting  his  holding  as  follows : — 

£  9.  d. 
Seven  years'  rent  thereof  (the 
holdmg  being  valued  at 
£12  10«.  Od.  per  annum), 
and  the  annual  rent  being 
£13  24.  0</.  91  14  0 

The  said  tenant,  Patrick 
Ryan,  also  claims  compen- 
sation for  Improvements 
made  on  said  lands  by  him- 
self and  by  his  predecessor 
in  title — viz. : — 
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|0^ce.    erected    en    «ud|   ,„    „  „ 

1850  /BecLuming  40   statute  acres^ 

to   <     of  odd  landB,  at  £20  per  >  800    0  0 

1882  (.    acre      ..  ..J 

IMS  ( '^^^  dreamng,  irrigation,  and 

^  \     improving  by  manures  20 

.^.  j     acres  of  ndd  land  at  £2  per 

\     acre      . .  .  • 

{Erecting  fences  on  said  lands'^ 
and  removing  ditches  from  y   40    0  0 
same    ..  ..J 


40     0  0 


£1^71  14  0 
"(Signed)  P.  C.  M.  Gouoh, 

^  Solicitor  for  Tenant, 
*'  33,  Upper  Ormond  Quay, 
"Dublin. 
"Dtted  this  8th  daj  of  February,  1882/* 
£1,271  14«.  was  claimed  in  respect  of  a 
yding  the   rent   of  which  was    only 
£13  2f.  per  annum.     There  were  many 
other  points  on  wliich  he  could  enlarge ; 
hot  he  would  stand  on  those  he  had 
already  brought  forward  as  sufficient 
for  the  end  in  yiew.     At  the  commence- 
ment of  his  observations   he  said  he 
hoped  to  be  able  to  prove  four  points — 
siinely,  that  justice  had  been  violated ; 
tiist  tiie  Courts  were  essentially  one- 
sided; that  imcompetent  and  improper 
persons  had  been  appointed  to  adminis- 
ter judicial  functions  ;  and  that  confisca- 
tion in  a  most  arbitrary  form  was  being 
carried  on.     He  submitted  that  he  had 
established  his  case  in  the  absence  of 
evidence  controverting  the  facts  he  had 
adduced,   and  that  if  ever  an  inquiry 
into  the  administration  of  an  Act  of  the 
Legislature  was  justified  and  called  for, 
it  was  so  in  this  instance.     The  conduct 
of   the   Government  in   their  appoint- 
ments,  and  the  conduct  of  their  nominees, 
had  been  called  in  question.     The  quali- 
6cations   of  those   nominees  had   been 
distinctly  impeached,  and  a  charge  had 
been    made    against    the    Government 
of  conniving  at  and  instigating  the  ac- 
tion of  their  official  creations.     A  pro- 
test had  been  lodged  in  the  shape  of  a 
Petition  to  the  Queen  against  the  present 
administration  and  carrying  out  of  the 
Act.  In  the  face  of  these  charges,  put  for- 
ward in  no  light  or  irrelevant  manner, 
but  with  the  weight  of  evidence  of  public 
opinion,  and  the  appeals  of  their  victims 
in  support  of  the  demand  for  inquiry, 
^as  it  just,  was  it  expedient,  was  it  de- 
wrous,  for  the   Government  to  shelter  ' 
themselves  behind  a  plea  of  expediency, 


and  to  endeavour  to  shift  the  responsi- 
bility of  the  failure  of  their  Irish  policy 
to  the  shoulders  of  those  who  warned 
them  that  their  Act  would  be  a  failure, 
but  whose  representations  were  un- 
heeded and  thrust  aside  ?  Was  it  re- 
spectful to  Parliament  that  they  should 
continue  to  sit  through  this  debate  in  al- 
mostabsolute  silence,  and  thatthey  should 
continue  to  instigate,  by  such  speeches  as 
that  of  the  Solicitor  General  on  Thurs- 
day, and  others  in  previous  debates,  the 
persons  who  were  carrying  out  the  Act 
in  a  manner  ilot  contemplated  by  the 
Legislature  to  persevere  in  the  course 
which  was  being  so  loudly  complained 
of?  If  considerations  of  high  policy 
were  involved  in  the  general  reduction 
of  all  rents  in  Ireland,  let  them,  at  least, 
come  forward  and  say  so,  boldly  and 
openly,  and  let  them  propose  such  mea- 
sures of  relief  to  those  whose  interests 
were  directly  affected,  as  English  states- 
men had  hitherto  considered  it  their 
duty  to  recommend  to  the  honesty  and 
fair  dealing  of  the  country.  But  let  it 
not  be  either  insinuated,  or  openly  said, 
as  was  now  the  case,  that  they  carried 
through  Parliament  a  measure  which 
they  now  feared  to  have  their  adminis- 
tration of  investigated,  and  which,  ob- 
tained under  false  issues  and  misrepre- 
sentations as  to  its  effect,  was,  in  its 
present  form  of  interpretation,  a  daily- 
increasing  wrong,  and  an  unquestionable 
fraud  on  the  intentions  of  the  Legis- 
lature. 

Mr.  butt  moved  the  adjournment  of 
the  debate. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
**  That  the  Debate  be  adjourned  until  To- 
morrow.'*— {Mr,  Butt.) 

Sir  WILLIAM  HARCOURT  said, 
the  Government  would  not  oppose  the 
adjournment;  but  it  was  understood  that 
another  evening's  discussion  would  ter- 
minate the  debate.  As  the  Motions  on 
the  Paper  for  to-morrow  did  not  appear 
to  be  such  as  would  occupy  the  whole  of 
the  evening,  the  Government  would  put 
down  the  adjourned  debate  amongst 
Tuesday's  Orders. 

Mr.  J.  LOWTHER  thought  the  right 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  could  only 
have  taken  a  very  hasty  glance  at  the  Order 
Book,  when  he  said  there  were  Motions 
down  for  to-morrow  which  would  only 
occupy  a  short  time.  The  right  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman  could  not  have 
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looked  ajb  No.  1 ,  which  was  followed  by 
several  Amendments,  and  which  dealt 
with  a  subject,  the  importance  of  which, 
whatever  might  be  the  opinions  as  to  the 
Motion,  no  one  would  gainsay.  The 
right  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  could 
scarcely  have  been  in  his  place  when 
Notice  was  given  to-night  by  the  hon. 
Member  for  Berwickshire  (Mr.  Marjori- 
banks)  of  his  intention,  to-morrow,  to 
ask  leave  to  introduce  a  Bill  dealing 
with  the  Parliamentary  Oath.  Of  course, 
he  did  not  suppose  the  right  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  was  really  serious  in 
what  he  had  said.  [*^  Oh,  oh  !  "]  Well, 
the  right  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman 
could  scarcely  have  been  so.  He  (Mr. 
J.  Lowther)  should  be  deceived  in  the 
right  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  if  he 
were  to  hold  out  any  hope — unless,  in- 
deed, hon.  Gentlemen  depai-ted  from  the 
intention  they  seemed  to  indicate — of 
being  able  to  bring  the  debate  to  a  ter- 
mination in  another  evening's  discus- 
sion. The  House  must  remember  that, 
so  far  as  this  debate  was  concerned,  to- 
night had  only  been  a  broken  night. 
During  a  considerable  portion  of  it  uiey 
had  had  other  matters  intruded  upon 
their  notice.  He  only  made  these  obser- 
vations as  he  did  not  wish  the  right  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman  or  the  House  to 
labour  under  any  misapprehensions  on 
this  subject. 

Sir  E.  ASSHETON  CROSS  said,  he 
thought  it  would  be  very  inconvenient 
to  adjourn  the  debate  until  to-morrow, 
as  there  was  no  possibility  of  its  being 
reached.  It  would  be  to  the  general 
convenience  of  the  House  that  the  do- 
bate  should  be  adjourned  to  a  time  when 
they  know  it  was  sure  to  come  on. 
There  wore  Notices  of  Motion  on  the 
Paper  about  which  there  might  bo  some 
difToreuco  of  opinion. 

Mr.  O'DONNELL  said,  that  the  other 
night  the  Business  came  to  an  untimely 
end  because  the  Government  did  not  care 
to  keep  a  House  for  private  Members ; 
and  that  was  surely  a  reason  wliy  an- 
other private  Member's  night  should  not 
bo  confiscated.  If  the  Government  put 
down  the  adjourned  debate  for  to-mor- 
row, hon.  Gentlemen  ought  to  take  ad- 
vantage of  the  fact  that  the  Government 
were  keeping  a  House,  and  have  their 
Motions  fully  debated.  He  did  not 
think  it  was  right  for  the  Government 
to  be  allowed  to  take  a  holiday  when- 
ever they  wanted  one,  and  to  refuse  one 
to  private  Members  when  those  Mem- 


bers  desired  it.  He,  personally,  was  of 
opinion  that  a  great  deal  of  Private 
Business  would  be  done  to  -  morrow 
night. 

Mr.  CHAMBERLAIN  said,  the  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  Dungarvan 
(Mr.  O'Donnell)  objected  to  the  confisca- 
tion of  a  private  Member's  night.  There 
'  was  no  intention  on  the  part  of  the  Oo- 
;  vernment  to  do  any  such  thing.  It  should 
be  borne  in  mind  that  the  conduct  of  the 
Government  was  complained  of  because 
they  had  not  put  down  Government  Busi- 
ness in  anticipation  of  the  abrupt  ter- 
:  mination  to  which  a  recent  private  Mem- 
ber's night  came.  Well,  but  now,  in 
anticipation  of  only  a  small  amount  of 
private  Member's  Business  to-morrow, 
the  Government  wished  to  put  their  Busi- 
ness on  the  Paper,  and  objection  was 
taken  to  that  course.  There  were  ob- 
viously some  hon.  Members  in  the  House, 
according  to  whose  utterances  in  the 
House  nothing  that  the  Government 
could  do  would  be  right. 

Mr.  lewis  said,  it  would  only  be 
fair  to  hon.  Members  on  the  Opposition 
side  of  the  House  that  it  should  be  un- 
derstood that  no  pledge  was  given  on 
their  behalf  that  tne  debate  would  con- 
clude on  Thursday  night.  Several  hon. 
Members  were  desirous  of  speaking,  and 
it  would  be  quite  time  enough  to  deprive 
them  of  their  right  when  they  had  the 
cidture  on  Parliamentary  authority.  The 
Government  first  attacked  the  House  of 
Lords,  and  then  the  House  of  Commons ; 
and,  however  it  might  be  with  the  for- 
mer, the  latter,  at  all  events,  were  able 
to  take  care  of  themselves,  and  he,  for 
one,  should  resist  any  attempt  to  bring 
the  debate  on  the  Prime  Minister's  Re- 
solution to  a  premature  termination. 

Mr.STAVELEY  hill  said,  he  would 
remind  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  oppo- 
site (Mr.  Chamberlain)  that  the  noole 
Marquess  (the  Marquess  of  Hartington), 
on  Tuesday  last,  had  informed  them  that 
it  was  possible  that  the  House  might  be 
counted  out  about  8  o'clock ;  and,  as  a 
matter  of  fact,  it  was  counted  out  at  20 
minutes  past. 

Mr.  CHAPLIN  said,  he  thought  it 
would  have  been  more  convenient  if  the 
Government  had  put  down  the  adjourned 
debate  for  Thursday,  instead  of  to-mor- 
row. As  it  was,  it  would  be  a  great 
convenience  if  the  Government  would 
inform  hon.  Members  after  what  hour 
'they  would  not  take  the  discussion  to- 
j  morrow.    As  to  the  final  dosing  of  the 
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Mb.  lewis  said,  he  wished  to  make 
some  observations  with  reference  to  the 
debate  which  had  just  been  adjourned. 

Me.  SPEAKER:  The  observations 
of  the  hon.  Member  must  be  relevant  to 
the  matter  before  the  House. 

Mb.  lewis  said,  he  was  about  to 
refer  to  the  Land  Commission.  A  Return 
was  presented  to  the  House  a  week  ago, 
which  had  been  referred  to  in  another 
debate,  but  which  had  not  been  circu- 
lated among  Members.  He  could  find 
no  trace  of  its  having  been  printed ;  and 
he  submitted  that  it  was  a  most  irregular 
and  improper  proceeding  for  a  Member 
of  the  Government  to  quote  statistics,  by 
which  the  House  was  bound  and  in- 
fluenced, while  the  document  containing 
those  statistics  had  not  been  printed. 
He  protested  against  that;  and  while 
hon.  Members  were  reproached  with 
obstructing  Business,  the  conduct  of  the 
Government  in  this  matter  showed  their 
haphazard  way  of  doing  Business,  and 
the  way  in  which  they  were  prepared  to 
dragoon  the  House. 

Lord  FREDERICK  CAVENDISH 
thought  the  hon.  Member  was  not  justi- 
fied in  his  remarks.  These  documents 
were  presented  to  the  House  by  the  Go- 
vernment, and  were  then  taken  charge 
of  by  the  House  of  Commons  printer, 
who  alone  was  responsible  for  their  cir- 
culation. He  must  entirely  repudiate 
any  responsibility  on  the  part  of  the 
Government. 

Mr.  R.  N.  fowler  inquired  whe- 
ther the  Printing  Committee  were  re- 
sponsible in  this  matter  ? 

Lord  FREDERICK  CAVENDISH 
said,  the  printing  arrangements  were 
conducted  with  the  assistance  of  the 
Printing  Committee. 

Mr.  CALLAN  said,  that  last  year 
the  Printing  Committee  never  sat  once, 
and  when  they  did  sit  no  record  was 
kept  of  their  proceedings. 

Mr.  SPEAKER :  The  hon.  Member 
is  not  speaking  to  the  Question  before 
the  House. 

Mr.  CALLAN  wished  to  refer  to  the 
fact  that  the  Printing  Committee  had 
not  yet  been  appointed  this  year.  That 
was  a  matter  of  which  he  must  com- 
plain. 

Mr.  SPEAKER :  I  must  repeat  that 
the  hon.  Member  is  not  speaking  to  the 
matter  before  the  House. 

Mr.  W.  H.  smith  asked  when  it 
was  proposed  to  take  this  Vote,  as  there 


might  be  some  diBoassioii  upon  it,  and 
it  would  be  desirable  that  it  should  be 
taken  at  a  time  when  that  discossion 
could  take  place? 

Lord  FREDERICK  CAVENDISH 
said,  that  he  would  take  the  Vote  as 
soon  as  he  was  able ;  but  he  thought  it 
was  the  general  wish  that  it  should  be 
taken  when  the  Chief  Secretary  for  Ire 
land  was  in  his  place. 

Mr.  W.  H.  smith  inquired  whether 
the  Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland  would 
be  in  his  place  to-morrow  ;  and,  if  so, 
would  the  Vote  be  taken  before  the  ad- 
journed debate  on  the  Resolution  now 
before  the  House  ? 

Lord  FREDERICK  CAVENDISH 
said,  he  did  not  propose  to  put  the  Vote 
down  for  to-morrow. 

Motion  agreed  to. 

Resolution  postponed. 

Resolutions  2  to  5,  inclusive^  agreed  to. 

Resolution  6. 

Mr.  sexton  asked  for  an  explana- 
tion which  had  been  promised  on  this 
Vote  of  an  extraordinary  item  of  £150, 
which  was  granted  to  Mr.  Rogers  in 
compensation  for  injuries  received  in 
1868.  It  had  been  stated  that  this  gen- 
tleman had  been  injured  14  years  ago, 
and  that  in  consequence  of  his  injuries 
he  had  been  obliged,  a  year  or  two  ago, 
to  leave  the  Public  Service.  He  wished 
to  know  how  it  was  that  14  years  had 
elapsed  since  those  injuries  were  re- 
ceived, and  yet  compensation  was  not 
given  until  now;  while  a  great  many 
innocent  people  who  had  been  injured 
seriously,  and  almost  fatally,  by  the  poUce 
were  not  compensated  ?  If  it  should  be 
necessary,  in  order  to  afford  the  noble 
Lord  the  Secretary  to  the  Treasury  an 
opportunity  of  explaining  this,  he  would 
move  to  omit  the  item. 

Lord  FREDERICK  CAVENDISH 
said,  that  last  year  this  gentleman  had 
suffered  severely  from  the  injuries  re- 
ceived in  1868,  and  had  been  under  con- 
stant medical  advice ;  and  he  had  at 
last  been  obliged  to  retire.  Medical 
certificates  from  eminent  physicians  ac- 
companied his  application  to  the  Lord 
Lieutenant ;  and  he  could  assure  the 
House  that  this  had  been  an  exceedingly 
hard  case,  the  injuries  having  been  re- 
ceived during  the  discharge  of  duty. 

Mr.  sexton  :  Has  he  a  pension  ? 
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naturo.  He  would  ask,  in  the  first 
place,  within  what  safeguards,  and 
under  what  warrants,  and  to  what  ex- 
tent the  tampering  with  private  corre- 
spondence con  tinned?  He  wished  to  know 
who  were  appointed  to  read  the  private 
correspondence  of  Irish  Members  and 
Irish  ladies  ?  For  if  the  Home  Secretary 
alone  was  intrusted  with  that  function, 
that  might  explain  his  neglect  of  the 
Police  arrangements  in  London  which 
had  recently  been  so  notable ;  at  the 
same  time,  it  would  be  a  certain  consola- 
tion to  the  Irish  Members  that  their 
correspondence  was  solely  confided  to  a 
gentleman  of  his  discretion.  But  they 
wanted  to  know  whether  Post  Office 
officials  of  no  particular  standing,  and 
with  no  particular  guarantees,  were 
authorized  to  open  and  ransack  private 
correspondence  ?  Last  year  he  had  stated 
that  he  should  have  no  ejection  to  his 
letters  being  opened,  on  condition  that 
the  Post  Office  would  supply  sound 
envelopes  in  place  of  the  torn  envelopes. 
But  that  in  itself  was  a  matter  of  serious 
inconvenience.  Members  were  continu- 
ally receiving  letters  with  damaged  enve- 
lopes, and  they  did  not  know  whom  to 
blame  if  some  of  their  contents  were 
absent. 

Mr.  T.  D.  SULLIVAN  wished  to 
know  from  the  Postmaster  General  whe- 
ther all  the  lett'^rfl  tliat  were  opened  and 
read  and  copied  were  afterwards  for- 
warded to  their  destination,  or  whether 
any  of  them  wore  confiscated  by  the  Post 
Office  ?  That  was  a  simple  question,  and 
he  hoped  it  would  receive  a  plain  and 
direct  answer.  He  had  good  reason  for 
asking  that  question.  Furthermore,  he 
would  like  to  know  if  due  precautions 
were  taken  to  insure  that  the  contents 
of  any  of  the  envelopes  which  were 
opened  were  safely  and  duly  put  back 
into  the  envelopes  from  which  tney  were 
taken  ?  A  few  nights  ago  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Cork  City  (Mr.  Daly)  detailed 
the  facts  of  a  most  extraordinary  change 
or  exchange  of  the  contents  of  letters — 
it  was  a  case  in  which  the  bank  book  of 
a  gentleman  was  put  into  an  envelope, 
posted  by  a  little  school-girl,  and  enclos- 
ing a  number  of  religious  pictures.  He 
wanted  to  have  some  assurance  that 
cheques  and  postage  stamps  and  other 
valuables  were  not  taken  from  envelopes, 
and  that  none  of  them  were  mislaid  or 
lost  in  their  transmission  through  the 
Post  Office,  under  the  process  of  letter- 


opening  and  oonfiaoatioiL  whioh  was 
going  on  at  present  under  the  warrant 
of  the  Chief  Secretary. 

Ma.  BEDMOND  said,  he  wished  to 
make  a  suggestion  with  regard  to  the 
opening  of  letters  delivered  in  Eng- 
land. It  was  that  when  letters  were 
opened  by  the  Gh>vemment  they  should 
be  delivered  either  opened  or  enclosed 
in  a  fresh  envelope,  and  should  be 
endorsed — ''  Opened  by  the  authority 
of  the  Government."  Since  the  openinff 
of  the  present  Session  he  had  received 
several  letters  which  had  been  opened 
in  the  most  barefaced  and  clumsy  man- 
ner, and  in  the  fastening  down  very 
much  torn  and  dirtied.  It  must  be  a 
very  humiliating  task  to  close  up  letters 
after  having  been  opened ;  therefore,  let 
the  Government  be  straightforward  in 
the  matter — let  them  deliver  the  letters 
open,  or,  if  they  closed  them  again,  let 
them  affix  some  official  stamp  to  show 
they  had  been  tampered  with. 

Mb  sexton  said,  his  hon.  Friends 
had  put  some  questions  whioh  thcjy  had 
a  good  claim  to  have  answered.  He  felt 
extremely  anxious  on '  one  point.  He 
wished  to  know  what  the  Chi^  Seoretarj 
conceived  to  be  his  power  under  hu 
warrant" — Did  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
believe  he  had  power  to  open  a  letter, 
and,  if  he  thought  fit,  to  seize  it  and 
keep  it  ?  Did  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
or  any  of  his  subordinates  believe  that 
after  having  copied  a  letter  they  had  the 
right  to  destroy  it?  He  believed  the 
Government  did  not  open  as  many  letters 
as  formerly;  perhaps  they  found  the 
correspondence  too  dry  and  uninterest- 
ing. He  was  occasionally  troubled  witii 
questions  from  his  constituents  as  to 
whether  he  had  received  this  or  that 
letter,  so  he  was  inclined  to  think  the 
system  of  opening  letters  still  remained 
in  force.  The  Government  had  now 
opened  letters  for  a  whole  year.  Surely 
they  ought  to  have  discovered  whether 
the  system  repaid  them.  Surely,  if  any- 
thing improper  had  been  carried  on 
through  the  medium  of  the  Post  Office, 
they  would  have  at  the  end  of  a  year 
been  able  to  institute  some  criminal  pro- 
secution or  other.  In  the  absence  of 
any  evidence  to  the  contrary,  he  was 
entitled  to  infer  that  a  year's  trial  of  this 
wholesale  tampering  with  private  cor- 
respondence haa  been  of  no  avaU.  They 
had  a  right  to  ask  the  Government  whe- 
ther their  search  had  been  at  all  repaid 


293 


Suppif — 


(MABCn  6,  1882 


—whether  it  bad  proyed  of  the  slightest 
good  from  a  politicalpoint of  view  ?  He 
wu  aware  that  the  officials  in  the  Dublin 
Foit  Office  had  grown  so  wanton  tliat 
tfaej  did  not  eyen  take  the  trouble  to 
opeii  some  enyelopes;  if  they  thought 
they  recognized  the  handwriting  they 
did  not  even  take  the  trouble  to  copy 
the  letters,  but  threw  the  unopened 
enyelopes  into  the  fire.  It  occurred  to 
bim  that  that  was  villainy.  He  could 
not  believe  the  Postmaster  General 
vaa  entitled  to  destro}'  a  post  letter, 
although  be  knew  it  was  contended  that 
when  a  letter  was  posted  it  was  public 
property.  It  was  not  known,  and  never 
womd  be  known,  what  letters  had  boen 
destroyed.  He  would  conclude,  as  he 
began,  by  asking  whether  the  Chief 
Beoetary  or  the  Postal  officials  con- 
ndered  that,  under  the  warrant  of  the 
Chief  Secretar}',  they  were  bound  to  send 
a  letter  on  after  having  copied  it,  or 
whether  they  considered  themselves  on- 
titled  to  destroy  it  ? 

Mb.  LABOUCHERE  said,  that,  per- 
haps, the  Home  Secretary  would  now 
tell  them — he  endeavoured  to  get  the 
information  last  Session  by  questions 
pot  to  the  Government — whether  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Postmaster 
GeDeral  received  a  specific  warrant 
from  tho  Ilome  Secretary'  with  regard 
to  eaoh  letter  that  he  opened,  or  whe- 
ther h»»  received  a  general  warrant  and 
opened  all  tlie  letters  addressed  to  tho 
jjentloinen  mentioned  in  the  warrant  V 
Tilt-  question  was  a  very  important  one  ; 
but  lie  believed  it  was  a  very  moot 
ciue^Tiori  with  lawyers  whether  the  riglit 
hun.  <jentleman  the  Postmaster  General 
was  not  exceeding  his  duty,  and  render- 
ing himself  liable  to  senousconsequence?, 
if  he  opened  a  letter  without  having  a 
si»e,:iiic  warrant  to  <Io  so. 

Sir  WILLIAM  nARCOTTRT  :  I  have 
wiiited  until  I  could  answer  all  tho  ques- 
tions wliichhon.  Gentlemen  were  anxious 
to  put  to  me.  There  was  a  question  put 
to  me  ]>y  my  hon.  Friend  the  Member 
for  N'»rthampton  (Mr.  Labouchere).  I 
beg  leave  to  say  that  in  this  matter  tho 
Tostmaster  Geueral  has  no  responsibility 
whatever.  The  responsibility  is  abso- 
lutely and  entirely  with  the  Secretary  of 
State ;  it  is  upon  him  that  tho  law  has 
imposed  the  responsibility.  Another 
question  was  asked  as  to  whether,  under 
th»*  warrants  issued  in  this  matter,  there 
is  power  to  open  and  examine  only,  or 
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whether  there  is  also  power  to  detain  ? 
Now,  distinctly,  there  is  power  to  detain, 
because  that  is  mentioned  in  the  Statute. 

Mr.  sexton  :  Does  "  detain  "  moan 
to  keep  altogether  ? 

Sir  WILLIAM  HAECOUET  :  I  ima- 
gine so. 

Mr.  sexton  :  To  destroy  ? 

Sir  WILLIAM  HAllCOURT :  About 
the  legal  power  there  is  no  doubt  what- 
ever 

Mb.  SEXTON:  Destroy? 

Sir  WILLIAM  HAECOUET :  I  do 
not  think  the  word  **  destroy  "is  men- 
tioned, and  I  have  not  got  the  Statute 
with  me.  Well,  then,  there  was  another 
question  put  which  was  a  very  important 
one,  and  that  was  whetherthispower  could 
be  exercised  by  subordinate  oiRcials  ?  I 
say  most  certainly  not.  The  power  is 
absolutely  a  power  which  rests  upon 
the  responsibility  of  the  Secretary  of 
State,  and  can  only  be  exercised  upon  his 
direct  authority*.  It  is  an  authority 
which  has  been  placed  in  the  Secretary 
of  State's  hands  solely  for  the  public 
safety  ;  and  if  any  Secretary  of  State 
exercised  such  a  power,  except  in  cases  in 
which  he  was  satisfied  in  his  own  mind, 
and  upon  his  own  responsibility,  that 
it  was  absolutely  necessary  for  tho  safety 
of  the  State,  he  would  be  guilty  of  a  gross 
breach  of  duty,  and  I  would  say  of  a 
gross  breach  of  honour  also.  I  conceive 
that  is  tho  position  in  which  tlio  law  has 
placed  this  matter.  1  ought  to  say  the 
power  is  witii  the  Secretary  of  State  in 
England  only;  in  Ireland  it  belongs  to 
tlie  Irish  Government.  Tlio  Secretarv 
of  State  has  nothing  wliatev(?r  to  do  with 
tho  Post  Olfice  in  Ireland.  Several  as- 
sertions have  been  made  as  to  the  mode 
of  dealing  with  letters  in  Ireland.  1 
must  confess  I  know  nothing  of  tho 
method  adopted  in  that  country,  but  I 
cannot  imagine  such  a  thing  as  tho  burn- 
ing of  letters  wholesale.  Well,  then, 
other  questions  were  asked  as  to  how, 
and  when,  and  to  what  (»xtent  tliis 
power  is  exercised  ?  This  matter  was  dis- 
cussed last  year,  and  I  gave  then  the  only 
answer  that  it  is  possil>le  for  uu?  to  give 
on  tho  Hubj»'ct.  This  is  a  power  which 
isgiven  for  purposes(»f  State,  and  the  very 
essence  of  the  power  is  that  no  account 
can  be  rendered.  T«)  rend«?r  an  account 
would  be  to  defeat  the  very  object  for 
whi(th  the  power  was  grsmted.  That  was 
perfectly  admitted,  altor  all  the  discus- 
sions which  took  place  on  tiiis  subject^  by 
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the  Committee  of  the  House  of  Com- 
mons appointed  a  good  many  years  ago, 
and  both  Houses  of  Parliament,  having 
examined  into  the  matter,  determined  to 
continue  the  power  which  then  existed. 
It  has  continued  ever  since,  and  there  is 
no  security  whatever  in  the  exercise  of 
that  power  except  the  responsibility  of 
the  Minister  to  whom  the  power  is  in- 
trusted, and  if  he  is  not  fit  to  exercise 
the  power  upon  the  responsibility  which 
is  cast  upon  him  he  is  not  fit  to  occupy 
the  position  of  Secretary  of  State. 

Mr.  O'DONNELL  :  Does  the  Minister 
open  the  letters  himself  ? 

Sir  WILLIAM  HARCOURT:  I  have 
told  the  hon.  Member  that  it  is  upon  the 
personal  authority  of  the  Secretary  of 
State  that  the  thing  is  done.  With  every 
respect  to  hon.  Members,  I  must  say  I 
can  give  no  further  information  on  the 
subject.  In  my  opinion,  I  ought  not  to 
do  so  ;  it  is  out  of  no  disrespect  to  hon. 
Members  that  I  give  this  answer,  but 
it  is  the  essence  of  that  power  that  the 
Minister  responsible  should  not  give 
information  beyond  what  I  have  already 
given. 

Mr.  JUSTINr  MCCARTHY  said,  he 
must  offer  his  sincere  congratulations  to 
the  Postmaster  General  on  the  fact  that 
upon  him  there  did  not  rest  any  of  the 
responsibility  for  all  these  transactions; 
he  could  hardly  imagine  a  man  of  the 
right  hon.  Oontloinan's  high  character 
having  anything  to  do  with  business 
which  involved  such  proceeding^.  He 
did  not  think  the  Home  Secretary  had 
precisely  answered  the  questions  put  to 
him.  They  understood  perfectly  well 
that  the  whole  thing  was  done  upon  the 
authority  of  the  right  hon.  and  learned 
Oentleman,  and  that  he  alone  was  re- 
sponsible to  the  House.  What  they 
wanted  to  know  was — Did  he  dele- 
gate his  warrant  and  power  to  any 
subordinate  officials  ?  Did  he,  in  fact, 
open  and  read  all  the  letters  himself;  or 
did  he  instruct  his  subordinate  officials 
to  do  so  and  report  to  him  about  them  ? 
It  did  not  seem  to  him  that  the  safety 
of  the  State  would  be  in  any  way  im- 
perilled if  the  right  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  were  to  give  a  plain  answer 
to  that  question.  The  Home  Secretary 
said  something  about  what  would  be 
the  duty  of  a  statesman  and  a  man  of 
honour  in  such  a  matter.  The  right 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  was  a 
statesman,  and  he  (Mr.  Justin  McCarthy) 

Sir  William  Harcourt 


was  sure  he  was  a  man  of  honour ;  but 
in  such  transactions  as  these  they  were 
now  discussing  one  was  led  to  remember 
the  advice  of  Lady  Teazle  to  "iii, 
Joseph  Surface,  when  he,  in  a  memor- 
able conversation,  made  some  allusion  to 
his  honour.  She  said — ''  Don't  you 
think,  Mr.  Surface,  we  had  better  leave 
honour  out  of  this  business  ?  "  He  (Mr. 
Justin  McCarthy)  thought  the  right  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman  would  do  well  to 
consider  that  advice  and  leave  honour 
out  of  these  discussions. 

Mr.  GORST  said,  he  really  must  pro- 
test against  the  statement  made  by  the 
right  non.  and  learned  Gentleman  that 
the  Postmaster  General  was  not  respon- 
sible at  all ;  that  he  alone  was  re- 
sponsible in  the  matter*  He  begwed 
leave  to  refer  the  House  to  the  section 
of  the  Act  of  Parliament  which  made  it 
a  misdemeanour 

'*  For  any  person  employed  in  the  Post  Office, 
contrar}'  to  his  duty,  to  open,  or  to  procure  to 
be  opened,  a  post  letter,  or  wilfully  to  delaT  or 
detain,  or  procure  or  suffer  to  be  delayed  or 
detained,  any  post  letter." 

To  do  this  was  a  misdemeanour : 

*'  Provided  alwajrs  that  this  did  not  extend  to 
the  opening,  or  detaining,  or  delaying  of  a  post 
letter  in  obedience  to  the  expressed  warrant,  in 
writing,  under  the  hand  oi  the  Secretary  of 
StateT^ 

Therefore,  the  Postmaster  General  and 
the  emphyis  of  the  Post  Office  were 
guilty  of  misdemeanour,  unless  they 
opened  or  detained  a  letter  in  pursuance 
of  an  expressed  warrant  under  the 
hand  of  the  Secretary  of  State.  If  the 
Secretary  of  State's  warrant  was  not 
given,  and,  if  given,  it  did  not  relate  to 
the  particular  letter  opened,  he  (Mr. 
Gorst),  with  great  deference  to  the  right 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman's  extraordi- 
nary learning  and  knowledge  of  law, 
submitted  that  his  conception  of  the 
matter  was  altogether  erroneous. 

Mr.  LEAMY  said,  the  right  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  the  Home  Secretary 
had  not  given  any  answers  at  all  to  the 
questions  put  to  him ;  he  had  not  an- 
swered the  question  put  to  him  by  the 
hon.  Member  for  N^orthampton  (Mr. 
Labouchere),  and  he  had  not  told  them 
whether  it  was  necessary  to  issue  a 
specific  warrant  for  the  (fetention  of  a 
particular  letter.  Upon  those  points 
they  were  entitled  to  some  information; 
and  as  the  right  hon.  and  learned  Gen- 
tleman might  not  be  able  to  speak  again 
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on  the  Bubjeot,  perhaps  the  Attorney 
Oeneral  for  Ireland  would  tell  them 
what  was  done  by  the  Ijord  Lieutenant 
or  the  Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland,  or 
whoerer  it  was  who  issued  the  warrants, 
to  authorize  the  opening  of  letters  in 
Ireland?  His  hon.  Friends  had  stated 
that  circulars  and  letters  were  torn  in 
the  Post  Office  in  Dublin,  and  that  some 
even  were  destroyed  without  bein^ 
opened  at  all.  The  right  hon.  and  learned 
Grentleman  said  that  he  knew  nothing 
of  such  things,  and  that  he  dfd  not  be- 
liere  them.  He  could  well  understand 
that  the  Home  Secretary  did  not  believe 
them  ;  but  they  had  a  right  to  ask  the 
right  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  and 
the  Postmaster  General  if  they  would 
take  any  steps  to  ascertain  whether  there 
was  any  truth  whatever  in  the  state- 
meots  ?  A  very  n*ave  charge  had  been 
brought  against  the  Post  Office  officials, 
and  it  was  due  to  them  that  some  inquiry 
should  be  made.  Before  the  debate 
closed,  he  hoped  they  would  have  some 
real  information  upon  the  different 
points  now  raised.  The  Home  Secretary 
said  that  the  opening  and  reading  of 
letters  was  carried  on  solely  under  the 
authority  of  the  Secretary  of  State ;  but 
they  had  a  ri^ht  to  ask  to  what  class  of 
officials  was  the  work  intrusted  ?  Was 
it  intrusted,  for  instance,  in  the  Post 
Office  in  Dublin,  to  the  Postmaster  or  to 
some  high  official ;  or  was  any  ordinary 
clerk,  into  whose  hands  a  letter  to  or  from 
a  prominent  Land  Leaguer  might  fall, 
entitled  to  open  it?  It  was  proper,  too, 
that  they  should  hear  something  in  reply 
to  the  suggestion  thrown  out  by  the  hon. 
Member  for  New  Ross  (Mr.  Redmond) 
—namely,  that  if  the  Government  would 
insist  upon  opening  letters,  they  ought 
to  put  an  official  stamp  upon  them, 
showing  that  they  had  been  opened. 
Surely  if  the  Government  had  the  power 
to  open  letters,  and  if  they  exercised  the 
power,  as  it  was  well  known  they  did, 
why  should  they  be  ashamed  to  admit 
they  had  done  so  in  any  particular  case  ? 
It  was  no  uncommon  thing  for  hon. 
Gentlemen  sitting  around  him  to  receive 
letters  which  had  been  opened ;  but  they 
were  in  complete  doubt  as  to  whether 
ttey  had  been  opened  by  the  authority 
of  the  Secretary  of  State,  or  by  some 
curious  person  in  the  Post  Office  who 
tad  no  authority  whatever  to  open 
tliem.  Inasmuch,  as  answers  had  not 
l*en  Youchsafed  to  the  questions  put  by 


different  hon.  Members,  he  should  move 
that  the  Vote  be  postponed  until  such 
time  as  the  Government  would  condescend 
to  afford  them  the  information  required. 
Dr.  COMMINS  said,  there  was  an- 
other point  requiring  elucidation.  The 
Act  provided  that  the  opening  of  a  letter, 
when  done  in  Ireland,  should  be  done 
under  the  warrant  of  the  Lord  Lieu- 
tenant, and  he  saw  no  person  present 
who  was  capable  of  answering  the  ques- 
tions which  had  been  put,  especially 
those  concerning  the  secreting  or  de- 
struction of  letters  in  Ireland.  The  sec- 
tion of  the  Post  Office  Act  which  had 
not  been  referred  to,  and  which  section 
was  the  26th,  made  it  a  felony  for  any 
person  employed  in  the  Post  Office  to 
embezzle,  secrete,  or  destroy  any  post 
letter.  One  of  the  principal  complaints 
made  was  that  letters  passing  through 
the  Post  Office  in  Ireland  were  embezzled, 
secreted,  or  destroyed,  and  there  was 
scarcely  a  person  who  received  a  large 
amount  of  correspondence  in  Ireland 
who  did  not  constantly  miss  inclosures. 
He  had  had  to  complain  that  inclosures 
sent  to  him  were  taken  out  of  letters ; 
why  or  wherefore  he  could  not  under- 
stand. It  was  now  said  that  circulars 
had  been  posted  to  different  parts  of  Ire- 
land, and  that  they  had  been  destroyed  in 
the  Post  Office  by  hundreds.  Now,  there 
was  nothing  in  the  Post  Office  Act,  and 
there  was  no  authority  vested  in  the 
Lord  Lieutenant,  or  anybody  else,  that 
could  justify  the  destruction  of  any  post 
letter  or  the  contents  of  any  post  letter. 
To  destroy  a  letter  or  its  contents  would 
be  clearly  illegal,  and  any  warrant  given 
to  that  effect  would,  in  a  Court  of  Law, 
be  declared  null  and  void.  It  was  only 
proper  that  inquiries  should  bo  made  as 
to  whether  the  complaints  were  or  were 
not  justified,  and  they  ought  to  be  told 
whether  warrants  were  issued — as  the 
Act  clearly  required — for  each  particular 
letter  that  was  opened  ;  or  whether  gene- 
ral warrants — which  100  years  ago  had 
be«n  declared  illegal — were  issued,  au- 
thorizing all  letters  to  So-and-So,  or  all 
letters  in  the  handwriting  of  such-and- 
such  persons,  to  be  opened.  He  thought, 
too,  some  information  ought  to  be  given 
as  to  the  dissatisfaction  which  prevailed 
very  largely  in  Ireland  as  to  tlio  manage- 
ment of  the  Post  Office  in  that  country. 
No  one  was  present  who  cuuld  give  tlio 
answers  required.  He  and  his  hon. 
Friends  had  every  reason  to  co\nYAvx\\\ 
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that  tho  Person  to  whom  they  looked  for 
answers  and  explanations — the  Person 
upon  whom  the  legal  responsibility 
rested — was  not  in  his  place  to  give 
such  answers  as  might  satisfy  the  justi- 
fiable curiosity  of  hon.  Members  on 
that  side  of  the  House,  and  might  allay, 
if  it  were  possible,  the  feeling  in  Ire- 
land that  the  tampering  with  private 
correspondence  was  carried  on  most  dis- 
honourably. 

Mr.  SPEAKER:  Do  I  understand 
the  hon.  Member  to  move  the  postpone- 
ment of  this  Resolution  ? 

Me.  LEAJIY  :  Certainly,  if  I  am  in 
Order  in  doing  so. 

Mr.  speaker  :  Does  any  hon.  Mem- 
ber second  that  Motion  ? 

Mr.  CALLAN  begged  to  second  it. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
''That  the  said  Resolution  be  postponed.'' 
— {Mr,  Leamy.) 

Mr.  gill  said,  that  he  also  would 
have  been  prepared  to  second  the 
Motion,  because  he  felt  that  one  or  two 
important  questions  had  been  raised, 
which,  for  the  satisfaction  of  the  Irish 
public,  ought  to  be  explained  by  Her 
Majesty's  Government.  One  of  them 
was,  whether,  in  the  letters  which  had 
been  opened,  any  cash  remittances  had 
been  found,  and  what  was  done  with 
cheques  or  notes  in  the  event  of  any 
being  discovered  ?  Of  course,  if  the 
letters  were  not  delivered  to  the  persons 
to  whom  they  were  addressed,  it  was  im- 
possible to  deliver  any  cash  which  they 
might  have  contained.  It  was  there- 
fore as  well  to  know  whether  any  money 
remittances  of  that  kind  were  kept  by 
the  Government  towards  payinc;  the  ex- 
penses of  the  Post  Oifice  establishment, 
or  whether  they  were  returned  to  the 
persons  by  whom  they  were  sent  ?  That 
was  one  point  which  he  was  of  opinion 
ought  to  be  answered.  Another  was 
this — Were  the  persons  who  were  em- 
ployed to  open  these  letters  sworn  to 
secrecy.  If  not,  it  might  very  often 
happen  that  they  might  talk  in  a  jocular 
manner  of  the  contents  of  some  of  these 
letters,  informing  their  friends  of  what 
they  had  seen  in  them.  Of  course,  there 
was  nothing  to  prevent  them  from  doing 
that  unless  the  precaution  was  taken  to 
Bwearthem  to  secrecy,  in  the  same  manner 
as  the  telegraph  clerks  and  other  officials 
were.  He  trusted  that  he  might  receive 
an  anBwer  to  these  questions— What  was 
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done  with  the  money  remittanoes  found 
in  letters  which  were  opened  at  the  Poft 
Office  ;  and  were  the  persons  employed 
in  opening  them  sworn  to  seorecy,  or 
were  they  not  ? 

Sir  WILLIAM  HARCOUBT  said,  he 
did  not  know  whether  he  would  be  in 
Order  in  speaking  again  ;  but  with  the 
permission  of  the  House  he  desired  to 
say  a  few  words.  The  hon.  Member 
who  had  just  spoken  must  see  that  he 
could  not  possibly  answer  the  sort  of 
questions  which  had  been  put  to  him, 
because  they  involved,  first  of  all,  b 
statement  or  admission  that  any  letter 
had  been  opened  at  all.  It  was  ex- 
actly because  he  could  make  no  state- 
ment on  that  subject  that  he  was  unable 
to  answer  the  questions  of  the  hon. 
Member.  It  was  utterly  impossible  to 
answer  questions  of  the  character  of 
those  which  had  been  put  to  him.  He 
had  no  wish  to  deal  unfairly  with  the 
House  in  the  matter ;  but  he  most  say 
that  if  this  power  was  to  be  given  at  aU 
and  exercised  for  the  purposes  for  which 
it  was  given,  it  was  of  the  very  essence 
of  the  power  that  no  statement  what- 
ever should  be  made  on  the  snbject, 
even  to  the  extent  of  saying  whether 
any  letter  had  been  opened  or  had  not 
been  opened.  It  was  quite  plain  that  if 
he  were  to  answer  the  questions  of  the 
hon.  Member  in  any  degree  at  all,  he 
might  next  be  examined  as  to  the  ex- 
tent to  which  the  power  had  been  used, 
and  the  object  for  which  the  power  was 
given  would  become  utterly  useless.  He 
therefore  respectfully  submitted  to  the 
House  that  it  was  perfectly  impossible 
to  answer  the  questions  which  had  been 
put,  and  he  declined  to  answer  the  in- 
quiry, even  to  the  extent  of  admitting 
that  any  letter  had  been  opened  at  alL 

Sir  R.  ASSHETON  CROSS  re- 
marked,  that  certain  powers  to  be  exer- 
cised lor  a  particular  purpose  had  been 
vested  in  the  Secretary  of  State  in  Eng- 
land, and,  he  presumed,  in  the  Lord 
Lieutenant  of  Ireland.  These  powers 
were  of  a  most  exceptional  character. 
He  must  say  that  they  were  powers  which 
ho  himself  exercised  with  very  great  care 
and  caution  when  they  were  intrusted 
to  him,  and  he  was  satisfied  that  they 
were  powers  which  neither  the  Secretary 
of  State  nor  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ire- 
land would  ever  wish  to  exercise  unless 
they  were  compelled  to  do  so  in  the 
interests  of  the  public.    At  any  rate,  he 
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Ai  hon-  fliimd  behind  him  (Ur. 
tod  made  an  important  and  Hieoifio 
■to^e  to  the  effect  that  in  Dublin  a 
toga  mimber  of  letters  wsra  not  onl; 
opraed  aad  datained,  bnt  were  absolntely 
Mtn^ad.  The  right  hon.  and  learned 
QntlMaan  the  Home  8earetary  bad  de- 
dued  tfiat  he  aooepted  the  whole  of  the 
nummniilitj.  and,  of  oourse,  the  right 
W.  and  leuned  Gfflttlemaa  must  do  bo 
IB  i^tatd  to  the  detention  of  any  letter 
ii  Bngland ;  bat  he  nndentood  that  the 
Bght  qOD.  and  leaned  Gentleman  en- 
tnlf  npndiated  any  rewonaibilit;  for 
Ike  action  of  the  Post  Office  aathorities 
it  bdand.  At  present,  there  was  no- 
te^ in  the  Honse  who  directly  repre- 
Mttd  the  IiOrd  Lieutenant,  and  nobody 
miMiiiililm  Ireland  was  prepared  to 
■■f  Iff  that  ooontzy  what  the  nght  hon. 
>^ban>ed  Oentleouui  the  Some  Secre- 
>B;tod  Jtremdj  aaid  in  regard  to  £ng- 
M.  On  •  nsvioiuB  oooBs^•n  the  noble 
'iJlficJWonnf''''   Secretary  postponed 


theBwort,  owing  to  the  absenoe  of  the 
Chief  OBoretaij  rair  Izdand ;  and  it  ap- 
peared to  him  (Ur.  Arthnr  O'Connor) 
that,  with  regard  to  this  To^,  there  WW 
vary  mnoh  stronger  reason  for  postpon- 
ing the  oonaideration  of  theBeport  than 
there  was  on  the  Land  Commission 
Toto.  He  tharafijre  tmited  that  the 
nohlsliord  the  Financial  Beoretary  would 
asqede  to  ithe  Hotion  of  his  hon.  Friend 
the  ICember  for  Waterford  (ICr.  Leamy), 
and  agree  to  postpone  the  Vote  ontil  the 
retnni  of  the  Chief  Beoretary. 

Ub.  0'D0NN£LL  said,  it  was  adr. 
mitted  that  the  Home  Seorstoiy  had 
osrtain  responsibilities  in  the  matter; 
but  if  no  information  was  given  of  any 
ld|td  whatoTsr,  where  waa  ttie  reeponai- 
hili^f  The  Iriah  Members  did  not  ask 
the  lie^t  hon.  and  laarqed  Gentleman 
for  any  partionlar  details  with  regard  to 
partioular  letters ;  bat  they  asked  tW 
~  toh.  Fot  instonoe,  if  it  ^as  not  the 
jight  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  him- 
.Mtfirho  (»ened  the  Iflttors  or  ord^nd 
a  to  be  opened,  to  whom  did  he 
d^lcfgato  his  antliori^,  and  to  how  maoyf 
Xhe  porsons  to  whton  the  authori^  waa 
dalepited  owtainly  were  not  responsible. 
Xhe  only  xeBjponaibilitiy  in  the  matter 
waathereqmnsibilihrto  Parliament,  and 
.these  nnnamed  snbordinatea,  if  they 
were  delegated  by  the  Home  Beoretary, 
ontMnly  were  not  the  Home  Secretary 
hii^self.  If  the  right  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  admitted  that  he  did  dele- 
gate his  authori^  and  power  to  certain 
persona,  then  the  House  would  know 
that  he  was  responaible  for  the  aota  of 
such  persons ;  but  the  right  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  refuaea  all  informa- 
tion whatsoever,  and,  in  fact,  evaded  the 
responsibility  placed  on  him  by  the  Aot 
of  Parliament.  That  was  what  the  Irish 
Members  objected  to.  By  using  the 
word  "responsibility,"  the  words  "by 
his  authority,"  and  so  forth,  in  reality 
he  evaded  aU  reeponaibUity,  and  then 
he  refused  to  allow  hia  authority  to  be 
broi^ht  to  any  test.  Xhat  was  what 
the  Irish  Uembera  considered  to  be  un- 
fair, and  they  were  of  opinion  that  the 
right  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  waa 
not  discharging  the  duty  he  owed,  not 
only  to  the  Members  of  that  House,  but 
to  the  public  at  large.  They  had  no 
wish  to  delay  the  House  unduly  over 
this  Vote;  but  it  waa  the  only  courae 
they  were  able  to  take  in  view  of  the 
unsatisfactory  position  in  which  the  un.- 
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satisfactory  answers  of  the  Home  Secre- 
tary had  placed  the  matter.  All  that  it 
was  in  their  power  to  do  was  to  raise 
the  whole  question  on  this  Resolution  of 
the  Report  of  the  Committee  of  Supply. 
He  hoped  the  right  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  would  seriously  look  into  the 
matter,  and  especially  into  the  way  in 
which  he  was  himself  affected  by  the 
exercise  of  the  power  conferred  upon  him 
by  Statute.  For  a  moment  he  would 
assume  that  the  right  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  had  not  in  any  way  over- 
stepped his  power,  and  surely  it  was  his 
duty  to  tell  the  House  on  what  general 
principle  he  acted,  and  who  were  his 
representatives.  Were  they  the  post- 
masters of  the  country?  Were  they 
the  police  officers ;  or  were  they  some  of 
the  Castle  officials  ?  The  right  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  ought  to  have  some 
information  to  give  to  the  House  upon 
the  matter.  He  ought  to  be  able  to  give 
some  guarantee  in  regard  to  the  man- 
ner in  which  the  power  was  exercised. 
They  had  already  before  them  the  fact 
that  letters  were  continually  received,  not 
only  in  a  dilapidated  and  broken  condi- 
tion ,  but  sometimes  with  their  contents  ab- 
stracted. Did  that  come  under  the  head  of 
**  detaining  letters,"  which  the  right  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman  declared  to  be 
part  of  his  powers  ?  The  Irish  Members 
wanted  to  know  how  they  were  to  draw 
a  line  between  the  official  detention  of 
their  letters  and  the  felonious  purloining 
of  the  letters  themselves  ?  Unless  some 
official  information  was  given,  it  was 
impossible  to  know  whether  their  letters 
were  delayed  and  properly  taken  care 
of,  or  whether  the  contents  had  been 
filched  by  some  subordinate  of  the  Post 
Office  without  the  authority  of  Her 
Majesty's  Government.  The  Home  Se- 
cretary was  bound  to  tell  the  House,  in 
the  interests  of  common  honesty,  what 
precautions  he  had  taken  to  prevent  the 
opening  of  letters  being  utilized  by  some 
persons  or  other,  for  whose  acts  he  was 
not  responsible,  in  order  to  purloin  or 
efface  certain  correspondence.  That  was 
a  very  plain  matter,  and  certainly  could 
not  affect  any  State  secret.  He  was 
asking  no  question  about  any  specific 
letter,  or  whether  any  particular  letter 
had  been  detained  for  such-and-such 
reasons;  but  he  wished  to  have  some 
general  knowledge  of  the  conditions 
under  which  the  letters  of  the  Irish 
Members  were  opened    and    detained. 

Mr.  fflhnneU 


The  Home  Secretary  would  not  even 
admit  that  any  letter  had  been  detained. 
That  was  a  deliberate  attempt  to  escape 
entirely  from  the  responsibility  cast 
upon  him  by  the  Act  of  Parliament 
What  was  to  be  said  of  a  Home  Secre- 
tary who  was  authorized  by  Act  of  Par- 
liament to  detain  letters,  and  yet  refused 
to  say  whether  he  detained  them  or  not  ? 
Surely  there  was  no  object  of  State 
policy  to  be  gained  by  a  oomplete  denial 
of  that  kind.  The  refused  to  admit 
even  that  the  power  was  exercised  was 
an  evasion  of  a  very  undignified  kind. 
If  all  information  was  refused,  he  shoold 
certainly  take  another  occasion  for 
bringing  the  matter  under  the  notice  of 
the  House  by  a  means  of  distinct  Beso- 
lution.  The  Liberal  Party  professed  to 
be  the  denouncers  of  despotism  in  foreign 
parts ;  but,  nevertheless,  they  sat  in  ad- 
miring silence  while  the  Home  Secre- 
tary tacitly  admitted  the  exercise  of 
tyrannical  'and  arbitrary  power,  far  be- 
yond anything  a  foreign  despot  ever  con- 
templated. 

Mk.  WARTON  said,  he  was  bound  to 
protest  against  the  course  taken  by  hon. 
Members  below  the  Gangway  in  persist- 
ently delaying  the{passing  of  this  Vote. 
What  object  did  they  expect  to  gain  ?  Did 
they  think  that  any  questions  they  could 
put  would  move  the  Home  Secretary 
from  the  position  he  had  taken,  and  a 
position  which  he  (Mr.  Warton)  begged 
to  say  was  one  which  the  right  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  ought  to  take  ?  The 
conduct  of  the  right  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  was  exceedingly  right  and 
proper ;  and  if  the  right  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  had  not  thought  fit  to 
get  up  and  decline  to  answer  the 
questions  put  to  him,  he  (Mr.  Warton), 
in  his  humble  way,  should  have  re- 
quested him  not  to  answer  them. 
As  it  was,  he  was  pleased  with  the 
reply  of  the  right  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  and  his  firmness.  There 
was  a  kind  of  insinuation  contained  in 
the  speech  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
Longford  (Mr.  Justin  McCarthy)  against 
the  Postmaster  General.  The  hon.  Mem- 
ber expressed  regret  that  a  man  of  the 
high  character  which  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  formerly  enjoyed  should 
have  been  concerned  in  a  matter  of  this 
kind.  That  appeared  to  be  a  sort  of  in- 
sinuation against  the  Postmaster  General ; 
but,  although  he  neither  believed  in  the 
Home  Secretary  nor  in  the  Postmaster 
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Oenend  as  politiciaiis,  he  should    be 
sonr  to  think  they  were  not  entitled  to 
the  higheet  honour  for  the  way  in  which 
theydiBcharged  the  duties  of  their  Offices. 
Mb.  sexton  said,  he  thought  they 
had  made  out  an  unanswerable  case  for 
the  postponement    of  the    Besolution. 
No  attempt  whatever  had  been  made 
by  any  occupant  of  the  Treasury  Bench 
to  defend  the  action  which  had  taken 
place,  nor  had  any  information  been 
men  with  respect  to  the  practice  at  the 
iriBh  Post  Office.    Irish  Members  were 
much  more  concerned  with  that  than 
with  the  English  Post  Office,  and  it  was 
with  regard  to  the  Irish  Department  that 
the  present  accusation  had  been  made — 
namely,  that  on  the  mere  suspicion  of 
handwriting,  certain  envelopes  contain- 
ing information    had    been    destroyed 
without  being  opened.     The  right  hon. 
Gentleman,  whose  responsibility  for  the 
English  Office  appeared  to  be  of  a  most 
shadowy  character,  declined  any  respon- 
sbility  at  all  for  the  Irish  Department. 
Hie  question  was — Had  they  or  had  they 
not  a  right  to  ask  questions  of  this  kind 
npon  a  matter  of  public  administration, 
and  were  they  not  entitled  to  receive 
explanations  with  reference  to  it?    It 
was  obvious  that  the  theory  of  Minis- 
terial responsibility  vanished  entirely,  if 
a  fact  of  this  nature  was  to  be  passed 
OTer  when  explanations  with  regard  to 
it  were  asked  by  the  Representatives  of 
the  people  and  refused  by  one  Minister 
because   another  Minister   was  absent. 
The    Chief    Secretary   for    Ireland,    it 
would  appear,  had  abandoned  his  posi- 
tion in    that    House    for   duties   of   a 
peripatetic  character  in  Ireland,  and  the 
position   taken   up   by   the   right   hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman  the  Home  Secre- 
tary in  consequence  was  simply  intoler- 
able, when  looked  at  from  the  point  of 
riew  of  the  meaning  of  Ministerial  re- 
sponsibility.   Parliament  had  conferred, 
it  seemed,  certain  powers,  and  they  had 
to  be  exercised  by  the  right  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  to  the  best   of  his 
judgment  for  the  public  safety.     It  was 
not  for  him  to  say  that  the  right  hon. 
and  learned    Gentleman    had    in    any 
Tfaj  violated  his  duty  in  this  respect; 
but  he  challenged  him  to  say  how  the 
answers  given   to  the  questions   which 
Iiad  been  put  to  him  could  in  any  way 
difest  him  of  his  responsibility  in  the 
matter.    They  wanted  to  know  by  what 
claai  of  officialB  in  the  Post  Office  the 


opening  and  destruction  of  letters  was 
effected,  and  on  what  conditions  they 
were  allowed  to  act  ?  Were  they  upon 
their  word  of  honour,  or  upon  their  oath, 
or  what  other  safeguard  was  there  to 
protect  the  public  against  the  improper 
exercise  of  these  powers  ?  He  denied 
that  the  position  of  any  criminal,  real  or 
intended,  could  be  afifected  by  the  ques- 
tions that  had  been  asked ;  and  while  he 
agreed  that  the  rules  of  debate  were 
elastic,  there  were  still  limits  to  ingenuity 
in  that  respect,  and  he  could  not  but  re- 
gard the  statement  of  the  right  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman,  that  he  was  not 
prepared  to  admit  that  any  letter  had 
been  opened  at  all,  as  most  peculiar  and 
unsatisfactory. 

Mr.  T.  D.  SULLIVAN  said,  that  the 
rule  that  questions  should  not  be  put  to 
an  accused  person  because  he  might,  in 
his  answer,  criminate  himself,  might  be 
a  very  good  one  in  criminal  practice ;  but 
he  never  thought  that  a  high  official  of 
the  Government — a  statesman — would 
shelter  himself  under  a  plea  that  was 
accorded  to  a  prisoner  at  the  Old  Bailey. 
The  right  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman 
had,  however,  said  he  could  not  admit, 
by  any  reply  of  his,  that  any  letters  had 
been  opened  at  all.  But  supposing  that 
letters  had  been  opened  under  the 
warrant  which  they  knew  to  exist,  he 
asked  what  would  become  of  the  cheques 
or  postage  stamps  that  were  inclosed  in 
them?  He  did  not  think  it  would  bo 
below  the  dignity  of  the  right  lion,  and 
learned  Gentleman  the  Home  Secretary 
to  say,  if  it  was  his  duty  to  cause  letters 
to  be  opened  and  detained,  whether  the 
remittances  inclosed  in  them  wore  de- 
tained or  destroyed.  It  would  be  much 
better  if  the  Government,  or  rather  the 
right  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  re- 
sponsible for  these  acts,  had  the  courage 
to  stamp  upon  letters  the  fact  that  they 
had  been  opened,  and  not  shelter  himself 
behind  a  miserable  subterfuge. 

Mr.  wart  on  wished  to  know 
whether  it  was  in  Order  for  the  hon. 
Member  to  charge  a  Member  of  that 
House  with  sheltering  himself  behind  a 
miserable  subterfuge  ? 

Mr.  SPEAKER:  The  hon.  Member 
is  attributing  an  unworthy  motive  to  a 
Member  of  the  House.  The  expression 
used  by  him  should  be  withdrawn. 

Mr.  T.  D.  SULLIVAN  said,  he  would 
withdraw  any  remark  he  had  made  that 
was  out  of  Order.     He  had  not  allt'v- 
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Luted  to  the  right  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  any  unworthy  motive.  He 
had  only  stigmatized  his  conduct. 

Mb.  SPEAKEB  :  The  hon.  Member 
is  not  withdrawing  his  expression.  He 
is  repeating  it. 

Mr.  T.  D.  SULLIVAN  said,  he 
withdrew  any  expression  to  which  Mr. 
Speaker  objected.  Passing  from  that 
point,  he  wished  to  say  that  he  had  seen 
letters  with  the  words  "not  to  be  Har- 
courted"  stamped  upon  them;  and  he 
thought  the  right  hon.  and  learned  Gen- 
tleman mieht  save  the  credit  of  the  De- 
partment if  he  had  the  courage  to  adopt 
an  india-rubber  stamp,  with  the  word 
'*  Harcourted  "  upon  it,  to  be  used  when 
a  letter  was  opened. 

Question  put. 

The  House  divided: — Ayes  12;  Noes. 
135  :  Majority  123.— (Div.  List.  No.  38.) 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
**  That  this  House  doth  agree  with  the 
Committee  in  the  said  Eesolution." 

Mr.  BIGGAB  said,  it  was  very  much 
to  be  regretted  that  the  Chief  Secretary 
for  Ireland  was  absent  while  a  question 
of  the  violation  of  the  law  was  being 
discussed.  The  Attorney  General  for 
Ireland,  however,  might  be  able  to  give 
some  information  with  regard  to  what 
had  taken  place  in  the  Irish  Post  Office 
and  in  order  to  give  him  an  oppor- 
tunity of  supplying  this,  he  would  move 
the  adjournment  of  the  debate. 

Mr.  JUSTIN  M'CAKTHY  seconded 
the  Motion,  for  the  purpose  of  affording 
the  right  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman 
opposite  an  opportunity  for  explanation. 
The  right  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  the 
Home  Secretary  rooUy  knew  little  or 
nothing  at  all  of  the  proceedings  which  so 
much  interested  Irish  Members.  They 
wished  to  know  whether  the  opening  of 
letters  was  done  under  a  general  warrant 
— that  was  to  say,  was  there  a  warrant 
given  to  open  all  letters,  or  did  it  only  apply 
to  certain  persons  whose  correspondence 
was  to  be  examined  ?  He  thought  some 
light  ought  to  be  thrown  upon  this  im- 
portant subject,  and,  with  the  permission 
of  the  House,  he  would  quote  the 
opinion  of  the  late  Mr,  Carlisle  with  re- 
ference to  the  practice  of  opening  letters 
in  the  Post  Office.  Mr.  Carlyle,  in  a 
letter  to  The  Times,  said — 

"  It  if  a  quettion  vital  to  ua  that  sealed  letters 
in  an  English  Poet  Office  be — as  we  all  fancied 
Uiey  were — r^prcUnl  ns  things  sacred;   that 

Mr.  T.  I).  JSuhivau 


opening  of  men's  letters,  a  practice  near  of  kin 
to  picking  xnen*s  pockets,  and  to  other  still  viler 
and  far  fataler  forms  of  scoundreKim,  be  not 
resorted  to  in  England  except  in  cases  of  ths 
very  last  extremity.     When  some  new  *  Oon- 

Sowder  Plot '  may  be  in  the  wind,  some  dovible- 
yed  high  treason,  or  imminent  national  wreck 
not  aroidable  otherwise,  then  let  vlb  open  letten ; 
not  till  then.*' 

Mb.  SPEAKKK  :  I  wish  to  point  oat 
to  the  hon.  Member,  that,  haying  spoken 
to  the  Motion  before  the  House,  ne  is 
not  at  liberty  to  speak  again.  I  most 
call  on  some  other  hon.  Member  to 
second  the  Motion. 

Mb.  W.  J.  COHBET  said,  he  would 
second  the  Motion. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  propo8ed> 
**  That  the  Debate  be  now  adjourned.'' 
— (Mr,  Biggar.) 


Sib  WILLIAM  HAEOOUET 
hon.  Members  must  see  that  he  oould 
give  no  other  answer  to  the  question 
put  to  him  than  that  he  had  already 
tendered.  It  was  obvious,  therefore, 
that  the  Motion  for  Adjournment,  on 
account  of  the  absence  of  the  Chief 
Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant,  was 
out  of  place.  If  his  right  hon.  Friend 
(Mr.  W .  E.  Forster)  were  now  in  his 
place,  he  oould  give  no  other  answer 
than  that  hon.  Members  had  received. 
He  (Sir  William  Harcourt),  in  regard  to 
England,  had  given  the  only  answer  it 
was  possible  for  him  to  give  ;  and  in  re- 
gard to  Ireland,  the  Chief  Secretary 
could  say  no  more.  It  could,  therefore, 
be  of  no  avail  to  persist  in  this  Motion. 

Mb.  ARTHUR  O'CONNOR  said,  the 
right  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  must 
see  that  if  the  Chief  Secretary  were  here, 
hon.  Members  would  be  able  to  ask  a 
question — and  probably  elicit  an  answer 
— as  to  whether  any  representation  had 
been  made  to  the  Irish  Government  with 
regard  to  the  numerous  letters  which  it 
was  distinctly  alleged  had  been  destroyed 
in  the  Dublin  Post  Office  ?  That  was  a 
matter  upon  which  it  was  extremely 
likely  that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
would  be  able  to  atford  them  some  in- 
formation. That  point  alone  was  suffi- 
cient, he  thought,  to  justify  them  in  ask- 
ing the  Government  to  consent  to  the 
postponement  of  this  Vote,  just  as  on 
similar  grounds  they  had  consented  to 
the  postponement  of  other  Votes. 

Mb.  REDMOND  said,  the  Irish  Mem- 
bers had  a  right  to  ask  and  to  be  in- 
formed by  the  Attorney  General  for  Ire- 
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land  whether  it  was  legal  for  the  Home 
Secretary  in  England^  or  the  Chief 
Secretaiy  in  Ireland^  to  destroy  private 
letters  aent  throagh  the  Post  Office  ? 
No  information  had  been  given  on  that 
punt ;  and  he  wanted  to  Know  before 
this  money  was  voted  for  a  Public  De- 
partment, whether  that  Department,  in 
certain  things  it  was  doing,  was  actine 
legally?  If  the  Chief  Secretary  had 
power  to  seize  and  open  and  destroy, 
that  power  would,  no  doubt,  extend  to 
property.  Would  the  Chief  Secretary 
be  equally  entitled  to  bum  a  cheque  or 
bank  note  as  he  was  to  bum  a  letter  ? 
He  really  thought  it  was  due  to  the 
Iriah  Members  and  the  House  that  the 
Attorney  General  for  Ireland  should  ac- 
cept the  reeponsibility  which  devolved 
upon  him  asKepresentative  of  the  Chief 
Secretary,  in  the  absence  of  the  right 
hon.  (Gentleman,  and  get  up  in  his  place 
and  make  some  statement  to  the  House. 
The  Home  Secretary  had  taken  that 
responsibility  on  himself  in  regard  to 
E^and. 

fes  ATTORNEY  GENERAL  for 
IRELAND  (Mr.  W.  M.  Johnson)  said, 
he  had  been  called  upon  so  frequently, 
that  he  might  be  supposed  to  be  want- 
ing in  ordinary  courtesy  to  the  House  if 
he  did  not  rise.  What  he  had  to  say 
was,  in  the  first  place,  that  he  was  not 
the  Kepresentative  of  the  Chief  Secretary 
nor  of  the  Lord  Lieutenant.  He  repre- 
sented solely  the  Office  he  had  the  honour 
to  fill — namely,  that  of  Attorney  General 
for  Ireland.  He  had  no  power  to  open 
or  destroy  letters  in  the  Post  Office,  nor 
had  he  ever  attempted  to  do  anything  of 
the  kind,  nor  did  he  believe  it  ever  had 
been  done.  He  was  not  aware  that  there 
was.  in  point  of  law,  any  power  vested  in 
anyone  to  destroy  another  person's  letters. 
It  was  his  duty  to  direct  all  criminal 
prosecutions  in  Ireland,  and  it  sometimes 
happened  in  that  country,  as  he  sup- 
posed it  sometimes  happened  in  Eng- 
land, that  letters  were — to  use  a  strong, 
though  very  proper  expression — stolen. 
Only  the  day  before  yesterday  he  had 
directed  a  prosecution  against  a  letter- 
carrier  for  naving  appropriated  letters 
which  did  not  belong  to  him.  The  pre- 
niiaes  occupied  by  this  letter-carrier  had 
been  searched,  and  a  very  large  number 
of  letters,  belonging  to  various  people, 
W  been  found  there.  That  was  the 
only  inatance,  bo  far  as  he  could  at  the 
iQoment  recollect,  which  had  come  under 


his  notice,  since  he  was  Attorney  General 
for  Lreland  of  letters  having  been  stolen. 
Mb.  QBAY  said,  he  did  not  think  the 
Irish  Members  were  to  blame  for  the 
course  things  were  now  taking.  This 
question  had  been  raised  in  Committee ; 
and  it  was  to  be  expected  when  it  was 
known  that  it  would  be  further  dis- 
cussed on  Keport,  that  the  Chief  Secretary 
for  Ireland  would  have  been  in  his  place 
to  answer  for  what  had  taken  place  in 
Ireland,  as  the  Home  Secretary  was  pre- 
sent to  answer  for  England.  If  it  was 
not  convenient  for  the  Chief  Secretary 
for  Ireland  to  be  here,  at  least  it  was  to 
have  been  expected  that  he  would  have 
instructed  either  the  Attorney  General 
or  Solicitor  General  for  Ireland,  not  to 
tell  the  House  what  they  were  not  aware 
of,  but  to  tell  the  House  what  they 
were  aware  of,  and  what  had  been  done. 
They  had  had  a  legal  opinion  from  the 
Attorney  General  for  Ireland  that  there 
was  no  justification  for  the  destruction 
of  letters;  but  the  House  had  it  from 
Irish  Members  present  that  they  were 
informed,  on  what  they  believed  to  be 
good  authority,  that  letters  had  been 
destroyed  in  the  Dublin  Post  Office.  He 
did  not  think  negative  statements  from 
the  Irish  Law  Officers  of  the  Crown,  that 
they  did  not  know  anything  about  letters 
having  been  destroyed,  were  sufficient. 
The  nght  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman, 
if  he  were  a  little  better  informed  on 
this  subject,  might  have  to  prosecute 
some  person  else  beside  the  letter- 
carrier.  It  would  be  a  painful  duty  ; 
but,  no  doubt,  the  right  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  would  discharge  it 
with  that  impartiality  and  zeal  which 
characterized  all  his  actions.  He  (Mr. 
Gray)  wished  to  know  whether  the 
Chief  Secretary  or  the  Lord  Lieutenant 
considered  themselves  justified,  under  Act 
of  Parliament,  in  intercepting  and  de- 
stroying newspapers;  and  whether  largo 
numbers  of  American  newspapers  and 
newspapers  published  elsewhere  had 
been,  and  were  being,  intercepted  and 
destroyed  ?  There  would  surely  be  no 
breach  of  State  secrecy  in  giving  an  an- 
swer to  these  questions.  While  the 
Government  might  have  power  to  deal 
with  a  specific  publication  of  a  news- 
paper deemed  to  be  seditious,  they  had 
no  right  whatever  to  adopt  any  process 
for  the  wholesale  suppression  of  a  news- 
paper ;  and  the  interception  of  all  the 
copies  of  a  newspaper  going  through  tho 
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post  might,  in  Ireland,  amount  to  the  sup- 
pression of  the  newspaper.  He  believed 
the  Government  were  suppressing  news- 
papers in  that  way,  and  he  shoidd  like 
to  oe  informed  under  what  Statute  they 
were  operating  ?  No  Member  of  the 
G-ovemment  could  plead  his  official  posi- 
tion for  an  evasion  of  the  Statute  Law. 

Me.  T.  D.  SULLIVAN  said,  that,  in 
the  statement  they  had  just  heard  from 
the  Attorney  General  for  Ireland,  they 
had  heard  a  little  of  the  truth  come  out 
at  last.  They  learnt  that  some  letters — 
and  probably  amongst  them  were  many 
of  those  about  which  the  Irish  Members 
had  been  pushing  a  fruitless  inquiry 
that  night — had  been  found  in  the  pos- 
session of  a  letter-carrier.  It  would  not 
be  well  to  prejudge  the  case  of  this  letter- 
carrier — who  in  all  probability  had  not 
yet  been  brought  to  trial — but  they  had 
it  on  the  authority  of  the  Irish  Attorney 
General  that  a  large  number  of  missing 
letters  had  been  found  at  the  house  of  a 
letter-carrier.  He  (Mr.  T.  D.  Sullivan) 
was  not  surprised  at  that,  and  he  merely 
looked  upon  it  as  a  proof  of  the  demo- 
ralization which  was  prevailing  in  the 
Department  from  one  end  to  the  other. 
There  was  a  saying  in  Ireland,  ''  Like 
master  like  man ; "  and  the  Attorney 
General  for  Ireland  had  only  given  them 
another  glimpse  of  the  state  of  the  Post 
Office  in  Ireland. 

Mr.  LEAMY  wished  to  know  whether 
the  section  of  the  Act  of  Parliament, 
which  had  been  quoted  that  night,  em- 
powered the  Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland 
to  seize  newspapers  and  detain  them? 
That  was  a  very  simple  question,  to  an- 
swer which  there  surely  could  be  no 
objection. 

Sib  WILLIAM  HARCOURT  said, 
there  was  a  section  of  the  Act  putting 
newspapers  in  the  same  category  with 
letters. 

Mr.  SEXTON  said,  the  Government 
had  no  other  plea  than  **  their  responsi- 
bility." The  Irish  Members  asked  about 
arrests  and  detention  of  letters,  and  about 
telegrams  and  about  newspapers,  and 
the  reply  was  always  the  same — that 
there  was  no  security  in  the  exercise  of 
the  powers  conferred  by  the  Statute  ex- 
cept the  ''responsibilitvof  the  Minister." 
He  was  glad  to  hear  me  right  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  say  that  he  had  no- 
thing to  do  with  the  searching  and  read- 
ing of  letters,  and  he  congratulated  him 
that  there  were  some  Departments  of 


the  State  still  free  from  this  defilement 
The  right  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman 
had  spoken  for  the  Chief  Secretary  for 
Ireland.  Well,  they  all  knew  what  sweefc 
unanimity  pervaded  the  present  Cabinet; 
but  they  had  not  known  that  that  unan- 
imity was  so  complete  that  a  Minister  of 
the  Treasury  Bench  could  tell  what  was 
taking  place  in  the  mind  of  a  CoUeagae 
in  Ireland.  He  (Mr.  Sexton)  still  hoped, 
however,  that  the  Chief  Secretary  for 
Ireland  would  be  able  to  tell  them  some- 
thing useful  as  to  the  seizure  and  de- 
struction  of  letters  in    Ireland.    The 
right  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  the 
Home    Secretary    had   told    them    he 
was  authorized  to  seize,  open,  and  de- 
tain letters,  and  had  aidded  that  "  de- 
tain" meant  to  keep  them  altogether.  He 
(Mr.  Sexton)  ventured  to  think  that  "to 
detain  "  merely  meant  "  to   delay " — 
though,  no  doubt,  the  right  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  was  more  of  a  lawyer 
than  he  was.     He  should  like  to  hear 
what  the  Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland 
had  to  say  about  this — what  his  view  of 
the  law  was.    No  doubt,  the  Attorney 
General  for  Ireland  was  innocent   of 
tampering  with  letters  ;  but  he  was  en- 
titled to  think  that  the  Chief  Seoretaiy 
for  Ireland  was  not  innocent  of  it.    The 
Irish  Members  said  they  believed  private 
letters  had  been  seized,   opened,  and 
destroyed;   and  they  were  entitled  to 
ask  that  this  Vote  should  be  delayed 
until  the  Minister  responsible  for  the 
affairs  of  Ireland  gave  them  an  answer, 
one  way  or  the  other,  as  to  the  series  of 
acts  committed  by  the  Irish  Executive, 
which,  by  the  legal  aspect  they  bore,  the 
Irish  Members  believed  to  be  felonies. 

Dr.  COMMINS  wished  to  know  what 
interpretation  the  Government  put  upon 
the  provisions  of  the  Post  Office  Act? 
According  to  his  interpretation,  there 
was  no  general  power  given  to  open 
letters — to  open  letters  in  batches.  This 
should  be  declared  by  the  Government, 
in  order  to  restore  confidence  to  the 
people  of  Ireland  who,  at  present,  did 
not  feel  at  ease,  believing,  as  they  did, 
that  their  innocent  correspondence  might 
be  opened  by  officials.  The  construotion 
he  put  upon  the  Statute  was  that  there 
must  be  a  warrant  for  each  and  every 
letter  opened,  and  that  was  not  the 
practice  in  Ireland ;  they  had  not  only 
their  own  experience,  but  the  knowledge 
of  nearly  everyone  in  the  ooontry,  to 
prove  that,  12   months   ago,  it  was  a 
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ordered  to  be  broaght  m  by  Mr.  Summbbs,  Mr. 
BicHARD,  Mr.  William  M'Arthub,  and  Mr. 
Aldorman  Cottox. 
HiMpreMentedf  and  read  the  first  time.    [Bill 97.] 

LONDON     FABOOHIAL     CHARITIES     AND 
PAROCHIAL   CHARITIES   (LONDON). 

Ordered,  That  the  Select  Committee  on  the 
London  Parochial  Charities  and  Parochial 
Charities  (London)  Bills  do  consist  of  Eighteen 
Members,  Twelve  to  be  nominated  by  the 
House,  and  Six  to  be  nominated  by  the  Com- 
mittee of  Selection. 

Ordered,  That  all  Petitions  presented  against 
the  Bills  be  referred  to  the  Select  Committee  on 
the  Bills,  provided  such  Petitions  are  presented 
three  clear  days  before  the  meeting  of  the  Com- 
mittee, and  that  such  of  the  Petitioners  as  pray 
to  be  heard  by  themselves,  their  Counsel,  or 
Agents,  be  heard  upon  their  Petitions,  if  they 
think  fit,  and  Counsel  hoard  in  favour  of  the 
Bills  against  the  said  Petitions. 

Ordered,  That  the  Committee  have  power  to 
send  for  persons,  papers,  and  records ;  Fiv«  to 
be  the  quorum. 

Ordered,  That  ^Ir.  Brtce,  Mr.  Shaw  Lefevre, 
Mr.  Walter  James,  Mr.  Firth,  Mr.  Horace 
Davey,  Mr.  William  Lawrence,  Mr.  Cubitt, 
Lord  Percy,  Mr.  Baring,  Sir  Matthew  White 
Ridley,  Mr.  Macfarlane,  and  Mr.  Gorst,  be 
Members  of  the  Committee. — (Mr.  Bryee.) 

House  adjourned  at  Three  o'clock. 
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MINUTES.]— Public  Bills— First  Heading— 
Consolidated  Fund  (No.  1)  ♦ ;  Parliamentary 
Declaration  (32). 

Second  Reading — Settled  Land*  (19) ;  Convey- 
ancing •  (20) ;  Married  Women's  Property 
(13). 

Committee— Report— Vo^t  Cards  (Reply)  •  (23). 

THAMES  AND  SEVERN  CANAL 

(RAILWAYS)  BILL. 

SECOND    READING. 

Order  of  the  Day  for  tlie  Second  Bead- 
ing read. 

Moved,  **  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  2\" 
— (2%d  Earl  of  Redeedale,) 

Thb  Earl  of  DALHOUSIE  said, 
the  Government  did  not  oppose  the 
second  reading.  On  the  reference  of 
the  •  Bill  to  a  Select  Oommittee,  the 
Board  of  Trade  would  make  a  Keport 
to  the  Select  Committee. 

Motion  agreed  to  ;  Bill  read  2^  accord- 
ingly. 


MARRIED  WOMEN'S   PROPERTT  BILL 
(The  Lord  Chaneellor,) 
(KO.    18.)      8SCOND  BEADHra. 

Order  of  the  Day  for  the  Second  Bead- 
ing read. 

The  lord  CHANOELLOB,  in 
moving  that  the  Bill  be  now  read  a 
second  time,  said,  it  was  the  result, 
with  merely  trifling  alterations,  of  the 
deliberations  of  a  Select  Oommittee  of 
the  House  of  Commons,  which  sat  last 
Session,  when  the  Bill  was  referred  to 
that  Committee.  It  would  consolidate 
two  Acts  passed  in  the  years  1870  and 
1874,  and  introduce  «ome  innovations 
and  new  provisions  into  the  law.  The 
principal  new  provisions  were  these  :-- 
The  1st  clause  proposed  that  without 
the  intervention  of  any  trustee  a  married 
woman  should  be  capable  of  acquiring, 
holding,  and  disposing  of  any  real  or 
personal  property  as  her  separate  pro- 
perty, and  that  she  should,  in  respect  of 
her  separate  property,  be  capable  of 
entering  into  and  rendering  herself 
liable  on  any  contract,  and  of  suing  and 
being  sued,  either  in  contract  or  in  tort, 
or  otherwise,  in  all  respects  as  if  she 
were  a  feme  eole,  without  her  husband 
being  joined  with  her  as  plaintiff  or 
defendant,  or  being  made  a  party  to  any 
action  or  other  legal  proceeiding.  If  a 
married  woman  carried  on  a  separate 
trade,  she  would  be  subject  to  the  £(ank- 
ruptcy  Laws  as  if  she  were  a  fama  $oie. 
The  next  material  provision  was  the  2nd 
clause,  which  enlarged  the  provisions  of 
the' Act  of  1870,  but  applied  only  to 
women  married  alfter  the  commencement 
:  of  the  Act.  By  the  Act  of  1870,  it  was 
I  provided  that  a  woman  married  after 
i  that  Act  should  be  entitled  for  her  sepa- 
!rate  use  to  personal  property  without 
:  any  limitation  of  the  amount  to  which 
;  she  might  succeed  in  case  of  intestacy, 
but  with  a  somewhat  arbitrary  limita- 
tion to  £200  in  the  case  of  succession  to 
personalty  under  a  will ;  but  by  the  pre- 
sent Bill  she  would  be  entitled  to  hold  as 
her  separate  property  all  real  and  per- 
sonal property  wtdoh  belonged  to  her  at 
the  time  of  marriage,  or  should  be  ac- 
quired by  or  devolve  on  her  after  mar- 
riage. The  Srd  clause  of  the  Bill  was 
similar  in  principle — though  more  abso- 
lute and  unconditional — to  the  provi- 
sion of  the  Scotch  Act,  which  passed 
last  year — namely,  that    property  ac- 
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rtwuJ  wiilirit  tb  ini— limmto  ia  atoots 
■i  Ayn,  «Bd  wer*  gfauflar  to;  but 
MikiiMite'  ojr,  AA  pfttyrnftynM  of  tte 
«Unif  law.  There  wWe  m  tiU  ezist- 
iwlw  MBieqiuQifleaftioni  of  theie  pro- 
Am  #Udii  lite  weiUt  MT  did  not 
MMliliafcttito  wmbh  he  would  under- 
ftm  MNfUlj  to  ooiuider  befbre  die 
llkwi^  b^  OomuiHb^  ^het^erihegr 
~     not  to    be   leCUned.    39ie  ve- 

reve,  m  rabetanoe,  eon- 
end  a  xemtition  of  the 
_  lev,  Willi,  fhie  dOfiraenoe— fhirfr 
hjpy'aiMeHob  between  husband  and 
abb  «ml  or  criihiwal,  dther  he  or  ahe 
idyiit  be  n  witaeei;  bnt  no  oriminal 
fMlidii^  ooaU  be'  takn  hf  a  wife 
9glUk  her  hhw^MMB^  vnder  tUb  Bill 
h  Mmet  to  |impeity  deimed  by  her 
lAto&MirwenliTin^togeiher.  When 
ftor  jpi  into  Ooomattee  he  wodU  be 
ipMto  eijlain  the  danaoe  nune  fulW, 

BUBBeflnSBone  mOot"  tue 

••  Ifb*  fbO  Bm  be  ]i6#  Miff  9>» 

dAXBlKS  aiik  Uiboqdkt  %^ 
wae  a  niiiit  nefiJai  epiifividfi*'*'"' 
ef  &e  pnaent  law ;  bat  lie  pointed  out 
tot  die  Bill  repealed  the  ezieting 
Btitntev  under  which  a  woman  was  en- 
tifled  to  oertaiD  rights  with  regard  to 
pniperty  aoqnired  by  her,  whereby  ques- 
tens  might  be  raised  hereafter.  The 
lid  danee  was  open  to  oonsiderable 
ooieoBon* 

Lnu>  BTANLIIY  of  ALDEBI^ET 
■id,  diat  this  Bill  went  beyond  the  Act 
flf  1870,  in  enoonraging  criminal  pro- 
CMdiags  between  husbands  and  wives> 
ad  that^  in  order  to  oomplete  Clause  1 1, 
it  dioaU  piavide  tiiat  a  oonviotion  under 
it  diOQld  DO  taken  by  the  Divorce  Court 
•i  etidsiiee  of  omeli^  and  desertion, 
vithoat  that  OoorthaTing  to  go  into  the 
ihols  matter  again. 

Iblion  §i§r§§i  U  :  Bill  read  2*  aooord- 

a\  and  4mmmitf0dto  a  Gonmiittee  of  the 
IsBooee  on  iifiMiiy  the  21f<  MMtofi^. 

PlSUAlOEMTABT  DEOLABATION 


(Mabck  7,  18B2) 


IMhNiiiam  Bill.        SIS 


wr^  niSBVISD.      VXBVt  BXADIKO. 

Inl  lg*»*^  09  BEDESDALB  (Chazb- 
waictOoMMnrrMBB} ;  I  propose  to  intro- 


diite  into  rowf  Ldvddups'  House  a  B3i 
whiohi  I  Imnh,  is  one  of  yery  gireat  im« 
portanoe.  The  question  has  been  dis- 
cussed in  the  other  House.  It  is  that  of 
the  admission  of  Atheists  into  Parlia- 
ment. Now,  I  hbid,  and  most  distinctly 
hbld,  that  it  would  not  be  eteedient  in 
this  countiy  to  sanction  the  ammssion  of 
Atheists  into  Pariiament  for  the  puz]^ose 
of  legislatinff  fbr  the  people  of  this 
ooun^;  and  the  alteration  1  propose  to 
make  u  for  the  purpose  of  gemng  rid  of 
the  difllcalty  wmeh  nas  arisen  in  re^^ard 
to  this  matter;  for  I  maintain  that  it  is 
no  part  of  the  duty  of  Parliament  to 
sandion  the  adnussion  of  Atheists  for 
Widation  or  any  other  purpose.  The 
Bui  I  propose  is  a  veiy  short  one,  and 
its  purport  is  in  the  Preamble.  The 
PkeamUesays — 

''"WlmBM  it  ii  sxpediflnt  Uwt  pnmiifla 
dunild  he  msdB  acadnflt  Atbeiiti  taking  psrt  in 
legiristion  far  tSi  ooontiy:  Be  it  enacted  as 
fo&owB:— Tliaty  from  and  after  tlie  paMing of 
tfaia  Aot»  emy  Peer  and  eymy  Member  of  tho 
•Honae  of  Ooounooa  on  taking  nia  aeat  inParlia. 
nentriiallybefoBeniakingtheoathaf  allagianoa 
or  afimdng  the  lame  in  aooordanoe  witti  tbe 
wnriilona  of  the  Farlianiflntazy  Oalha  Adi, 
lees,  make  and  aabaoribe  ilie  following  dedaiai^ 
ton:  <Iy^J?» do  aolBnm]y.ainoer6lj»  and  truly 
dfldaie  and  aflinnthai  IbeUere  in  anAhniglitj 
God.'" 

I  do  not  believe  that  there  ia  an^rone  in 
this  House  who  objects  to  making  anjy 
such  declaration;  and  I  belieye  it  is 
yery  necessary  that  such  a  declaration 
should  be  made.  We  all  know — we 
know  it  from  Scripture — that,  as  time 
goes  on,  in  all  probability  infidelity  to  a 
&rge  extent  wm  prevail,  and  we  ought, 
therefore,  to  be  very  careful  that  nothing 
shall  be  done  in  this  country  iu  any 
manner  tending  to  do  away  with  the 
relieious  feeliDgs  and  character  of  the 
Paniament  of  this  country.  The  de- 
daratiott  in  the  existing  Parliamentary 
Oath  is  for  the  jpurpose  of  sustaining 
allegiance  to  the  Queen,  as  Sovereign  of 
this  country,  and  it  has  been  thought 
necessary  tiiat  every  Member  should 
take  such  an  Oath.  What  I  propose  is, 
that  we  should  make  some  allegiance 
with  regard  to  our  reverence  to  our  God, 
and  that  no  person  should  be  admitted 
to  take  part  in  the  legislation  of  this 
country  who  does  not  believe  and  accept 
the  doctrine  of  an  Almighty  God.     The 

fropoeal  I  now  make  would  relieve 
^aniament  from  the  whole  of  the  present 
difficulty,  and  not  offend  any  man.  In 
conclusion,  I  wish  to  say  that  I  desire 
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Dundee  Police* ;  East  and  Wesfc  YoiUure 
Union  Bailways  * ;  Macdeifleld  Corporation*; 
Manchester  Corporation*;  North  Eaiken 
Railway  (Additional  Powers) ;  Padiham  and 
Hapton  Local  Board  * ;  Begent'e  Canal,  (%, 
and  Docks  Bailway. 
Public  Bill — R$port  —  Pilotage  Prorimooal 
Order  (Tees)  ♦  [1]. 
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that  the  question  should  be  approached 
in  no  Party  spirit,  and  that  I  have 
brought  the  Bill  in  from  a  deep  sense  of 
what  is  due  to  Almighty  God. 

Bill  to  make  provision  to  exclude 
Atheists  from  taking  part  in  legislation 
for  this  country — Presented  (The  Earl  of 
Bedesdale). 

Eakl  GEANVrLLE  asked  the  noble 
Earl  whether  he  proposed  to  fix  a  day 
for  the  second  reading  of  the  Bill  ? 

The  Eakl  op  REDESDALE  (Ohaib- 
MAK  of  Committees)  replied,  that  he 
would  not  at  present  fix  a  day  for  the 
next  stage,  though  he  should  Hke  the 
Bill  to  pass  through  Parliament  as 
speedily  as  possible.  He  would  not 
name  a  day  now,  as  he  might  have  to 
make  a  postponement ;  but  when  he  did 
fix  a  day,  he  should  like  to  proceed  with 
the  measure  without  delay. 

Bill  read  1* ;  and  to  he  printed.  (No.  32.) 

The  Earl  of  REDESDALE  (Chair- 
man of  Committees)  said,  he  desired  to 
add  one  word,  and  it  was  that  he  had 
not  consulted  any  noble  Lord  on  the  one 
side  of  the  House  or  on  the  other  in  re- 
gard to  the  introduction  of  the  Bill,  as 
he  wished  to  keep  the  matter  entirely 
free  from  anything  of  a  Party  character; 
and  he  believed  that,  on  a  question  of 
this  kind,  every  Member  of  their  Lord- 
ships' House  would  take  that  course 
which  he  thought  expedient,  indepen- 
dently of  any  Party  considerations.  He 
had  brought  in  the  Bill  from  a  deep 
sense  of  what  he  believed  to  be  due  to 
Almighty  God,  and  he  trusted  it  would 
be  discussed  and  adopted  by  Parliament 
in  the  same  spirit. 

House  adjourned  at  a  quarter  before 

Six  o'clock,  to  Thursday  next, 

half  past  Ten  o'clock. 


HOUSE     OF     COMMONS, 
Tuesday,  1th  March,  1882. 


MINUTES.]  —  Pbitatb  Bills  {hy  Order)— 
Second  Beading — Accrington  Extension  and 
Improyement ;  Blackburn  Improvement  * ; 
BoUon  Improvement  * ;  Central  K^orthumber- 
land  Railway  ;   Chadderton  Improvement  * ; 

Tk$  Earl  o/Eedesdah 


ACCRINOTON  EXTENSION  AND  IM- 
PROVEMENT  BILL  (6y  Order), 

SECOND    BEADINO. 

Order  for  Second  Beading  read. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
**  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second 
time." 

Mb.  HOPWOOD  said,  he  feared  that 
it  might  be  thought,  in  the  eyes  of  those 
whom  he  opposed,  that  he  had  taken 
upon  himself  a  somewhat  unpleasant 
task  in  rising  to  move  the  rejection  of 
the  second  reading  of  this  Bill.  It  was 
a  duty  unpleasant  to  himself  to  come 
forward  as  the  ^uMt-champion  of  what 
he  conceived  to  be  the  public  rights  in 
the  matter,  when  there  were  many  other 
hon.  Members  who  would  have  been 
much  more  justified  in  assuming  that 
position.  He  had,  however,  arranged 
with  some  hon.  Friends,  who  agreed 
with  him  upon  the  subject,  that  he 
should  endeavour  to  put  a  stop,  for  a 
time,  to  the  further  progress  of  certain 
Private  Bills  which  had  oeen  introduced 
this  year,  and  the  first  on  the  list  was 
the  one  now  before  the  House — the 
Accrington  Extension  and  Improvement 
Bill.  As  there  were  a  number  of  other 
Bills  in  the  same  category,  he  trusted 
that  the  general  remarks  he  miffht  be 
permitted  to  make  would  be  lookea  upon 
as  dealing  with  the  whole  number,  and 
thus  obviate  the  necessity  of  going  into 
a  minute  examination  of  each  of  the 
other  Bills  in  succession.  He  trusted, 
therefore,  that  the  House  would  give 
him  its  indulgence,  to  some  extent,  in 
regard  to  the  width  of  the  remarks  he 
was  about  to  make,  as  his  only  object 
was  to  save  the  public  time.  In  oppos- 
ing the  Accrington  Extension  and  Im- 
provement Bill,  he  did  so  entirely  upon 
Eublic  grounds,  and  he  should  have 
een  very  pleased  if  some  other  hon. 
Member  had  assumed  the  duty  he  had 
undertaken.  His  right  hon.  Friend, 
whose  absence  at  that  moment  and  the 
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ctnie  of  it  ikey  all  deeply  lamented — 
the  right  hon.  Member  for  Halifax  (Mr. 
Stanifeld) — would,    if    he    could    have 
been  in  the  Souse,  have  had  much  more 
anthoritj  and  weight  in  discharging  this 
datj  than  he  (Mr.  Sopwood)  could  pre- 
tend to  have.     He  knew,  however,  that 
the  oourse  he  was   now  taking  had  the 
thorough  concurrence  of  his  right  hon. 
Friend,  and  his   ri^ht  hon.  Friend  was 
so  mean  authority   in  the  matter,  be- 
euLse,  when  the   ri^ht  hon.  Gentleman 
mended   over    tlie    Tj-^cal    Goyemment 
Board,  he  was  in  tlie  habit  of  exercising 
iitrone  and  strict  supervision  over  the 
kind  of  legislation    to   which  objection 
WIS  now  taken  in  the  present  Bills.     The 
nght  hon.    Gentleman   invariably  de- 
dmed  to   allow    cuciy   alteration   in  the 
pieral  law  of  the  land  to  slip  through 
m  the  shape  of  a  Private  Bill.     He  (Mr. 
Hopvood)    had     already  said  that  he 
rapoBed  these  Bills  upon  public  grounds. 
He  did  so  because  he  was  anxious  that 
the  principle  he  desired  to  assert,  and 
vhich  he  contended  was  infringed  upon 
in  the  present  Bills,  should  not  be  in- 
fringed upon  in  future.     It  was  right  to 
i&jthat  a  former  Member  of  that  House 
—then  Member    for    Cambridge,    and 
more  recently  the  Member  for  Wigan 
(lir.  F.  S.  Powell) — took  a  very  similar 
Tiew  from  the  other  side  of  the  House  to 
that  which  he  (Mr.  Hopwood)  now  took. 
It  was  evident,  therefore,  that  all  parties 
in  the  House  were  equally  interested  in 
asserting  the  principle  he  was  labouring 
to  have  settled.     He  might  say  at  once 
that  he  admired  the  principle  of  Local 
Government  as  much  as  any  Englishman 
cuuld  do  ;  but  he  was  not  disposed  to 
say  that,  wherever  it  was  practicable, 
all  Local    Government    should  be  cen- 
tralized in  a  Corporation,  or  in  a  set  of 
Improvement   Commissioners.      In    all 
Lxal  Government  he  thought  that,  j)er 
if,  when  a  case  was  made  out  for  tho 
jurisdiction  of  the  local  authorities,  that 
jurisdiction  should  be  the  same  in  all  tlie 
localities,    and    that   in    one   locality  a 
different  principle  should  not  be  acted 
upon  from  that  which  prevailed  in  tlio 
rest  of  the  country.     He  entertained  the 
highest  respect  for  the  corporate  bodies 
that  were  established  all  over  the  King- 
dom, and  he  had  no  desire   either   to 
thwart  or  to  mortify  them  in  any  legiti- 
mate object  thej  might  have  at  heart. 
At  the  same   time,   he  was  of  opinion 
that  all  matters    connected  with  Local 
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Government  should  receive  full  discus- 
sion and  be  fully  threshed  out.  If  the 
questions  involved  in  the  present  Bills 
had  been  completely  and  fully  discussed, 
first  before  the  Corporations  themselves, 
and  then  before  the  central  authorities, 
there  would  have  been  less  occasion  for 
him  to  raise  any  objection ;  but  the 
House  would  see  that,  in  the  form  in 
which  legislation  of  this  kind  acted — 
namely,  in  the  shape  of  a  Private  Bill, 
it  acquired  the  status  of  a  Statute, 
and  the  matters  prescribed  in  it 
went  down  from  the  Legislature,  not 
to  be  debated  in  the  Town  Council, 
and  ordered  as  it  thought  fit,  but  to 
become  at  once  the  future  rule  of 
right  in  the  locality.  If  anyone  said — 
"Why  is  this  the  Jaw?  Is  the  law  so 
severe  as  this?  I  certainly  was  not 
aware  of  it ;  "  he  was  answered  at  once 
by  the  assertion — **It  is  the  law,  and 
therefore  you  must  obey  it."  If  any 
question  arose  which  was  a  matter  of 
doubt,  and  it  could  be  made  a  ques- 
tion of  discussion  and  discretion  upon 
which  the  full  collective  representa- 
tive capacity  of  the  borough  could  be 
called  into  play,  he  should  have  very 
little  to  say;  but  that  was  not  the 
case.  These  Bills  proposed  to  alter 
the  law  in  various  ways.  They  placed 
very  arbitrary  powers  in  the  hands  of 
certain  local  officers,  and  they  empowered 
such  officers,  from  the  time  the  Bills  left 
that  House,  to  exercise  the  powers  con- 
ferred upon  them  in  a  most  arbitrary 
manner,  without  providing  any  power 
of  supervision  over  them.  No  doubt  a 
Corporation  was  a  fit  body  to  form  a 
judgment  upon  many  matters  that  arose 
within  its  precincts,  and  such  matters 
would  probably  be  well  threshed  out 
before  they  were  determined  upon.  Par- 
liament had  already  conft^rred  upon  the 
local  authorities  very  large  powc^rs  in 
respect  of  the  arrangement  of  buildings, 
the  question  of  police,  the  employment 
of  hacknoy  carriages,  and  a  number  of 
other  matters.  But  thoy  were  matters 
that  had  been  well  ascertained  years 
ago,  and  were  regulated  by  such  l*ul)lic 
Acts  as  the  Towns  Improvements  Acts, 
the  Towns  Police  Acts,  and  the  like, 
which  formed  the  best  authority  at  this 
moment  for  the  general  legislation  of 
the  country.  Parliament  had  laid  duwn 
a  rule  that  upon  certain  questions  the 
legislation  of  the  country  should  be 
general.     The   varying   way    in    which 
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these  powers  were  inserted  in  Local  Acts 
was  an  evidence  that  they  were  liable 
to  adoption  in  a  capricious  manner.     If 
there  happened   to   be    a   particularly 
active    Chairman    of   Committee,    who 
thought  that  a  certain  view  might  be 
permitted,  although  it  might  be  capable 
of    a  most    arbitrary    application,   his 
whim  was  generally  gratified.  The  pro- 
priety of  fidlowing  the  local  law  to  be 
altered  in  this  manner  came  before  the 
House,  upon  such  Bills  as  these,  with 
very  great  force.     They  were  now  about 
to  discuss  a  proposal,  in  regard  to  which 
they  had    been   talking   amone  them- 
selves  for  some  years,  and   wnioh    at 
length   was  about  to    assume   a   more 
practical  form — namely,  whether  or  not 
the  House  should  refer  all  such  matters 
to   a  Grand  Committee.     And    yet  it 
seemed  to  have  been  their  practice  of 
late  to  refer  matters  of  great  and  vital 
interest  connected  with  Local   Govern- 
ment to  some  five  Gentlemen  sitting  up- 
stairs, who  settled  such  questions  as  a 
Select  Committee  in  a  manner  in  which 
probably  they  never  would  have  been 
settled  if  they  had  been  brought  before 
a  Grand  Committee,  or  discussed  in  open 
debate  in  the  House.  He  had  very  little 
doubt  in  his  own  mind  that  the  House, 
as  a  collective  body,  would  never  have 
consented  to  some  of  the  decisions  which 
had  been   arrived   at    by   these    small 
select  tribunals.     He  came  now  to  an- 
other point.  Having  treated  the  subject, 
to  some  extent,  from  a  general  point  of 
view,  he  came  to  the  particular  class  of 
complaints  he  had  to  make  against  the 
provisions  of  the  Bills  now  before  the 
House.     The  House  would,  of  course, 
remember  that  there   were  Acts  of  a 
wide  and  general  application  applying 
to  the  whole  of  the  country.     For  in- 
stance,  there   was  the    Public   Health 
Act.     But  these  Bills  gave  a  particular 
form    of    administration    to    that  Act, 
apart  from  that  which  the  Statute  itself 
gave,  notwithstanding  that  the  Act  was 
passed  after  the  deliberative  wisdom  of 
the  House  had   been   brought  to  bear 
upon  it.     Parliament  not  only  laid  down 
the  general  law,  but  deliberately  defined 
the  extent  to  which  sanitary  precautions 
and  regulations  in  regard  to  infectious 
diseases  should  be  carried  ;  and  yet  of 
late    a  number    of   Private  Bills  had 
been  introduced,   some  of  which  were 
Buocessful  last  Session,  in  which  other 
and  different  regulations  had  been  au- 1 
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thorized.  This  was  a  fiaot  yeiy  greatly 
to  be  deplored.  He  did  not  know  who 
was  responsible  for  it ;  but  he  hoped  to 
hear  some  g^od  reason  assigned  for  tH- 
lowing  these  extraordinary  provisions  to 
appear  in  a  Private  Bill.  He  was  in- 
formed,  that  one  or  two  of  the  provisions 
sanctioned  last  year  were  of  so  arbitrary 
a  character  that  the  local  authorities 
intrusted  with  them  had  not  dared  to 
carry  them  into  effect.  It  was  a  most 
serious  matter  to  allow  the  inhabitants 
of  any  locality  to  be  oppressed  by  enact- 
ments so  arbitrary  that  there  was  great 
fear,  if  they  were  attempted  to  be 
carried  out  to  the  full  extent,  a  riot 
would  be  provoked.  He  should  not 
feel  at  all  surprised  if,  in  some 
of  the  large  towns,  an  attempt  to  en- 
force some  of  the  sections  of  Private 
Acts  to  which  his  attention  had  been 
called  should  provoke  a  display  of  anger 
which  it  would  be  difficult  to  conciliate. 
He  therefore  asked  the  House  to  pause 
before  it  allowed  further  legislation  of 
this  description.  The  questions  dealt 
with  by  the  Public  Health  Act  were 
treated  of,  and  amplified,  in  this  man- 
ner. For  instance,  the  notification  of 
diseases  was  one  of  the  subjects  in 
regard  to  which  these  Private  Bills 
proposed  to  add  new  clauses  to  the 
Public  Health  Act,  notwithstanding  the 
fact  that  there  were  at  this  moment 
three  public  measures  before  the  House 
awaiting  deliberation  upon  the  self-same 
subject.  Whenever  an  opportunity  was 
afforded  for  discussing  them,  a  very  con- 
siderable contest  would  be  provoked; 
and  he  wanted  to  know  by  what  autho- 
rity a  mere  Select  Committee  on  a  Pri- 
vate Bill  should  be  allowed  to  dispose 
of  such  questions,  seeing  that  the  House 
itself  was  anxiously  awaiting  an  oppor- 
tunity of  dealing  with  them.  Surely  it 
was  a  most  objectionable  practice,  in 
such  important  matters,  to  permit  a 
serious  alteration  or  addition  to  the 
general  law  of  the  land  to  pass  through 
a  Select  Committee  of  the  House,  pro- 
bably unchallenged,  and  without  oppo- 
sition or  discussion.  He  thought  the 
House  ought  to  be  protected  by  its  own 
officials  against  Parliamentary  sanction 
beinfi^  given,  without  the  knowledge  qf 
the  body  of  the  House,  to  the  eccen- 
tricities of  local  bodies  in  derogation  of 
the  law  of  the  land,  animated  by  a 
desire  to  make  the  people  happy  through 
the  aid  of  the  policeman  and  local  medi- 
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One  oUnue  in  theBOlnow 
unmbled  fha  Cbrpo- 
sopplenieiit  tii#  OontsgioiiB 
(AiftnuJa)  Aofc  of  1878  bj 
■dras  lije-laws  toot  th«  regnlatioii  <n 
UiiM»  eomhada^  and  milUhopB.  Pkur- 
BMMBft  had  alzMdy  gi^en  to  the  Frivr 
OmmA  mflh  powers  m  were  deemed 
Mb  to  failnut  to  a  gtesi  paUio  bodj 
iwBWMiWfi  for  its  Mtunie  under  spe- 
mi  Imffia&m, ;  and  jrefe  in  the  pre- 
nat  Bula  tlna  looal  anuioritiee  aMiuned 
to  ftemaelTaa  the  lig^t  to  finm  in 
^HM  with  tfaeir  own  indrridnal 
aa  to  ancli  matten  in  diflbrent 


fitli  of  the   oonntiy.    The  propoeal 
vai  thai    Fteliament    ihoiild  oonfer 

Kthaeo  looal  bodies  the  power 
f**"g  the  Atnatioii  and  arrange- 
ante  of  oowaheds  and  inilkshops»  ud 
Hgnhtifig  TaTJtTHS  mattan  a^ppaJ^^iiiiiig 
tittaa^^^of  milk.  AUuese  powers 
ws  to  be  taken  oat  of  the  hands  of  the 
•aitesl  anttionty  and  placed  in  those  of 
hnl  bodies;  and  not  only  so,  bat  the 
OMting  poven  were  to  be  greadj  en- 
h»d.  Me  wanted  to  know  b j  what 
ssnoiilj  a  mere  Sdeot  Oommittee  np- 
ilsiiB  waa  empowered  to  sanotion  suoh 
inporlaat  altsiations  of  the  general  law? 
He  flioog^t  it  woold  be  preferable  for 
die  House  to  refbse  the  proposed  legis- 
lation, and  to  strengthen  the  hands  of 
the  PHtj  Coondly  so  that  it  might  act 
as  an  intermediate  strainer,  as  it  were, 
between  the  Legialatare  and  the  fancies 
•nd  vagaries  of  Town  Councils  in  dero- 
gstion  of  the  law  of  the  land.  No  such 
extensiye  powers  should  be  intrusted  to 
any  droomscribed  locality.  His  oonten- 
turn  was  that  in  carrying  out  such  legis- 
lation they  were  allowing  local  bodies 
to  steal  a  march  upon  Parliament,  and 
thst  it  ought  not  to  be  allowed.  He 
would  contrast  London  with  these  Pro- 
▼indal  towns.  London  had  large  powers; 
bat  he  woold  undertake  to  prove  that 
they  were  more  moderate  than  most  of 
those  which  tiieee  Town  Ck)uncilB  had 
aaked  for,  and  obtoined.  How  was 
it,  then,  that  London  had  been  more 
moderate  in  ito  demands  ?  It  was  be- 
cause  the  Acto  which  applied  to  London 
vne  public,  and  were  obliged  to  be 
iA§ied.  They  had  been  debated,  and 
had  beoi  adopted  by  Parliament  with 
fan  knowledge.  Hence  it  arose  that  any 
tttisoidinary  power  speedily  reached 
fta  eye  of  somebody,  and  was  rejected 
if  it  were  considered  of  an  arbitrary 


oharacter.  Some  of  these  Bills  entered 
into  the  question  of  police,  and  created 
entirely  new  offences.  Some  of  the 
okuises  would,  he  thouflfat,  make  the 
hair  of  some  hon.  MemWs  stand  on 
end  if  they  read  them.  Tliere  were  not 
only  clauses  affecting  public  healtli  and 
oontai^us  diseases  in  animals,  but  desl- 
ing  with  plaoee  of  public  entertainment, 
the  regulation  of  .pawnbroldng,  and 
electric  lighting.  In  regard  to  most  of 
these  purposes  there  were  Acts  of  Par- 
liament <n  a  public  nature  and  of  a 
stringent  character  already  in  force ;  and 
aU  he  ventured  to  submit  was  that  the 
House  should  refuse,  with  its  eyes  open, 
to  intrust  fresh  powers  to  these  Oor^ 
rations.  The  best  way  ot  dealing  with 
such  extraordinary  proposals  would  be 
to  adopt  the  preoeaent  already  set  in 
connection  with  the  Private  Bills  which 
had  been  introduced  in  regard  to  electric 
lighting.  Everybody  knew  that  electric 
lighting  was  a  matter  of  great  public 
ooncem,  and  that  it  was  only  fit  and 
proper  that  some  Act  of  a  seneral  cha- 
racter should  be  passed.  Accordingly, 
his  light  hon.  Fnend  who  represented 
the  l&ard  of  Trade  (Mr.  Chamberlain) 
had  come  forward,  as  it  was  his  duty  to 
do,  and  said  at  once — *  *  These  are  matters 
of  public  importance,  and  should  receive 
the  attention  of  the  Government  and  the 
responsible  authorities,  in  order  to  pre- 
vent hasty  and  improper  legislation. 
Therefore,  we  propose  that  the  progpress 
of  these  Bills  should  be  stayed,  in  order 
that  time  may  be  afforded  for  deciding 
upon  some  general  principle  to  apply  to 
them."  He  ventured  to  tnink  that  the 
Department  had  taken  a  proper  coursCi 
and  that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
President  of  the  Board  of  Trade  deserved 
credit  for  his  prompt  action  in  the  mat- 
tor.  If  any  other  course  had  been  taken, 
the  public  would  have  been  left  quite 
unprotected.  Some  of  the  provisions 
contained  in  the  Bills  now  under  discus- 
sion n>ecially  affected  the  artizan  classes. 
The  House  would  be  aware  that  when 
all  the  means  of  warning  the  inhabit- 
ants of  a  district  were  gone  through, 
the  means  at  present  provided  for 
making  public  all  the  changes  proposed 
by  a  Private  JBill,  they  did  little  te  in- 
form the  artizan  classes  what  the  Legis- 
lature was  providing  for  them  in  the 
shape  of  arbitrary  restrictions.  Of  course, 
the  plea  put  forward  for  the  restrictions 
was  that  of  securing  the  public  bea\l\i— 
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e,ff,f  the  preyention  of  the  spread  of  in- 
fectious diseases.  But  it  struck  him 
that  Parliament  had  already  well  con- 
sidered that  question,  and  there  had  been 
a  general  manifestation  of  opinion  that 
much  must  be  left  to  the  individual 
action  of  the  members  of  the  commu- 
nity. It  was  felt  that  they  must  be 
trusted  to  take  precautions  for  their  own 
safety,  because  otherwise  it  would  be 
urged  that  the  result  would  be  to  place 
the  whole  population  under  the  eye  of 
the  police  and  the  medical  officers.  No 
one  would  object  to  that  if  it  had  not  a 
tendency  to  create  a  feeling  of  apathy 
and  indifference.  When  infection  oroke 
out  and  disease  became  prevalent,  the 
public,  instead  of  having  been  taught  to 
take  precautions  for  their  own  safety  and 
preservation,  would  look  round  for  the 
medical  officer  or  the  policeman  to  go  to 
their  aid.  The  way  in  which  the  artizan 
classes  were  informed  under  the  present 
Bill  of  the  manner  in  which  their 
liberty  was  about  to  be  affected  was  this. 
An  advertisement  was  inserted  in  the 
local  paper  to  the  effect  that  a  meeting 
was  about  to  be  held  under  the  Borough 
Funds  Act,  to  take  into  consideration  a 
Bill  for  lighting  the  streets  with  gas,  or 
for  improving  the  sewage,  and  ''for 
other  purposes."  In  that  way  the 
watchfulness  of  everybody  in  the  place 
was  lulled,  for  tlio  ino.^t  part,  to  sleep  ; 
and  if  no  inquiry  was  made  as  to  what 
was  proposed  to  be  the  nature  of  the 
legislation,  the  artizan  might  ultimately 
find  himself  interfered  with  in  his  per- 
sonal liberty,  and  in  his  home  comforts, 
in  a  hundred  different  ways.  He  was 
liable  to  find  himself,  all  of  a  sudden, 
placed  entirely  at  the  beck  and  call  of 
the  policeman,  who  would  simply  tell 
him  that  he  had  incurred  a  fine  of  40«. 
One  great  objection  to  all  this  kind  of 
legislation  was  this.  A  man  who  had 
been  labouring  in  London  went  down  to 
live,  for  instance,  in  one  of  the  great 
manufacturing  centres.  In  London  he 
was  practically  free  from  vexatious  in- 
terference or  restraint,  and  he  was  all 
the  happier  for  it ;  but  because  he  sought 
to  change  his  residence  for  the  privilege 
of  living  in  one  of  these  large  towns,  he 
found  himself  incurring  a  penalty  of 
£5  on  the  right,  and  £10  on  the  left,  for 
the  infraction  of  laws  he  had  never 
heard  of.  As  the  House  must  itself  be 
responsible  for  the  enactment  of  these 
arbitrary  po were,  he  was  anxious  to  show 
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how  much  importance  Parliament  had 
attached  to  proteotive  and  precautionary 
measures  before  sanctioning  any  legis- 
lation of  the  kind.  In  the  case  of  Ire- 
land there  was  a  distinct  Standing  Order 
of  the  House  that,  before  proyimoni 
such  as  these  were  introduced  into  any 
Bill,  a  certificate  must  be  obtained  bj 
the  promoters  from  the  Local  Govern- 
ment Board,  stating  that  they  were  in- 
troduced with  their  approval,  and  upon 
their  advice.  There,  again,  they  had  a 
public  body  made  responsible  for  the 
nature  of  the  Bill  that  was  introdaced, 
and  some  precautions,  at  any  rate,  were 
taken  against  improper  procedure.  No- 
thing of  the  kind  was  done  in  reg^ard  to 
the  present  Bills.  He  would  take  the 
Acorington  Bill  as  a  test.  The  House 
would  remember  that  he  had  referred  to 
the  Public  Health  Act.  He  contended 
that  that  Act  went  as  far  in  the  direc- 
tion of  interfering  with  the  life  of  a 
family,  with  home  existence,  and  with 
the  arrangement  of  the  dwellings  of  the 
people  as  Parliament  could  desire,  or, 
at  any  rate,  was  disposed  to  intrust,  to 
any  local  authority.  In  the  first  place, 
he  would  direct  attention  to  Part  13 
of  the  Accring^n  Bill,  which  related 
to  sanitary  arrangements.  It  stated 
that— 

'*  For  the  purposes  of  this  Act,  the  expresnon 
*  infectious  oiseafles,'  means  and  includes  all  or 
any  of  the  following  diseases  (that  is  to  say, 
small-pox,  cholera,  scarlet  fever,  scarlatina, 
diphtheria,  typhus  fever,  enteric  or  typhoid 
fever,  and  puerperal  fever).*' 

'*  The  Corporation  may,  from  time  to  time, 
order  public  or  private  schools  situated  in 
neighbourhoods  affected  by  any  infectious  dis- 
eases to  be  temporarily  closed  or  suspended.** 

What   did  "Corporation"   mean?     It 

Erobably  meant  the  Corporation  as  a 
ody,  or  the  active  Chairman  of  a  Com- 
mittee, to  which  the  question  of  public 
health  was  referred.  The  Bill  went  on 
to  say — 

**  The  Corporation  may  order  any  shop,  dairy, 
or  other  place,  for  the  sale  of  beverages  by  re- 
tail, or  for  the  sale  or  storage  of  provisions,  or 
of  clothing  or  other  articles  liable  to  communi. 
cate  or  retain  infection,  or  any  common  lodging 
house,  to  be  temporarily  closed  whenever,  from 
the  appearance  of  infectious  disease  therein,  or 
in  rooms  connected  therewith,  such  action  ap- 
pears to  the  Corporation  to  bo  necessary ;  and 
may  take  all  sucn  means  as  seem  to  them  desir- 
able for  preventing  the  entrance  of  the  public 
therein,  or  the  issue  therefrom  of  food,  cloth- 
ing, or  any  of  the  artiolei  Qr  matters  afore- 
said." 
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"  Any  person  who  shall  wilfully  offend  against 
this  enactment  shall  for  every  such  offence  be 
liable  to  a  penalty  not  exceeding  ten  pounds." 

He  observed,  further,  that — 

"The  Corporation  shall  pay  to  every  regis- 
tered medical  practitioner  who  shall,  in  pur- 
suance of  this  section,  duly  make  and  give  any 
such  certificate  or  declaration,  a  fee  of  one  shil- 
ling for  each  such  certificate,  i>ut  only  one  such 
certificate  need  bo  given,  and  only  one  such 
fee  shall  bo  payable  within  an  interval  of  thirty 
days  to  the  same  medical  practitioner  in  re- 
spect of  the  same  disease  occurring  in  the  same 
building." 

Certainly  the  amount  fixed  in  the  Ae- 
erington Bill  was  not  large  ;  but  in  most 
of  these  Bills  the  medical  officer  was  not 
satisfied  with  a  fee  of  !«.,  but  was  to  re- 
ceive as  much  as  2«.  6^.  The  matter 
might  be  looked  upon  as  a  very  small 
one ;  but  he  objected  to  the  substitution 
of  any  such  provisions  for  that  which 
the  wisdom  and  experience  of  Parlia- 
ment had  laid  down  as  the  general  law 
of  the  land.  The  Bill  went  on  to  pro- 
vide that  other  diseases  might  be  de- 
clared to  come  within  the  supervision  of 
the  medical  officer  of  health.  Clause 
192  said— 

**  The  Corporation  may  from  time  to  time  by 
resolution,  on  the  report  of  the  medical  officer 
of  health,  order  that  measles,  German  measles, 
erysipelas,  whooping  cough,  or  splenic  fever, 
and  (with  the  sanction  of  the  Local  Govern- 
ment Board)  any  infectious  or  contagious  disease 
other  than  those  specifically  mentioned  in  this 
Act,  shall  be  deemed  to  bo  "an  infectious 
disease  within,  and  subject  to  the  provisions  of, 
this  Act." 

There  could  be  no  doubt  that  the  Medi- 
cal Profession  possessed  a  fascinating 
power  in  being  able  to  use  scientific 
terms  and  phrases  which  were  sugges- 
tive of  death  ;  and  by  that  means  they 
not  un frequently  arrested  and  over- 
powered a  man's  judgment,  and  com- 
pelled him  to  accept  their  intervention. 
He  did  not  think  that  Parliament  should 
— at  any  rate  without  special  deliberation 
and  discussion — consent  to  grant  to  any 
medical  officer  such  arbitrary  powers. 
Then,  by  the  196th  section,  it  was 
directed  that — 

"  The  provisions  contained  in  Sections  116  to 
119,  inclusive,  of  the  Public  Health  Act,  1876, 
shall  extend  and  apply  to  all  articles  sold  or 
exposed  for  sale,  or  deposited  in  any  place  for 
the  purpose  of  sale  or  of  preparation  for  sale 
within  uie  borough,  and  intended  for  the  food 
of  man.** 

The  Public  Health  Act  stopped  short  at 
oertain  well-known  articles  of  food.    It 


stopped  short  at  animal  meat,  poultry, 
game,  fish,  vegetables,  fruit,  bread, 
flour,  and  com  meal.  But  this  section 
proposed  to  take  the  whole  range  of  our 
food  supply,  and  to  include  the  whole 
number  of  articles  sold,  or  exposed  for 
sale  as  food.  He  did  not  propose  to 
argue  the  question  at  length.  He  would 
simply  point  out  that  the  Public  Health 
Act  was  drawn  up  with  great  care,  and  in 
the  provisions  which  it  contained  precise 
limits  were  laid  down ;  and  if  Parhament 
in  a  general  Act  refrained  from  giving 
power  to  the  local  authorities  which 
would  enable  them  to  interfere  with  a 
man's  liberty  and  freedom  of  action, 
surely  Parliament  ought  not  now  to  be 
called  upon  to  extend  the  provisions  of 
the  Public  Health  Act,  and  to  confer 
these  extraordinary  powers  by  a  mere 
clause  in  a  Private  Bill.  He  came  next 
to  the  197th  section  of  the  Bill.  That 
section  gave  further  powers  for  the  re- 
moval to  the  hospital  of  infected  persons. 
It  said — 

**  On  the  certificate  of  the  medical  officer  of 
health  of  the  borough  or  other  legally  qnalified 
medical  practitioner  that  any  person  within  the 
borough  is  suffering  from  any  dangerous  infec- 
tious oisease,  and  is  without  projier  lodging  or 
accommodation  enabling  the  case  to  be  properly 
isolated,  so  as  to  prevent  the  spread  of  the 
disease,  or  to  be  properly  treated,  the  Corpora- 
tion may  give  notice  to  the  head  of  the  family 
(resident  in  the  same  building)  to  which  the 
person  is  suffering  belongs  requiring  the  removal 
forthwith  of  such  person  to  any  hospital  be- 
longing to  them  or  under  their  control :  Pro* 
vided,  that  if  there  is  no  such  head  of  the 
family,  or  if  such  head  of  the  family  is  absent 
from  the  borough,  or  cannot  be  found,  such  no- 
tice may  be  given  to  the  person  so  suffering." 

Now,  that  section  placed  a  man  living 
amongst  his  family  entirely  under  the 
arbitrary  control,  not  only  of  the  medical 
officer  of  health,  but  of  any  legally 
qualified  medical  pr£u;titioner  who  might 
give  a  certificate ;  and  in  the  event  of  a 
certificate  being  given,  then  the  Oorpo- 
ration  was  empowered  to  g^ve  notice  to 
the  head  of  the  family,  requiring  him  to 
remove  the  sufferer  forthwith  to  any 
hospital  belonging  to  them  or  under  their 
control.  He  Knew  it  was  pleaded  that 
the  local  authorities  were  animated  by 
the  best  intentions  in  desiring  to  have 
these  powers ;  that  they  were  to  apply 
to  everybody  for  their  own  g^ood,  and 
for  the  good  of  the  community  gene- 
rally, and  that  the  authorities  were 
only  asking  for  the  power  conferred 
by  the   clause  without   intending,   in 
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Lviditue,  it 
■ak  ttfaitmj 


to  mfmSL  thamMlres  of 

it    ]t«t  mnlj  thflce  was  iometliiiig 

m  fl»  aatara  of  TwponribiKty  attaoh- 

■1  to  Am  pocwnt^     Bomo  ooiuidom- 

tin  wf^  to  bo  paid  to  the  rights 

•f  iho  mmilj;  and  no  Cbrporadon  or 

mtikgl  prae&tionor  should  he  intrneted 

vidittoarfaitraiirjpowerof  doiiigwhat 

At  pewing  of  due  IKII  woidd  enable 

An  to  do.    TholimitetioiiofthePab- 

faHiehlfcAet  in  this  leepeot  wae  eon- 

pioof  thaty  in  the  opinum  of  the 

u  not  desirable  to  enact 

jnronsionB.    The  powers 

rftihe  loeal  anlaorities  and  medical  offi- 

MS   veso   ciienmsoribed   within  mo- 

IvUbiIs;  bat,  if  the  Aeorington  iBill 

i«e  psasnfl  in  itsprasent  sbpe,  any 

iMbsr  of  that  Honse,  ererr  i^emon 

Mnatiiig  to  the  weaUhiesI  and  hig^iest 

dsH  of  sosieCj,  if  he  happened  to  live 

m  oae  of  these  boronghsy  and,  in  the 

qUon   of   the   uiedioal   offloer,    was 

mBmag  ftom  a  dangerous  or  infeetioiis 

diiassu,  and  not  properly  isolated,  miffht 

bi  tdmi  away  ^m  the  midst  of  his 

tmS^t  who  were  nnrsinff  him,  and  re- 

■sni  to  a  hospital  belonging  to  the 

Onpomtion*  or  under  their  oootroL  By 

Aseiswiseof  arident  set,  the.Oorpo- 

ittkm  or  medioal  officer  were  empowered 

to  do  ezaedy  as  they  pleased  with  him. 

Here,  again,  he  might  hare  the  assur- 

anee  that    such    things   neyer    would 

be  done.      His  answer  was  that   the 

BOl    rendered    them    possible    to    be 

done,  and  he  altogether  objected  to  the 

poHibility.     In  no  case  would  he  have 

any  objection  to  the  use  of  persuasion 

in  oonTincing  poor  people  that  they  were 

not  poperly  attended,  and  that  it  would 

be  better  to  remove  them  to  a  place 

where  they  would  be  properly  cared  for. 

That  would  be  infinitely  preferable  to 

the  Tiolence  and  cruelty  done  to  their 

feeliDga,  and  to  those  of  their  relatives, 

bj  putting  in  force  an  arbitrary  power 

of  removaL     He  believed  that  in  many 

CUM  the  idea  of  the  danger  of  infection 

WIS  much  exaggerated.     He  was  corro- 

bonted  in  that  assertion  by  the  testi- 

OKmy  of  the  Medical  Frofeseion  itself. 

^  medical  statement  was  that  three 

or  four  persons  might  be  shut  up  in  a 

boQie  with  one  who  was  infected,  and 

7H  not  one  of  them  would  take  the  in> 

fc&n.    No  doubt,  it  was  equally,  and, 

P»bH*»  more  probable  that  they  would ; 

^  be  protested  in  such  a  matter  against 

•■  W«il  being  made  to  the  House,  to 


extract  from  its  fears  in  regard  to  the 
dangers  of  infeotion  such  exceptional 
and  extraordinarv  powers.  He  came 
now  to  the  end  of  the  provisions  of  the 
Bill,  and  the  only  dause  he  wished  to 
refer  to  was  the  190th,  which  said— 

**  The  Corporation,  for  the  better  prevention 
of  the  fpreaa  of  infectioiii  diaeasee,  may  from 
time  to  time  make  bye-lawa  witJi  leepeot  to 
dairiea,  oowaheda,  and  millnhopa,  for  all  or 
any  of  the  following  purpoaee  (tnat  is  to  lay) : 
For  reffulatixu;  the  mtnation  and  arrangements 
thtteof ;  the  mcpeotion  thereof  by  an  offioer  of 
the  Ooorporation  at  all  reasonable  times;  for 
insuring  the  puity  of  the  water  supply 
thereof. ' 

The  words  **  for  regulating  the  mtuation 
and  arrangements  thereof"  conferred 
entirely  new  powers  of  a  very  wide  cha- 
racter ;  and,  if  they  were  inserted  in  the 
Bill,  the  Corporation  of  Accrington  would 
in  fhtore  have  a  right  to  say  with 
regard  to  dairies,  cowsheds,  and  milk- 
shops,  even  where  a  man  had  an  estab- 
liahed  business — "Yon  must  remain  here 
no  longer.  Ton  must  give  up  your  busi- 
ness and  remove  to  some  other  part  of 
the  town."  The  section  was  entirely 
in  conflict  with  41  ft  42  FicLt  under 
which  the  Privy  Oounoil  might  autho- 
rise the  local  authority  to  mue  regula- 
tions. He  could  understand  such  a  pro- 
vision as  that,  because  it  insured  that 
the  regulations  were  carried  Into  effect 
under  the  authority  of  a  responsible 
body  entitled  to  the  confidence  of  the 
public.  There  were  other  matters  con- 
tained in  the  Bill  which  he  would  not 
weary  the  House  by  specifying,  except 
Clause  216,  which  related  to  the  keep- 
ing of  disorderly  houses,  and  provided 
that— 

'*  If  any  person  keeps  or  acts  or  assists  in  the 
management  of  a  brothel  or  other  disorderly 
house,  room,  or  other  place,  he  shall  be  liable 
to  a  penalty  not  exceeding  ten  pounds,  or,  in 
the  discretion  of  the  justice  before  whom  he  is 
convicted,  to  be  imprisoned,  with  or  without 
hard  labour,  for  any  term  not  exceeding  six 
months.*' 

There  were  many  more  clauses  of  the 
same  kind,  against  which  he  protested 
that  they  were  monstrously  arbitrary; 
and  he  did  trust  that  they  would  be  ex- 
cised from  the  Bill.  He  might  add  that  one 
of  the  Bills — that  for  Manchester — pro- 
posed to  deal  with  children  styled  ''street 
Arabs" — a  matter  which,  no  doubt,  de- 
manded the  inquiry  of  the  House,  but 
ought  not  to  be  regulated  by  the  inser- 
tion of  a  stray  clause  in  a  Privato  au4 
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Local  Bill.  The  subject  was  not  dealt 
with  in  the  Accrington  Bill  now  under 
the  consideration  of  the  House ;  and  he 
only  mentioned  the  circumstance  by  way 
of  illustrating  his  argument  in  reference 
to  the  curious  category  of  promiscuous 
subjects  that  were  now-a-days  sought  to 
be  brought  within  the  scope  of  Private 
Bill  legislation.  The  proposal  he  re- 
ferred to  was  one  that  would  alter  the 
Factory  Acts.  It  was  a  proposal  to 
deal  with  the  case  of  vagrant  chil- 
dren ;  and,  in  the  first  place,  he  was 
told  that  similar  powers  were  already 
conferred  upon  the  local  authorities  in 
Scotland.  That,  however,  was  no  justifi- 
cation, because,  to  his  mind,  some  of  the 
Scotch  proceedings  were  of  an  exceed- 
ingly arbitrary  character  ;  and  the  fact 
that  certain  powers  were  given  to  the 
local  authorities  in  Scotland  by  no  means 
modified  or  did  away  altogether  with 
his  disinclination  to  adopt  similar  pro- 
visions in  England.  But  the  clause 
to  which  he  referred  in  one  of  the 
present  Bills  very  much  exceeded  even 
the  Scotch  law.  It  gave  power  to  take 
up  any  children  who  might  be  found 
in  the  streets  selling  newspapers  and 
endeavouring  to  earn  a  few  pence  in 
order  to  supply  themselves  with  food. 
The  Bill  gave  power  to  the  local  authori- 
ties to  take  up  such  children  and  put  them 
in  some  place  where,  it  was  imagined, 
they  would  be  better  cared  for  and 
looked  after.  But  he  was  satisfied  that 
the  House  would  look  upon  the  question 
in  a  very  different  spirit.  He  had  no 
doubt  that  every  benevolent  person  would, 
if  it  were  possible,  consent  to  a  proposal 
to  this  extent — that  if,  for  instance,  the 
children  of  Manchester  were  found  in 
the  streets  after  dark,  at  a  later  hour 
than  was  considered  to  be  consistent 
with  their  tender  years,  hungry  and 
unwashed,  they  should  be  taken  care 
of  by  the  police,  fed,  washed,  and 
put  to  bed.  But  the  proposal  now 
made  was  to  take  from  the  parent  his 
right  to  derive  any  assistance  from  the 
labour  of  his  child,  or  if  a  child  did 
as  he  was  told,  as  many  children  in  Lon- 
don were  in  the  habit  of  doing,  invest  a 
few  pence  in  the  purchase  of  newspapers 
and  sell  them  at  a  profit,  then  Parlia- 
ment was  to  put  a  stop  to  such  a  pro- 
ceeding by  an  arbitrary  Act  of  legislation. 
At  this  very  moment  the  Legislature  was 
diBcussing  how  the  condition  of  vagrant 
ohildrencouldbebestameliorated.  Atthis 

J/Ts  ffopicocd 


moment  they  found  the  Industrial  Schools 
broken  down ;  at  this  moment  they  were 
referring  all  these  matters  for  diacns- 
sion  before  a  Boyal  Commission;  and 
yet  at  such  a  moment  it  was  seriondy 
proposed  by  some  persons — the  Live^ 
pool   Bill    raised  the    same    question; 
but  the  authorities  had,  on  his  oppo- 
sition, withdrawn  the  clause — ^that  the 
local  authorities   should    be  entrusted 
with  extraordinary  powers    to  enable 
them  to  decide  the  whole  matter.    Upon 
such  an  important  subject  he  contended 
that  it  was  of  national  and  general  im- 
portance that  there  should  be  direct  Fsn 
liamentary  legislation,  and  that  no  Pri- 
vate Bill,  dealing  with  such  matten, 
should  be  passed  in  the  way  now  w^" 
gested.     Having  borne  with  patience, 
more  than  he  deserved,  the  lengthened 
statement  he  had  considered  it  his  dnty 
to  make,  he  trusted  the  House  wonld 
feel  that  he  had  made  out  a  strong  case 
for  the  proposition  he  submitted,  that  in 
future  greater  care  should  be  exercieed 
in  the  supervision  of  Private  Bills  pro- 
moted by  corporate  bodies  and  muniapsl 
authorities  than  was  now  manifested. 
Of  course,  he  was  not  aware  that  theee 
Bills  had  yet  passed  throueh  the  amend- 
ing hands  of  any  of  the  auAiorities  of  the 
House,  and  he  had  made  no  refcfrenoe 
to  the  action  of  those  authorities.    All 
he  had  attempted  was  to  make  out  a  case 
for  the  supervision  and  control  of  the 
House  itself ;  and  he  believed  he  had 
shown  that  the  Bills  now  standing  on  the 
Paper  required  very  material  alteration 
and  amendment.     All  that  it  was  neces- 
sary to  add  was  that  he  had  no  personal 
hostility  to  these  Bills,  and  he  had  no 
desire  to  interfere  with  their  progress, 
except  so  far  as  they  proposed  to  carry 
out  legislative   enactments  that  might 
interfere  with  the  comforts  and  conve- 
nience of  the  people.    In  other  respects 
they  were,  no  doubt,  useful  Bills,  and  he 
had  no  wish  to  oppose  them  or  contribute 
towards  their  rejection.    He  proposed  to 
await  the  discussion  that  would  probably 
take  place  on  the  Amendment  he  was 
about  to  submit,  and  then  to  deal  with  it 
in  the  manner  that  would  be  most  satis- 
factory to  the  House.    If  it  should  be 
necessary  to  persist  with  his  opposition 
to  the  second  reading  of  these  Bills  he 
should  not  shrink  from  doing  so  ;  but  he 
was  willing,  in  conjunction  with  those 
who  were  acting  with  him  in  the  matter, 
to  content  himself  with  a  reasonable 


iproperiT  admitted.  If  it  ehould 
that  ttieae  objectionable  pro- 
lud  been  retained,  he  would 
ly  be  prepared  to  resort  to  every 
ate  and  Parliamentary  means  in 
a  defeat  them  and  prevent  them 
tecoming  law.  He  begged,  in 
ion,  to  move  that  the  Bill  be 
I  aeoond   time  on    that    day   six 

ndment  proposed,  to  leave  out 
rd  "now,  and  at  the  end  of  the 
nt  to  add  the  words  "  upon  this 
months." — {J/r.  Mopwood.) 
tion  proposed,  "  That  the  word 
■tand  part  of  the  Question." 
I.  ASSHETON  OEOSS  :  1  think 
nae  is  very  mnch  indebted  to  the 
id  learned  Gentleman  for  having 
t  this  matter  forward.  I  have  no 
that  no  one  wishes,  in  any  shape 
.,  to  interfere  with  the  desire  of 
at  Corporations  of  the  country  to 
ite  any  Bills  they  think  fit  for  the 
i  ot  providing  for  the  wants  of 
abitanta  of  the  towns  they  repre- 
Bnt  in  this  Bill,  and  in  certain 
liQs  that  are  before  us  at  the  pre- 
nnent,  there  are  undoubtedly  very 
luns  and  penalties  inserted  in 
clansea,  both  in  reference  to 
1  and  also  in  regard  to  infectious 
!  and  other  matters  which  ought 
pother  to  be  left  to  the  judgment 
nomittee  upstairs,  but  which,  in 


that  there  ought  to  be  a  special  Instruc- 
tion fiom  this  House  to  the  Committee 
to  report  to  this  House  on  all  the  par- 
ticular clauses  to  which  objection  is  tasen 
upon  general  grounds.  Further,  there 
ought  to  be  a  distinct  understanding  that 
the  third  reading  of  these  Bills  should 
not  be  taken  until  the  House  hoa  had  an 
opportunity  of  discussing  the  Report  of 
the  Committee,  so  that  the  House  itself 
may  be  able  to  pass  an  opinion  upon  the 
general  principles  involved  in  these  dif- 
ferent measures.  I  venture  to  throw 
this  out  as  a  su^estion  to  the  House 
generally.  I  think  we  shall  save  time 
by  taking  such  a  course,  and  I  also  think 
that  the  object  of  the  hon.  and  learned 
Member  who  has  brought  tho  question 
forward  would  be  obtained  as  much  by 
that  means  as  he  could  expect  by  any 
other.  I  deeply  sympathize  with  all  that 
the  hon.  and  learned  Member  has  stated. 
I  listened  to  his  speech  with  great  atten- 
tion, and  I  think  ne  deserves  the  thanks 
of  the   House   for  the  course   he    has 

Sm'  WILLIAM  HARCOURT:  I 
quite  concur  with  what  the  right  hon. 
Oentleraan   has   said  in  regaid  to  the 

great  utility  of  the  discussion  which  my 
hon.  and  learned  Friend  the  Memberfor 
Stockport  (Mr.  Hopwood)  has  raised. 
But  the  questions  which  he  has  entered 
into  give  rise  to  very  different  considera- 
tions ;  and  we  must  all  feel  how  difficult 
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to  have  special  provisions  which  would 
be  appropriate  to  such  communities,  but 
would  not  necessarily  apply  to  any  other 
parts  of  the  country.     I  think  that  is  a 
reason   why,  under  proper  safeguards, 
you  may  have   a  system  of  local  law 
which  should  be  applicable  to  different 
communities.      I  am,   however,    quite 
certain  that  almost  the  only  alleviation 
of  the  difficulty  in.  which  the  House  is 
now  placed  in  the  transaction  of  Public 
Business  is  to  be  found  in  an  extension 
of  the  principles  of  Local  Government, 
and  in  intrusting  the  various  communi- 
ties with  the  power  of  making  provision 
for  meeting  the  wants  of  the  people. 
But  I  entirely  agree  that  this  matter 
ought  to  be  very  carefully  watched,  and 
that  we  ought  not  to  grant  powers  to 
local  bodies  which  may  become  oppres- 
sive.    It  seems  to  me,  therefore,  that 
the  suggestion  made  by  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  opposite  (Sir  H.   Assheton 
Cross)  is  a  very  excellent  and  satisfactory 
one,  because  it  will  enable  us  to  remit 
to  the  Committee  upstairs  for  careful 
examination  and  consideration  questions 
which  we  cannot  here  undertake  our- 
selves when    the    House    meets  at    4 
o'clock.     When  these  various  matters 
have  been  sifted  upstairs,  and  all  matters 
extracted  from  them  which  involve  gene- 
ral principles,  we  should  bo  in  a  better 
Eosition  to  consider  and   discuss  their 
earing.     I  therefore  hope  that  my  hon. 
and  learned  Friend  will  consent  to  ac- 
cept the  proposal  of  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman opposite.   It  is  one  in  which,  for 
my  part,  I  entirely  concur ;  and  I  think 
there  should  be  an  Instruction  to  the 
Committee  which  may   sit  upon   those 
Bills  in  which  exceptional  powers  are 
contained  that    they   should    make    a 
special  Beport  to  the  House.     I  think 
that  such  a  proposal  will  meet  the  views 
of  my  hon.  and  learned  Friend,  and  will 
relieve  this  House  from  attempting  the 
difficult  task  of  pronouncing  an  opinion 
upon  the  merits  of  these  various  schemes. 

Sir  R.  assheton  CROSS :  I  pro- 
pose, further,  that  these  Bills  should  not 
be  read  a  third  time  until  this  House 
has  had  an  opportunity  of  considering 
the  Report  of  the  Committee. 

SiE  WILLIAM  HARCOURT  :  Cer- 
tainly. 

Mr.  THOMAS  COLLINS  said,  he 
thought  the  House  ought  to  be  grateful 
to  the  hon.  and  learned  Member  for 
Stockport  (Mr.    Hopwood)   for  having 
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brought  these  Bills  under  the  notice  of 
the  House.     He  did  not  think  that  the 
local   authorities  in  different  localities 
should  have  power,  by  inserting  a  few 
clauses  in  a  Private  Bill,  to  alter  the  law 
which  applied  to  the  general  population 
of  the  country.      If  such  a  system  of 
legislation  were  sanctioned  they  might 
have  in  one  town — Leeds  for  instance- 
one  particular  set  of  rules  and  regula- 
tions,  and  in  another  town,   such  as 
Manchester,  where  the  conditions  were 
similar,  a  totally  different  set  of  roles. 
He    was    sorry    that    the    hon.    and 
learned  Member  had  gone  so  far  as  to 
move  the  rejection    of  the    Bill.    He 
thought  the  wiser  course  would  have 
been  to  consult  with  the  promoters  of 
the  Bill,  and  then  to  have  taken  steps  to 
secure  that  some  uniform  course  should 
be  laid  down  by  Parliament  as  to  the 
shape  which  legislation  should  take  in 
regard  to  these  matters.     He  entirely 
objected  to  the  principle  of  allowing  im- 
portant changes  in  the  general  legislation 
of  the  country  to  be  introduced  through 
the  medium  of  Private  Bills,  and  then 
referred  to  a  Select  Committee  npstain 
composed  of  a  few  Gentlemen  necessarily 
holding  different  views  in  regard  to  the 
public  policy  of  the  regulations  recom- 
mended.    The  hon.  and  learned  Member 
had  not  touched  upon  the  question  of 
the  borrowing  powers  contained  in  some 
of  these  Bills ;  and,  therefore,  he  (Mr. 
Collins)  was  desirous  of  saying  a  few 
words  on  that  subject.     He  had  always 
held  strong  opinions  in  reference  to  the 
borrowing  powers  asked  for  by  different 
localities.     He  had  always  held  that  this 
generation   ought  to  pay  for  its  own 
fancies,  and  that  the  money  which  any 
Corporation  sought  to  raise  for  the  pur- 
pose of  improving  its  own  town  ought 
to  be  paid  off  in  30,  40,  or  50  years,  or 
any  other  term  which   the  wisdom  of 
Parliament  might  fix.     Personally,  he 
was  of  opinion  that  30  years  were  quite 
long  enough ;  but  a  Committee  upstairs 
might  feel  disposed  to  fix  a  longer  period. 
The  Aecrington  Bill  proposed  70  years ; 
but  why  should  four  hon.  Gentlemen 
sitting  upstairs  have  the  right  to  say  that 
Aecrington  should  have  the  power  of  bor* 
rowing  money  for  70  years,  while  another 
Committee  sitting,  say,  upon  a  Bolton 
Bill  should  limit  the  power  to  30  years  ? 
In  every  case  of  the  kind  there  ought 
to  be  a  specific  Report  from  the  Com- 
mittee ;  and  it  ought  not  to  be  left  to  any 


ipajsTB  iiKei;  lo  ao  woeo  a  long 
:  repajmeDt  waa  allowed  7  There 
vrj  Hkelihood  that  they  would 

in  a  profligate  expenditure  of 
beMiUae  they  knew  that  as  rate- 
th^  only  had  a  temporary  ezist- 
nd  whatever  the  extraTagsnoe  of 
enditnre,  the  only  question  with 
aa — "  How  little  shall  we  have  to 
IT  by  year  ?"  It  was  not  "  What 
anew  Town  Hall  cost  aa?"  or 

maoh  aball  we  be  r^uiied  to 

on  tbeee  tramwaya?"  But 
can  TO  BO  arrange  matters  as  to 

little  as  we  can  ?  "  Knowing 
ft  period  of  payment  was  far  dia- 
ls looal  aathoritiea  were  alwaya 
or  of  borrowing  ;  and  it  muat  be 
in  mind  that  the  owner  had  no 
I  the  matter,  and  even  if  he  bad, 
spiarB  being  ten  to  one,  any  ob- 
I  he  might  urge  would  not  receive 
(fatsftt  attention.  The  interests  of 
ners  and  of  the  occupiera  were 
r  opposed.  He  had  not  read 
h  the  whole  of  the  64  Bills  which 
ten  deposited,  and  which  intro- 
axoeptional  powers ;  but  he  had 
iron«t  the  Acorington  Bill.  He 
dooDt,  however,  Uiat  all  of  theae 
I  Billa  contained  different  pro- 
ud that  many  of  them  were  of 
uy  character.  The  Accrington 
irided  that  the  annual  iastalments 
>mcip«l  and  interest  of  the  money 
sd  aboold  be  paid  off  in  70  years ; 
then  went  on  to  state  what  the 


never  lo  ue  paia  on ;  ana  among  ine 
works  to  wbiob  the  expenditure  was  to 
be  applied  were  the  erection  of  police 
builainge,  which,  like  all  other  buildings, 
must  in  the  end  decay.  He  confessed 
that  he  had  never  before  heard  of  such  a 
proposition  as  that  contained  in  the 
Blackburn  Bill — namely,  that  the  Cor< 
poration  should  have  the  power  of 
borrowing  without  being  subject  to  any 
proviaion  in  regard  to  repayment.  He 
sincerely  trusted,  if  this  Bill  waa  sent 
to  a  Select  Committee,  that  the  special 
attention  of  the  Committee  would  be 
drawn  to  theae  borrowing  powers,  and 
that  the  House  would  lay  down  definite 
and  clear  instructions  to  the  Committee 
without  attempting  to  shirk  its  responsi- 
bility. The  House  might  lay  down  the 
principle,  within  certain  limits,  that  no 
borrowing  powers  should  be  sanctioned 
which  should  extend  over  a  period  of  30 
or  50  years ;  and  they  ought  not  to  pa^s 
Bills  year  by  year  in  which  these  very 
important  powers  were  made  to  vary  in 
some  cases  from  30  to  40  years,  in 
others  to  100  years,  and  in  others,  like 
Blackburn,  to  perpetuity.  The  principle 
involved  agreat  question  of  publiopolicy, 
which  ought  to  be  decided  by  the  House 
itself,  and  not  by  a  Committee  upstairs. 
He  hoped  that  the  hon.  and  learned  Gen- 
tleman the  Member  for  Stockport  {Mr. 
Hopwood)  would  withdraw  his  Amend- 
ment for  the  rejection  of  the  Bill,  and 
move  instead  that  the  consideration  of 
the  measure  be  Dostoooed  for  twoor  three 
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crution.  It  was  for  the  House  to  lay 
down  the  principles  that  ought  to  guide 
their  decisions. 

Mr.  SCLATER  .  booth  said,  the 
right  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  oppo- 
site (Sir  William  Harcourt)  had  adopted 
the  suggestion  of  the  right  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  South- West  Lancashire  (Sir  R. 
Assheton  Cross)  that  this  Bill  should  be 
allowed  to  go  to  a  Committee  upstairs, 
with  certain  instructions  as  to  what  was 
to  be  done  with  it,  and  with  directions 
to  report  to  the  House.  But  he  (Mr. 
Sclater-Booth)  thought  that  such  an 
Instruction  would  be  of  very  little  use 
unless  the  House  took  care  that  the 
whole  of  these  Bills  went  to  the  same 
Committee,  or,  at  all  events,  be  grouped 
tofi^ether  so  that  they  might  be  con- 
sidered on  some  common  plan  of  super- 
vision. He  thought  that  his  hon.  and 
learned  Friend  below  the  Gangway  (Mr. 
T.  Collins)  made  a  proper  suggestion 
when  he  asked  that  the  consideration  of 
the  whole  of  these  Bills  should  be  delayed 
for  a  fortnight,  and  that  in  the  meantime 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  President 
of  the  Local  Government  Board,  or  the 
Chairman  of  Ways  and  Means,  who 
would,  perhaps,  be  the  most  proper 
person,  should  take  some  step  with  a 
view  to  secure  that  the  Bills  should  be 
grouped  together,  and  the  Committee 
directed  to  present  special  Reports  upon 
them,  and  the  extent  to  which  they  ought 
to  be  allowed  to  interfere  with  the  exist- 
ing public  law.  lie  gathered  from  the 
debate  which  had  taken  place  that  it 
was  proposed  very  materially  to  alter 
and  amend — first,  the  Public  Health 
Act;  secondly,  the  Industrial  Schools 
Act ;  and,  thirdly,  greatly  to  extend  the 
powers  of  borrowing.  It  seemed  to  him 
quite  impossible  to  allow  the  confusion 
to  go  on  which  would  be  introduced  into 
the  general  law  of  the  land  by  sanction- 
ing many  of  the  provisions  contained  in 
these  Private  Bills. 

Mr.  LYON  PLAYFAIR  said,  the 
House  was  indebted  to  the  hon.  and 
learned  Member  for  Stockport  (Mr/ 
Hopwood)  for  having  drawn  attention 
to  the  extravagant  provisions  in  some 
of  the  Local  Bills  of  this  Session.  There 
were  already  24  Local  Acts  contain- 
ing provisions  of  the  kind  which  the 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  had  brought 
under  their  notice;  and  though  many 
of  those  provisions  were  useful,  some 
Lud    been    extravugautly    extended    in 

Mr,  Thomas  CoUius 


the  Bills  promoted  this  year.  H« 
thought  the  proposal  of  tlie  vAk 
hon.  Gentleman  opposite  (Sir  B.  Ain^ 
ton  Cross)  was  a  good  one,  and  em- 
cially  when  coupled  with  the  snggeiboi 
of  the  late  President  of  the  Loinl  Oo- 
vemment  Board  (Mr.  Sclater-Booft)^ 
that  the  Bills  should  be  grouped  to- 
gether and  go  before  one  Committee.  It 
that  were  done  an  lostructioii  might  bi 
prepared,  and  the  Committee  wcmldbs 
able  to  report  generally  as  to  how  far 
the  Acts  were  going  in  the  directioh 
already  sanctioned  by  precedent,  and 
how  far  they  had  the  extravagaiiMl 
pointed  out  by  the  hon.  and  leaned 
Member  for  Stockport,  especially  wiA 
regard  to  police  matters  and  sanitarj 
arrangements.  Mach  good  might  M 
done  in  showing  to  what  extent  the 
House  approved,  or  disapproved,  of  mo- 
posals  for  local  government  which  hal 
been  made  in  the  Bills  of  this  year. 

Mr.  DICK-PEDDIE  said,  there  wti 
an  important  clause  in  some  of  the  Bilk 
to  which  reference  had  not  been  mads; 
it,  nevertheless,  required  very  close  atten- 
tion.    He  had  carefully  read  one  of  the 
Bills,  and  he  found  power  given  to  the 
Corporation,  which,  if  exercised,  would 
amount,  in  many  cases,  to  the  oonfisoa- 
tion  of  one  half  of  the  property  in  a 
borough.     For  instance,  in  the  Dondee 
Bill  power  was  given  to  the  Corporation 
to  prevent  any  person  erecting  tenementa 
or  houses  in  flats  more  than  four  storeys 
high.      Now,    proprietors   had    bonght 
property  entirely  unrestricted,  and  with 
the  intention  of  building  upon  it  to  its 
greatest  extent.  What  would  be  thought 
if  it  were  suggested  that  such  a  restric- 
tion should  be  enforced  in  London,  where 
there  were  so  many  noble  mansions  of 
six  and  seven  storeys  ?  He  need  not  say 
anything  more  to  show  hon.  Members 
what  a  grievous  interference  with  the 
rights  of  property  was  now  proposed. 
No  compensation  was  provided  in  case 
of  such  restrictions  being  enforced  ;  and 
he  hoped   the   House   would  take  the 
matter  he  had  referred  to  into  careful 
consideration   before    assenting   to  the 
passing  of  the  Bills. 

Mr.  BRIGGS  said,  he  only  wanted  to 
interpose  between  the  House  and  its  de- 
cision for  one  moment.  Inasmuch  as 
his  name  appeared  on  the  back  of  the 
Blackburn  Improvement  Bill,  he  miffht 
be  allowed  to  correct  a  misapprehension 
into  which  the  hon.  and  learned  Member 


. 


and  did  sot  intend  to  pay  it 
t  le«st,  there  was  no  provision 
Bill  oonoflming  the  repayment. 
.  Brings)  simplj  wished  to  say 

term  thej  were  allowed  for  re- 
t  vaa  80  years.  Of  oonrBe,  that 
aem  a  lone  time  to  hon.  Mem- 
nt  it  mnat  lie  remembered  that 
forth  of  England  there  were  a 
any  new  commanides  springing 

had  to  spend  enormous  same  of 

•lid  it  would  be  distiaotly  un- 
make the  present,  or  eren  the 
;enerstioa  pay  the  whole  cost 
niblie  improrements.  He  would 
tt  the  hoa.  and  learned  Mem- 

Stockport  (Mr.  Hopwood)  had 
for   those  who    ware  interested 

Bills  under  consideration,  a 
Lst  inoonvenient  course.    He  had 

ihe  good  and  the  evil  together, 
id  taken  as  his  type,  perhaps, 
U  to  which  be  entertained  tne 
t  objection,  and  had  founded  his 

npoB  that  text.  He  did  not 
t  the  purpose  of  objecting  to 
7  useful  snggeationB  which  had 
rows  out  byhon.  and  right  hon. 
uen,  but  simply  to  correct  a  mis- 
Bt  made  by  the  hon.  and  learned 
r  fin  Knareeborough. 
9BA.T  approved  of  the  proposal 
'  all  the  BiUs  to  one  Committee. 
dearly  not  the  intention  of  the 
to  reaid  the  Bills  a  second  time 
ecatue  if  the  Bills  were  sent  to 

it    rhmmittAMi   with    inHtntntiiinn 


reform  on  the  subject  forireland ;  but  the 
Bill  was  blocked,  as  was  the  fate  of  many 
other  measures  intended  for  the  good  of 
his  oouatry.  As  to  the  borrowing  powers, 
it  was  very  easy  to  find  the  great  diffi- 
culty which  existed.  Parliament  must 
remember  that  it  had  imposed  certain 
duties  upon  local  authorities,  and  those 
authonties  must  find  some  method  of 
carrying  out  tfaeir  duties,  hence  the 
borrowing  powers  that  were  sought. 
The  Qovemment  promised  to  facilitate 
the  borrowing  powers  of  the  sanitary 
autboritieB,  but  they  never  did  it ;  on 
the  contrary,  they  took  away  oertaiii 
facilities  and  did  not  replace  them  with 
others.  They  must  not  press  too  hardly 
upon  the  local  authorities,  who,  it  must 
be  remembered,  were  only  endeavouring 
to  discharge  the  duties  which  Parlia- 
ment had  imposed  on  them. 

Ub.  HASTINQS  said,  that  it  was  his 
opinion  that  sanitary  provisions  should 
be  embodied  in  a  general  Act,  especially 
the  provisions  with  regard  to  the  notifi- 
cation of  diseases.  Last  year  he  intro- 
duced a  Bill  with  that  object,  and  he 
had  a^ain  introduced  it  this  Session. 
He  had  taken  very  great  pains  to  ascer- 
tain what  was  the  effect  of  the  provisions 
for  notification  in  upwards  of  20  cities 
and  boroughs  in  which  thev  had  been 
in  force  for  some  time ;  and  he  had  been  . 
unable  to  discover  one  in  which  they 
werenotregardedwith  approbation.  For 

some  period  ~  ' ' '  '■""  *'"-■'■ 

eal  Profedm'o 
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ciution.  It  was  for  the  House  to  lay 
down  the  principles  that  ought  to  g^de 
thoir  decisions. 

Mr.  SCLATER  -  booth  said,  the 
right  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  oppo- 
site (Sir  William  Harcourt)  had  adopted 
the  suggestion  of  the  right  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  South- West  Lancashire  (Sir  R. 
Assheton  Cross)  that  this  Bill  should  be 
allowed  to  go  to  a  Committee  upstairs, 
with  certain  instructions  as  to  what  was 
to  be  done  with  it,  and  with  directions 
to  report  to  the  House.  But  he  (Mr. 
Sclater-Booth)  thought  that  such  an 
Instruction  would  be  of  very  little  use 
unless  the  House  took  care  that  the 
whole  of  these  Bills  went  to  the  same 
Committee,  or,  at  all  events,  be  grouped 
tofi^ether  so  that  they  might  be  con- 
sidered on  some  common  plan  of  super- 
vision. He  thought  that  his  hon.  and 
learned  Friend  below  the  Gangway  (Mr. 
T.  Collins)  made  a  proper  suggestion 
when  he  asked  that  the  consideration  of 
the  whole  of  these  Bills  should  be  delayed 
for  a  fortnight,  and  that  in  the  meantime 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  President 
of  the  Local  Government  Board,  or  the 
Chairman  of  Ways  and  Means,  who 
would,  perhaps,  be  the  most  proper 
person,  should  take  some  stop  with  a 
view  to  secure  that  the  Bills  should  be 
grouped  together,  and  the  Committee 
directed  to  present  special  Reports  upon 
them,  and  the  extent  to  which  they  oueht 
to  be  allowed  to  interfere  with  the  exist- 
ing public  law.  He  gathered  from  the 
debate  which  had  taken  place  that  it 
was  proposed  very  materially  to  alter 
and  amend — first,  the  Public  Health 
Act;  secondly,  the  Industrial  Schools 
Act ;  and,  thirdly,  greatly  to  extend  the 
powers  of  borrowing.  It  seemed  to  him 
quite  impossible  to  allow  the  confusion 
to  go  on  which  would  be  introduced  into 
the  general  law  of  the  land  by  sanction- 
ing many  of  the  provisions  contained  in 
these  Private  Bills. 

Mr.  LYON  PLAYFAIR  said,  the 
House  was  indebted  to  the  hon.  and 
learned  Member  for  Stockport  (Mr* 
Hopwood)  for  having  drawn  attention 
to  the  extravagant  provisions  in  some 
of  the  Local  Bills  of  this  Session.  There 
were  already  24  Local  Acts  contain- 
ing provisions  of  the  kind  which  the 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  had  brought 
under  their  notice;  and  though  many 
of  those  provisions  were  useful,  some 
liad   beeu    extravagantly   extended    in 

J/r.  Thoma$  Collins 


the  Bills  promoted  this  year.  Ho 
thought  the  proposal  of  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  opposite  (Sir  B.  A«he- 
ton  Cross)  was  a  good  one,  and  espe- 
cially when  coupled  with  the  suggestion 
of  the  late  President  of  the  Local  Oo- 
vemment  Board  (Mr.  Sclater-Booth), 
that  the  Bills  should  be  grouped  to- 
gether and  go  before  one  Committee.  If 
that  were  done  an  Instruction  might  be 
prepared,  and  the  Committee  would  be 
able  to  report  generally  as  to  how  lar 
the  Acts  were  going  in  the  direction 
already  sanctioned  by  precedent,  and 
how  far  they  had  the  extravagance! 
pointed  out  by  the  hon.  and  leaned 
Member  for  Stockport,  especially  with 
regard  to  police  matters  and  sanitaiy 
arrangements.  Much  good  might  be 
done  in  showing  to  what  extent  the 
House  approved,  or  disapproved,  of  pro- 
posals for  local  government  which  had 
been  made  in  the  Bills  of  this  year. 

Mr.  DICK-PEDDIE  said,  there  was 
an  important  clause  in  some  of  the  Billi 
to  which  reference  had  not  been  made; 
it,  nevertheless,  required  very  close  atten- 
tion.    He  had  carefully  read  one  of  the 
Bills,  and  he  found  power  given  to  the 
Corporation,  which,  if  exercised,  would 
amount,  in  many  cases,  to  the  confisca- 
tion of  one  half  of  the  property  in  a 
borough.     For  instance,  in  the  Dundee 
Bill  power  was  given  to  the  Corporation 
to  prevent  any  person  erecting  tenements 
or  houses  in  flats  more  than  four  storete 
high.      Now,   proprietors  had    bought 
property  entirely  unrestricted,  and  with 
the  intention  of  building  upon  it  to  its 
greatest  extent.  What  would  be  thought 
if  it  were  suggested  that  such  a  restric- 
tion should  be  enforced  in  London,  where 
there  were  so  many  noble  mansions  of 
six  and  seven  storeys  ?  He  need  not  say 
anything  more  to  show  hon.  Members 
what  a  grievous  interference  with  the 
i*ights  of  property  was  now  proposed. 
No  compensation  was  provided  in  case 
of  such  restrictions  being  enforced  ;  and 
he  hoped   the  House  would  take  the 
matter  he  had  referred  to  into  careful 
consideration  before    assenting  to  the 
passing  of  the  Bills. 

Mr.  BEIGGS  said,  he  only  wanted  to 
interpose  between  the  House  and  its  de- 
cision for  one  moment.  Inasmuch  as 
his  name  appeared  on  the  back  of  the 
Blackburn  Improvement  Bill,  he  miffht 
be  allowed  to  correct  a  misapprehension 
I  into  which  the  hon.  and  learned  Member 


Dill  cunceming  toe  tepaymeni. 
.  Brii^gs)    simply  wished  to  say 

term  they  were  allowed  for  re- 
l  waa  80  years.  Of  course,  that 
Mm  a  lone  time  to  hon.  Uem- 
st  it  muat  be  remembered  that 
Forth  of  England  there  were  a 
•ny  new  communitiee  springiag 
had  to  spend  enormouB  anms  of 

and  it  \ronld  be  distiaotly  un- 
make tlie  preaeDt,  or  even  the 
;flneration  pay  the  whole  cost 
niblic  improTements.  He  would 
it  ttie  hon.  and  learned  Uem- 

Stockport  (Mr.  Hopwood)  had 
for  thoee  who  were  interested 
I  Bills  under  conaideration,  a 
bmt  iDoonvBoieDt  course.  He  had 
1  the  good  and  the  evil  together, 
ad  taken  as  his  type,  perhape, 
ill  to  which  he  entertained  the 
tt  objection,  and  had  founded  his 
1  npon  that  text.  He  did  not 
>r  the  porposo  of  objecting  to 
>y  uaefnl  anggeationB  which  had 
uown  ont  by  Eon.  and  right  hon. 
iiuen,  but  simply  to  correct  a  mis- 
jiBt  made  by  the  hon.  and  learned 
ar  tor  Koareflborongh. 

OKAY  approTed  of  the  proposal 
9  all  the  BiUa  to  one  Committee. 
<  clearly  not  the  intention  of  the 
I  to  read  the  Bills  a  second  time 
beoanae  if  the  Bills  were  sent  to 
nt  Oommittees  with  instructions 
xt  npon  the  qaestions  upon  which 
""*  "       ■   ■    1  existed,  such 


oiner  measures  intenaea  tor  toe  gooa  ot 
his  country.  As  to  the  borrowing  powers, 
it  was  Tery  easy  to  find  the  great  diffi- 
culty which  existed.  Parliament  must 
remember  that  it  had  imposed  certain 
duties  upon  local  authorities,  and  those 
authorities  must  find  some  method  of 
carrying  out  their  duties,  hence  the 
borrowing  powers  that  were  sought. 
The  OoTemment  promised  to  facilitate 
the  borrowing  powers  of  the  sanitary 
authorities,  but  they  never  did  it ;  on 
the  contrary,  they  toot  away  certain 
facilities  and  did  not  replace  them  with 
others.  They  must  not  press  too  hardly 
upon  the  local  authorities,  who,  it  must 
be  remembered,  were  only  endeavouring 
to  discharge  the  duties  which  Parlia- 
ment had  imposed  on  them. 

Ma.  HASTINGS  said,  that  it  waa  his 
opinion  that  sanitary  proviaions  should 
be  embodied  in  a  general  Act,  especially 
the  provisions  with  regard  to  the  Dotifi- 
cation  of  diseases.  Last  year  he  intro- 
duced a  Bill  with  that  object,  and  he 
had  again  introduced  it  ^s  Session. 
He  had  taken  very  great  pains  to  ascer- 
tain what  was  the  effect  of  the  provisions 
for  notification  in  upwards  of  20  titiea 
and  boroughs  in  which  they  hod  been 
in  force  for  some  time ;  and  he  had  been  . 
unable  to  discover  one  in  which  they 
werenotregordedwith  approbation.  For 
some  period  a  large  portion  of  the  Medi- 
cal Frofeesion  of  Edinburgh  resisted  the 
enforcement  of  notification  ;  but  he  found 
that  now  in  that  citv  everv  one.  &om 
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were  some  towns  or  some  Corporations  wise  to  postpone  the  seoond  reading  of 
which  had  not  ventured  to  put  a  measure  the  Bills  for  a  fortnight,  or  even  a  week, 
of  this  kind  into  operation,    he  could  and  that  in  the  meantime  the  Chairman 
inform  him  he  only  knew  of  one,  and  he  of  Ways  and  Means  should  lay  on  the 
could  give  him  the  history  of  that  one.  Table  of  the  House  the  Instraotion  he 
It  was  the  Corporation  of  Nottingham,  proposed  to  frame  for  the  benefit  of  the 
He  was  there  the  other  day,   and  he  Committee.     Unless  he  g^t  some  satiB- 
found  it  was  true  that  having  obtained  factory  answer  from  the  Chairman  of 
a  measure  of  this  kind  some  three  years  Ways  and   Means    on    this  point,  he 
ago,  they  had  not  put  it  into  operation  should  propose  the  postponement  of  the 
until  a  very  short  time  ago ;  and  the  second  reading  for  a  fortnight, 
consequence  was  that,  three  days  before  Amendment,  by  leave,  withdrawn, 
he  was  there,  a  violent  outbreak  of  small-  j^^  EITCHIE  said,  that  under  tiie 
pox  took  place,  owing  to  the  fact  that  the  eircumstances  he  would  move  the  ad- 
first  case  had  not  been  notified  to  the  officer  joummentof  the  debate, 
of  health.     The  local  authorities  imme-  ,,  ,.            ,         ^  r\      ^'                 j 
diately  met,  and  resolved  to  put  the  Act  ,,  ^^^.^^^  °J?1®'.*'\?  Question  pro]K»ed. 
into  operation.     He  thought  experience  'That  tiie  Debate  be  now  adjourned."- 
ought  to  count  for  something  in  these  C^^**-  ^^tchte.) 

matters.  Wherever  the  Act  had  been  Sir  WILLIAM  HARCOUET  said, 
carried  out  good  had  been  done ;  and  that  if  the  Bills  were  read  a  second 
he  should  rejoice  if  the  House  should  time  they  could  not  go  to  the  Corn- 
think  fit  to  refer  the  Bills  under  con-  mittee,  except  by  the  sanction  of  the 
sideration  to  a  Committee,  to  thoroughly  Chairman  of  Ways  and  Means ;  and  the 
examine  them,  and  report  upon  the  way  House  might  rely  that  his  right  hon. 
in  which  similar  provisions  had  been  Friend  would  not  allow  the  Bills  to  go 
carried  out  in  different  towns.  He  was  to  Committee  until  the  Committee  was 
convinced  the  result  of  that  inquiry  properly  instructed.  Under  such  cir- 
would  be  that  the  House  would  see  the  cumstances  he  thought  the  Bills  might 
necessity  of  extending  some  general  be  read  a  second  time, 
measure  of  notification  of  disease  to  the  Mr.  SCLATER-BOOTH  said,  he  was 
whole  population.  under  the  impression  that  the  matter  of 

Mr.  HOPWOOD  said,  he  would  ex-  Instruction  rested  with  the  Comndttee 

plain  what  he  proposed  to  do,  and  that    of  Selection.  

was,  of  course,  to  accede  to  what  had  Mr.  LYON  PLAYFAER  said,  if  any 

been   suggested  on   both  sides  of   the  expression  of  opinion  was  required  the 

House.     His  conception  of  the  sugges-  Chairman  of  Ways  and  Means  placed 

tion  was  this — that  the  Bills  be  allowed  himself  in  communication  with  the  Com- 

to  be  read  a  second  time  to-day,  upon  mittee  of  Selection.     The  Chairman  of 

the  understanding,  in  the  face  of  the  Ways  and  Means  and  the  Committee  of 

House,  that  thoy  be  referred  to  a  Com-  Selection  were  always  willing  to  work 

mittee,  collectively  or    individually,   at  together  ;  and  the  Committee  of  Selec- 

the  discretion  of  the  Chairman  of  Ways  tion,  knowing  the  wishes  of  the  Hoose, 

and   Means,  with   an  Instruction  from  would  take  care  that  the  Bills  were  re- 

him  embodying  what  was  now  clearly  ferred  to  one  Committee.     With  regard 

the  sense  of  the  House  in  the  matter —  to  the  Instructions  to  the  Committee,  he 

namely,  that  the  Committee  should  re-  ought  to  point  out  that  it  was  not  his 

port  specially  upon  the  different  clauses  duty  to  prepare  the  Instructions,  for,  as 

indicated,  and  that  finally  the    House  an  Executive  Officer  of  the  House,  he 

should  have  an  opportunity,  before  the  had  to   obey   them.     They  would,  no 

third  reading,  of  considering  the  Ee-  doubt,   emanate  from  the  Oovemment 

port,  and  of  expressing  its  approval  or  after  consultation  with  himself  and  the 

otherwise.     He  would,  of  course,  with-  hon.  and  learned  Member  for  Stockport 

draw  his  Amendment.  (Mr.  Hopwood),   and  the   InstructionB 

Mr.  THOMAS  COLLINS  said,  that,  would  then  be  moved  in  the  House, 

before  the  Amendment  was  withdrawn,  Viscount    FOLICESTONE    said,    he 

he  would  like  to  say  it  was  desirable  understood    that    what    his    hon.    and 

that  the  Chairman  of  Ways  and  Means  learned  Friend  (Mr.  T.  Collins)  wished 

should    frame    the   Instruction  to  the  was  that  the  Instructions  should  be  laid 

Committee.     In  his  opinion  it  would  be  upon  the  Table  of  the  House,  so  {hat 

Mr,  HattingB 
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two  Petitions  to  the  House  from  the 
Town  Council  of  Berwick  and  the  Har> 
hour  Commissioners ;  and  he  might  say 
that  on  two  points  it  appeared  that  the 
commercial  interests  of  Berwick  would 
be  interfered  with.  First,  as  to  the 
direction  of  the  line — the  Noithern  por- 
tion of  it.  If  it  were  carried  out  as  pro- 
posed, it  would  divert  the  traffic  from 
the  existing  route,  and  the  traffic  would 
have  to  go  by  a  circuitous  route  and 
would  be  taken  away  from  the  present 
channel  at  Berwick,  which  was  the  out- 
port  of  that  part  of  Northumberland 
and  the  principal  market  towns  con- 
nected witli  that  district.  He  could  not 
help  contending  that  it  was  wrong  in 
principle  to  interfere,  without  some  sort 
of  compensation,  with  those  existing  in- 
terests. More  than  that,  a  Bill  had 
already  passed  a  second  reading  in  the 
House,  which  was  promoted  by  the 
North  Eastern  Eailway  Company,  which 
already  possessed  the  Northern  part  of 
Northumberland.  The  line  laid  down 
in  that  Bill  went  through  almost  iden- 
tically the  same  district  of  country, 
although  he  was  free  to  admit  that  it 
did  not  confer  such  special  advantages 
on  two  or  three  landed  proprietors  as 
the  Central  Northumberland  Line  did. 
But  they  ought  to  preserve  the  rights  of 
the  community  rather  than  improve  the 
personal  interests  of  two  or  three  landed 
proprietors.  He  did  not  mean  to  take 
upon  himself  at  this  stage  the  sole  respon- 
sibility of  so  strong  an  action  as  moving 
that  the  Bill  be  read  a  second  time  six 
months  hence ;  but  he  did  hope  that  his 
hon.  Friends  who  had  charge  of  the  Bill 
would  give  effect  to  the  views  which  he 
had  ventured  to  express.  All  that  he 
had  further  to  say  was  this — that  if  the 
Bill  came  downstairs  unaltered  in  the 
direction  he  had  ventured  to  point  out, 
he  should  reserve  to  himself  the  right  of 
moving  the  rejection  of  the  Bill  when  it 
reached  the  House  again. 

Motion  agreed  to. 

Bill  read  a  second  time,  and  committed. 

NORTH    EASTERN    RAILWAY     (ADDI- 
TIONAL POWERS)  BILL  (^y  Order). 

SECOin)   READING. 

Order  for  Second  Beading  read. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second 
time." 

Lieutenant' Colimol  Milne  Some 


Mb.  T.  LOWTHEB  said,  he  had  119 
Amendment    down    upon    the    Paper 
against  this  Bill,  which  raised,  to  fiome 
extent,  the  identical  principle  which  had 
been  under  the    consideration  of  the 
House  for  the  last  hour  and  a-half ;  hut 
the  House  would  be  glad  to  learn  that 
it  was  not  his  intention  to  detain  them 
more  than  a  few  moments,  as  he  only 
desired  to  point  out  what  he  thooglit 
were  the  very  objectionable  provisions 
of  the  Bill.     There  was  only  one  dause 
to  which  he  took  exception — namely,  the 
25th  clause,  which  provided  for  the  ex- 
tension of  time  beyond  that  allowed  by 
the  Lands  Glauses  Consolidation  Act  for 
the  disposal  of  surplus  lands  by  the 
North  Eastern  Bailway  Company.    He 
should  not  detain  the  House  by  reading 
the  clause  in  detail ;  but  in  the  Landfi 
Clauses  Act,  which  he  need  not  remind 
the  House  was  a  general  Statute,  the 
limit  of  10  years  was  prescribed  durinff 
which  surplus  lands  should  be  dispoeeS 
of  in  the  manner  provided  by  that  Act 
This  Bill,    however,   gave  another  10 
vears  during  which  these  lands  should 
be  disposed  of.     The  ground  of  his  ob- 
jection was  that  if  it  was  necessary  to 
amend  the  Lands  Clauses  Act,  which 
was  a  Public  General  Act,  that  amend- 
ment should  take  the  shape  of  a  Public 
Bill.     The  promoters  of  the  Bill  had 
issued  a  statement  of  the  reasons  for  it. 
It  was  not  his  intention  to  controvert 
those  reasons.     The  proposal  in  the  Bill 
might    be    an    improvement — and   he 
would  concede,  for  the  sake  of  argu- 
ment, that  the  proposal  in  the  Bill  miffht 
be    an    improvement — in  the   existing 
law ;  but  still  he  said  that  even  an  im- 
provement of  the  Lands  Clauses  Act 
should  be  introduced  into  this  House  as 
a  Public  Bill.     It  was  no  answer  to  his 
objection  to  say  that  the  Lands  Clauses 
Act  was  faulty  in  any  respect.  He  would 
assume  that  it  was  faulty.     The  same 
principle  which  was  discussed  at  some 
length  just  now  applied  far  more  forcibly 
to  Uie  present  Bill — namely,  that  it  was 
sought  by  means  of  a  Private  Bill  to 
modify,  or,  if  they  liked  to  say  so,  to 
amend  and  improve  a  public  Statute. 
Now,  among  the  reasons  given  by  the 
North  Eastern  Bailway  Company  why 
Parliament  should  adopt  their  proposal 
was  one  which  he  thought  was  a  very 
good  argument  against  the  Bill — namely, 
that  certain  other  Bills  which  they  men- 
tioned had  had  similar  provisions  in- 
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they  came  into  it  at  about  thesame  time^ 
year  after  year  Bailway  Bills  had  been 
passed  containing  that  very  clause,  or 
something  to  a  similar  effect.  Only  the 
previous  evening  the  House  passed  the 
second  reading  of  a  Bill  containing  a 
clause  drawn  on  these  very  lines ;  and 
during  this  Session  of  Parliament  four 
Kailway  Bills  had  been  passed,  and  he 
asked  why  the  North  Eastern  Bailway 
was  to  be  singled  out  to  be  made  a 
martyr  of  for  the  sake  of  a  principle 
which  had  already  been  admitted  ?  What 
he  wished  to  draw  the  attention  of  the 
House  to  was  that  he  was  quite  prepared 
to  abandon  that  clause,  and  substitute 
another  clause,  one  which  had  already 
been  inserted  in  the  North  Western 
and  Midland  Hailway  Bills,  and  which 
limited  the  power  of  the  Bailway 
Company  to  hold  surplus  lands  not 
adjoining  Bailway  Stations  or  Bail  ways 
to  two  years.  That  clause  had  been  most 
carefuUy  settled  by  the  Earl  of  Bedes- 
dale,  and  had  been  approved  by  his 
counsel ;  and  he  (Mr.  Pease)  suggested 
that  that  clause  would  be  an  improve- 
ment upon  the  clause  in  the  North 
Eastern  Bailway  Bill.  But  in  reference 
to  his  right  hon.  Friend's  remark,  he 
would  say  that  the  North  Eastern  Bail- 
way  Company  had  had  that  same  clause 
in  several  Bailway  Bills.  It  was  brought 
forward  from  the  old  Bill.  The  North 
Eastern  Bailway  Company  had  never 
offered  land  to  anyone  but  to  the  adjoin- 
ing owners,  and  they  had  always  con- 
cluded that  they  were  bound  so  to  do  by 
the  Lands  Clauses  Consolidation  Act,  in 
dealing  with  the  clauses  alluded  to  by 
his  right  hon.  Friend.  But  if  there 
was  a  railway  in  the  world  to  which 
the  period  for  holding  surplus  land 
should  be  continued,  he  thought  it  was 
the  North  Eastern  Bailway.  During 
the  last  10  years  that  Company  had 
laid  down,  in  promoting  publio  safety, 
825  miles  of  siding  ;  they  had  consider- 
ably increased  their  rolling-stock ;  and 
in  order  to  place  their  servants  near  their 
work,  and  in  order  to  avoid  accidents, 
they  had  built  nearly  1,000  cottages 
for  their  platelayers  and  signalmen. 
It  was  impossible  to  say  to  what  good 
purpose  the  surplus  lands  might  be  ap- 
plied. They  who  were  on  the  North 
Eastern  Board  knew  no  one  who  was 
aggrieved  by  that  action  of  the  North 
Eastern.  His  hon.  Friend  the  Member 
for  Stockton   (Mr.  Dodds)    had  some 

Mr.  J.  jr.  FoMo 


private  interest  which  he  aappoaed  was 
affected.  There  were  other  penooB 
whose  private  interests  were  also  af- 
fected ;  but  he  thought  that  those  pri- 
vate interests  must  come  before  a  Com- 
mittee of  the  House,  but  not  before  the 
House  of  Commons,  because  that  Houae 
was  not  a  proper  tribunal  to  look  after 
those  interests.  All  he  asked  the  House 
was  to  pass  the  second  reading  of  the 
Bill,  and  he  would  undertake  to  put  in 
a  clause  on  the  lines  of  the  clause  in- 
serted in  the  North  Western  Bill.  And 
as  to  the  difficulty  which  his  hon.  Friend 
had  regarding  selling  lands  to  adjoining 
owners,  he  would  g^ve  him  his  word  that 
there  was  no  intention  to  override  the 
Lands  Clauses  Consolidation  Act.  He 
trusted,  under  those  circumstances,  the 
House  would  deem  it  right  to  pass  the 
second  reading  of  that  most  important 
Bill. 

Mr.  dodds  said,  he  could  not  agree 
with  the  reasoning  of  his  hon.  Friend  the 
Member  for  South  Durham  with  re- 
ference to  the  Bill;  but  he  entirely 
agreed  with  his  right  hon.  Friend  oppo- 
site. \J*  Hear !  "]  It  was  gratifymg  to 
him,  and  it  was  a  gratification  that  was 
evidently  shared  by  the  great  majority 
of  the  Members  of  the  House,  that  he 
—on  this  occasion,  at  least — agreed  with 
his  right  hon.  Friend  opposite  (Mr.  J. 
Lowther).  He  agreed  ^o,  with  plea- 
sure, with  some  of  the  remarks  which 
had  fallen  from  the  hon.  Member  for 
South  Durham.  He  (Mr.  Dodds)  thought 
that  the  Bill  was  of  considerable  im- 
portance, and  he  was  in  favour  of  many 
of  the  propositions  which  it  sought  to 
authorize.  But  the  clause  to  which 
objection  was  taken  had  no  reference 
whatever  to  any  of  these  proposi- 
tions. The  hon.  Member  proposed  to 
abandon  the  form  of  the  clause  to 
which  objection  had  been  raised.  He 
had  admitted  the  force  of  the  argu- 
ment of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  oppo- 
site, and  admitted  that  the  clause  ought 
not  to  be  sanctioned  as  it  stood ;  but  he 
(Mr.  Dodds)  trusted  that  the  House 
would  insist  on  his  either  withdrawing 
the  clause  absolutely  and  uncondition- 
ally, or  refuse  to  read  the  Bill  a  second 
time.  His  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for 
South  Durham  said  that  private  interests 
only  were  affected ;  but  the  House  would 
remember  that  when  private  interests 
were  affected  by  Private  Bills,  the  re- 
quirements of  the  law  ahould  be  adhered 
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long  they  had  been  held  ;  and  he  could 
not  help  thinking  that  much  of  the  land 
comprised  in  the  Bill  had  been  in 
possession  of  Hailway  Companies  for 
years  and  years  beyond  the  period.  That 
was  a  matter  with  which  the  House 
ought  to  deal,  and  that  was  a  point  to 
which  he  wished  to  call  the  attention  of 
the  House. 

Mr.  J.  LOWTHER  said,  that  the 
hon.  Member  for  South  Durham  (Mr.  J. 
W.  Pease)  had  stated  that  he  would 
withdraw  the  clause,  and  would  sub- 
stitute for  it  another  clause  which  was 
found  in  the  Bill  of  another  Bailway 
Company.  He  had  not  had  the  oppor- 
tunity of  studying  the  clause,  and  he 
could  not  be  expected  to  commit  himself 
to  a  clause  he  had  not  read,  and  still  less 
to  commit  the  House  in  the  matter ;  but 
he  had  no  doubt  the  hon.  Member  would 
allow  the  second  reading  to  stand  over 
until,  say,  Friday.  He  would  withdraw 
his  Amendment  if  the  hon.  Member 
would  thus  give  him  time  to  examine 
the  clause  and  see  if  he  could  agree  to 
it.  He  should  like  to  hear  the  hon. 
Member  say  something  on  that  point. 

SiK  MATTHEW  WHITE  RIDLEY 
said,  he  hoped  his  hon.  Friend  opposite 
would  not  accept  the  offer  of  his  right 
hon.  Friend,  who  would  only  move  the 
rejection  of  the  Bill  when  the  second 
reading  again  came  on. 

Mr.  J.  LOWTHER  said,  he  distinctly 
stated  that  he  would  withdraw  his  Mo- 
tion for  the  rejection  of  the  BiU,  because 
he  wished  to  have  an  opportunity  of 
examining  the  clause  it  was  proposed  to 
substitute  for  the  one  now  contained  in 
the  Bill. 

Sir  MATTHEW  WHITE  RIDLEY 
said,  that  meant  that  if  he  thought  pro- 
per he  would  again  move  the  rejection 
of  the  Bill.  It  was  not  reasonable  that 
exception  should  be  taken  to  one  parti- 
cular clause  and  the  Bill  rejected  on  that 
account.  His  hon.  Friend  opposite  had 
done  as  much  as  he  could  in  having  said 
he  was  willing  to  substitute  a  clause 
which  had  been  already  approved  by 
the  Speaker's  Counsel,  and  which  had 
also  met  with  the  approval  of  the 
Chairman  of  Ways  and  Means ;  and 
he  thought  his  right  hon.  Friend  (Mr. 
Lowther)  ought  to  agree  to  the  second 
reading,  and  allow  the  clauses  to  be  sub- 
mitted to  the  proper  tribunal  upstairs. 
He  must  correct  his  right  hon.  Friend 
in  another  point.  He  had  said  that  this 

Mr,  Grejfory 


was  an  attempt  to  override  the  Landi 
Clauses  Act.  Why,  the  Lands  Clauses 
Act  specially  provided  that  any  further 
perioa  beyond  10  years  might  be  pre- 
scribed ;  and  surely  it  was  obviously  im- 
possible for  a  Railway  Company  always 
to  say  exactly  what  use  they  would  be 
able  to  make  of  their  land.  It  appeared 
to  him  the  promoters  of  the  Bill  asked 
nothing  unreasonable,  and  he  hoped  the 
House  would  agree  to  the  second  read- 
ing of  the  BiU. 

Amendment,  by  leave,  toithdraum. 
Main  Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 
Bill  read  a  second  time,  and  committed. 

REGENT'S   CANAL,  CITY,  AND  DOCKS 
RAILWAY  BILL  (*y  Ordtr), 
SECOND  READINO. 

Order  for  Second  Reading  read. 

Motion  made,  and  Qnestion  proposed, 
''That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second 
time." 

Mb.  ARTHUR  PEEL  said,  that  he 
ought  to  apologize  to  the  House,  after 
such  a  long  discussion  on  a  Private  Bill 
already ;  but  he  must  say  that  the  Bill 
which  he  was  about  to  oppose  also  in- 
volved a  principle  of  great  public  im- 
portance. This  was  a  Bill  proposing  to 
transfer  the  Regent's  Canal  to  a  Railway 
Company.  Now,  he  could  quite  under- 
stand a  great  number  of  objections  bong 
taken  from  different  quarters  against 
this  Bill.  He  could  quite  understand 
the  objection  being  taken  that  it  inte^ 
fered,  if  he  might  use  the  expression, 
with  the  privacy  of  a  j)ublic  park.  He 
could  understand  the  objection  that  it  dis- 
placed houses,  and  otherwise  interfered 
with  the  poor  inhabitants  of  the  Metro- 
polis ;  and  he  could  also  understand  a 
strong  objection  coming  from  the  School 
Board,  in  consequence  of  the  great  num- 
ber of  children  who  would  be  ousted 
from  their  homes,  and  obliged  to  be 
taken  far  from  the  schools  they  had  been 
in  the  habit  of  attending.  He  could  also 
understand  the  objection  that  it  interfered 
with  private  rignts.  He  did  not  pro- 
pose to  trouble  the  House  with  any  of 
those  heads  of  objection.  The  objection 
he  took  was  entirely  on  a  diiSerent 
ground.  He  had  no  private  interest  to 
serve.  He  was  not  connected  with  either 
Canals  or  Railways;  but  he  took  his 
stand  solely  upon  the  public  principle 
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nrolTBd,  and  on  the  ffreftt  ftefe  thafc  if 
fldiBill  pamad  »  enuuiiii^  bbw  would 
k  ibalt  to    die   oqmpetiti0n  between 
Bi3waja    and  Ghmals.    Now,  observe 
ftal  fana  waa  ft  rvrj  important  point 
if  Tiaw  to  look   at  in  tnia  Bill,  and 
ftat  waa  the  anffineering  point  of  view. 
Ha  bad  boon  toSd,  upon  good  authority, 
flkak  ovar  the  area  of  tito  Oanal  which 
VM  propoaed  to  be  reetrioted  in  ito 
iiddi---oTar  the  area  a(  perhaps,  30 
Msm  in  all — ^no  leas  than  one-iourth 
vas  permanently  taken  away  from  the 
BSfigaUe  area  of  the  OanaL    And  he 
ised  not  remind  the  House  that  to  re- 
fiBPdL  the  naTigable  waterway  of  any 
Obaal  waa  aerioasly  to  interfere  with  the 
tesffie  through  ite  whole  len^^.    Now, 
ttk  piinoiple  of  the  oompetition  of  Bail- 
wajTsandOanalshad  been  insisted  upon 
ovir  and  orer  again  by  this  House ;  and 
hsiespec^fiilljr  submitted  to  the  House 
that  iz  this  pnndple  was  infringed  now, 
ftay  would  DO  transgressing  the  reoom- 
nendatkma  of  Oommittoe  wer  Oommit- 
tsraad  Oommisaion  after  Oommission 
ti  this  House,  and  flying  in  the  face  of 
As  Joint  Oonunittee  of  £ords  and  Oom- 
MM  in  1872.    The  Act  of  1845,  in  ito. 
Aanmible,  reoo^paised  expressly  the  im- 
wtaaaa  of  maintaining  the  oompetition 
Miwean  Bailways  and  Oanals.     Then 
Aaee  eame  the  Act  called  Mr.  Card  well' s 
Act  of  1854,   expressly  providing  that 
through  communication  should  be  estob- 
Uahed  on  the  Bailwaj  and  Canal  sys- 
tflODs.    In  1858,  at  the  instigation  of  the 
Canal  Oompanies  themselyes,  there  was 
aa  Act  passed    for    the  protection  of 
Canals  and  aminst  their  aosorption  by 
the  powerful  Kailway  Oompanies  of  the 
Kingdom.    The  combination  of  Kailway 
Omnpanies  which  was  then  in  existence 
was  80  powerful  that  it  was  necessary 
for  the  Stato  to  interfere.     He  need  not 
Wf  that  from  the  period  of  1858  to  the 
present  time  the  threatened  monopoly 
of  the  Bailway  Oompanies  was  becom- 
ing more    and    more   severe,  until  at 
hat  they  would  be  face  to  face  with  a 
doodnantand  domineeringpower,  against 
which  no  remedy  would  be  available 
aaleis  the  Stato  stopped  in  to  under- 
take  the    sole    control    and    manage- 
BMDt  of  the  BaUways.    He  would  stato 
very  briefly  what  were  the  recommen- 
d^ioos  ot  the  Joint  Oommittoe  of  Lords 
and  Oommons  of  1872.    They  expressly 
leeoounended  that  it  was  most  importont 
to  m^ti^ifi    the   competition    between 
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Bailways  and  Oanals.  They  recom- 
mended that  inland  navigation  in  the 
hands  of  a  public  trust  uiould  not  be 
transferred  to,  or  placed  under,  the 
control  of  a  Bailway  Company.  They 
recommended  that  no  Oanal  uiould  be 
transferred  to,  or  placed  directly  or  indi- 
rectly under,  the  control  of  a  Bailway 
Oompany,  nor  should  any  temporary 
lease  to  a  Bailway  Oomnany  be  renewed 
until  it  had  been  conclusively  ascertained 
that  the  Oanal  could  not  be  amalga- 
mated with  an  adjacent  Oanal  or  with  a 
trust  owning  an  adjoining  inland  navi- 
gation. Now,  he  was  perfectly  aware 
ttiat  the  promotors  of  tnis  Bill  offered 
all  sorto  of  compensations,  and  were 
ready  to  submit  to  all  kinds  of  condi- 
tions. He  might  say  that,  without  of- 
fence to  them,  they  were  profuse  in  the 
conditions  which  they  offered,  and  in 
the  limitotions  of  their  own  powers,. and 
he  did  not  question  the  good  faith  of  the 
promoters  of  the  Bill.  But  this  he  did 
say — ^that  when  they  once  placed  a  Bail- 
way  Oompany  in  the  commanding  posi- 
tion in  wnich  this  Bailway  sought  to  be 
placed  by  absorbing  within  ito  systom  a 
ereat  Oanal,  he  said  that  it  was  against 
human  nature  that  that  great  Oompany, 
after  a  time,  should  not  consider  rather 
ito  own  intorest  than  the  separato  inte- 
resto  of  the  Oanal;  that  they  would 
come  afterwards  and  apply  to  Parlia- 
ment, saying — ' '  Our  tratiic  is  enlarged ; 
we  are  unable  to  carry  the  goods  sub- 
mitted to  us ;  let  us  have  a  little  more 
— a  slice  of  this  Oanal ; "  and  so  gradu- 
ally the  process  of  deglutition  would  go 
on,  and  they  would  absorb  the  whole 
existing  waterway  of  this  Oanal.  What 
was  this  Oanal  ?  There  was  a  vast  sys- 
tom of  inland  navigation  extending  from 
the  Severn  and  Staffordshire  on  the 
West  to  the  Docks  at  London  on  the 
East.  The  Warwickshire  Oanal  Oom- 
panies poured  their  traffic  into  this  Be- 
gent's  Oanal,  and  a  short  time  ago 
the  Warwickshire  Oanal — in  which  he 
begged  to  repeat  that  he  had  no  per- 
sonal intorest — sought  to  obtain  before 
the  Bailway  Oommissioners  through  rates 
upon  the  line  of  the  Begent's  Oanal. 
He  had  heard  the  objection  since  stated 
that  the  traffic  of  the  Oanal  Oompany  was 
diminishing,  and  that,  therefore,  in  the 
interests  of  the  public,  the  Oanal  ought 
to  be  transferred  to  the  Bailway  Oom- 
pany. But  this  was  not  true.  On  the 
contrary,  the  fact  was  that  the  traffic 
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on  the  Canal  was  in  an  increasingly 
flourishing  condition.  He  was  not  there 
for  a  single  moment  to  contend  that  if 
the  Canal  really  were  in  an  impecunious 
condition,  it  would  be  wise  and  politic 
on  the  part  of  the  State  to  say  that  it 
should  not  be  transferred  to  some  sol- 
vent body — it  might  be  to  some  Railway 
Company.  He  thought,  however,  that 
a  case  might  be  made  out  in  which  the 
State  might  be  called  on  to  interfere 
and  declare  that,  in  any  event,  such  a 
Canal,  having  been  once  established, 
ought  to  be  maintained  as  a  waterway. 
But  ho  did  not  wish  to  insist  on  this 
point.  What  he  did  insist  on  was  this 
— that  the  Canal  was  not  only  a  solvent, 
but  was  a  really  profitable  concern.  Ho 
had  already  alluded  to  the  conditions 
which  the  promoters  were  willing  to  im- 
pose on  themselves,  so  that  the  public 
might  disabuse  themselves  of  the  idea 
that  there  was  danger  of  the  Canal 
being  allowed  to  become  useless.  He 
would  refer  the  House  to  what  had 
been  said  by  the  Joint  Committee  of  the 
Houses  of  Lords  and  Commons  in  1872; 
and,  for  his  own  part,  he  thought  that 
any  conditions  that  might  be  sought  to 
be  imposed  on  the  promoters  would,  in 
the  lapse  of  time,  be  found  perfectly 
fruitless.  The  Report  of  the  Joint  Com- 
mittee, which  he  had  just  mentioned, 
set  forth — 

"  That  the  tolls  were  fixed  by  Act  of  Parlia- 
ment at  a  remunerative  rate.  It  is  stated  in 
some  cases  that  the  Railway  Companies  holding 
the  Canals  not  only  do  not  make  improvements, 
but  that,  by  neglecting  n^pairs,  by  closing  the 
Canal  locks,  and  by  failing  in  the  supply  of 
water,  they  suppress  the  trafiic  on  the  Canals. 
The  amalgamation  of  the  Canals  above  men- 
tioned with  the  Railways  has  been  strongly 
opposed,  and  Parliament  has  in  many  cases  de- 
sired to  annex  conditions  to  those  amalgama- 
tions compelling  the  Companies  to  maintain  the 
Canals  in  an  efficient  working  state ;  providing 
for  other  Canal  Companies  making  through 
rates.  These  provisions,  however,  have  almost 
uniformly  failed ;  and  the  present  state  of  things 
appears  to  bo  that  obligations  of  this  description 
are  much  more  easily  evadcrd  by  the  owners  of 
the  Canals  than  they  can  bo  enforced  by  the 
traders." 

The  Committee  added  this  remark — 

"  It  is  difficult  to  make  a  Company  maintain 
an  eflfectual  competition  ^dth  itself." 

Before  sitting  down  he  should  like  to 
make  a  remark  as  to  what  had  been  the 
prooess  of  absorption  of  Canals  by  Rail- 
way Companies,  either  by  temporary 
leaae  or  in  perpetuity.    Of  4,000  miles 
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of  canal  and  river  communication  in 
England  and  Wales,  there  had  been 
1,500  miles  and  upwards  amalgamated, 
in  some  shape  or  other,  with  Railway 
Companies — or,  at  least,  transferred  more 
or  less  under  their  control — up  to  the 
year  1865.  No  amalgamations  appeared 
to  have  taken  place  between  1865  and 
1872 ;  but  in  1872  the  process  of  amal- 
gamation began  again.  At  that  time 
the  Midland  Railway  Company  sought  to 
acquire  the  Worcester  ana  Birmingham 
Capal.  Since  then  various  attempts  had 
been  made  to  acquire  Canals,  and  the 
result  uniformly  had  been  that  the 
Canals  had  been  practically  rendered 
useless,  tolls  to  such  a  high  rate  having 
been  charged  as  to  divert  the  traffic^ 
the  waterways  to  the  Railways.  If  it 
had  ever  been  necessary  for  the  Hoiue 
to  step  in  and  prevent  the  continuation 
of  that  process,  it  was  necessary  now. 
The  fact  was  that  amalgamations  had 
been  going  on  to  an  extent  that  had 
been  highly  detrimental  to  the  public  in- 
terests. The  legitimate  and  honest  com- 
petition between  Canals  andRailwayshad 
thereby  been  undermined ;  and  what  he 
now  asked  the  House  to  do,  by  rejecting 
the  second  reading  of  this  Bill,  was  to 
assert  a  great  public  principle,  founded 
on  public  pohcy,  that  it  should  not 
be  permitted  that  a  Railway  Company 
should  make  arrangements  with  a  Cfluuu 
Company  for  the  absorption  of  a  Canal 
into  its  Railway  system  in  such  a  way 
that  the  great  system  of  inland  naviga- 
tion could  be  materially  injured  or  ms- 
turbed.  He  begged  to  move  that  the 
Bill  be  read  a  second  time  upon  that 
day  six  months. 

Amendment  proposed,  to  leave  out  the 
word  *'  now,"  and  at  the  end  of  the 
Question  to  add  the  words  "upon  this 
day  six  months." — [^Mr,  Arthur  Fael.) 

Question  proposed,  **  That  the  word 
*  now '  stand  part  of  the  Question." 

Mr.  E.  W.  HARCOURT  desired  to 
support  the  arguments  advanced  by  his 
hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  Warwick, 
and  to  endorse  what  he  had  stated  to 
the  House.  He  considered  that  the 
Regent's  Canal  was  placed  in  rather  a 
peculiar  position,  ana  one  differing  from 
that  of  most  other  Canals  in  the  Elingdom, 
as  it  was  the  means  of  gathering^  up  the 
threads  of  all  the  existing  Canals  in  the 
country,  so  that  those  Canals  which 
passed  through  Oxfordshire  and  other 
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bitting  upstairs  be  inadequate  for  the 
comprehension  of  the  arguments  ad- 
vanced by  the  hon.  Member  for  War- 
wick ?  Certainly  not.  All  the  Canal 
proprietors,  whose  locui  standi  might 
have  been  disputed  by  the  promoters  of 
the  Bill,  were  to  be  admitted,  and  would 
have  the  opportunity  of  offering  their 
evidence  U2)stair8.  Would  they,  he  asked, 
be  unable  to  impose  upon  the  Eailway 
and  Canal  Company  the  necessary  obli- 
gations to  maintain  the  Canal  and  pre- 
vent its  being  destroyed  ?  If  the  argu- 
ments that  had  been  used  against  the 
Bill  had  any  foundation  in  fact,  they 
would  constitute  reasons  for  its  rejec- 
tion, but  they  were  nothing  of  the  kind ; 
on  the  contrary,  every  objection  raised 
by  the  hon.  Member  for  Warwick  was 
not  supported  by  the  facts. 

Me.  EOBERTSON  rose  to  support 
the  second  reading  of  the  Bill,  and  he 
did  80  on  the  ground  of  public  policy, 
the  same  ground  as  that  which  had  been 
alleged  by  the  hon.  Member  who  had 
moved  the  rejection  of  the  Bill.  He  did 
not  think  that  anyone  who  was  con- 
versant with  the  terminal  accommoda- 
tion of  London  and  its  requirements, 
and  also  the  terminal  accommodation  of 
the  vast  system  of  Hallways  throughout 
the  country,  could  look  at  this  measure 
without  seeing  that  it  was  not  a  scheme 
to  diminish,  but  rather  to  increase  public 
accommodation.  It  had  been  stated  that 
the  proposed  Hallway  would  interfere 
with  the  Canal  navigation  of  the  coun- 
try. Having  seen  the  vast  number  of 
Petitions  presented  against  the  Bill  he 
had,  as  a  mere  matter  of  professional 
interest,  been  to  the  Private  Bill  Office 
to  examine  the  details  of  the  scheme, 
and  he  was  of  opinion  that  it  provided 
amply  for  the  continuation  of  the  navi- 
gation afforded  by  the  inland  system  of 
waterways.  He  said  this  as  the  result 
of  his  own  observation.  But  surely  it 
was,  after  all,  a  question  of  fact,  and  the 
question  of  fact  was  a  matter  for  inquiry ; 
but  if  the  House  accepted  the  Amend- 
ment of  the  hon.  Member  for  Warwick 
they  would  be  refusing  inquiry.  It  was 
a  matter  of  evidence  as  to  whether  the 
Canal  traffic  was  to  be  interfered  with, 
or  as  to  what  amount  of  additional  com- 
petition would  be  afforded  to  the  public 
by  means  of  the  Hallway.  There  was  a 
great  deal  of  public  traffic  that  the 
Canal  oould  not  carry.  He  was  con- 
neoted  with  a  mining  property  in  North 
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Wales,  which  sent  a  large  quantity  of 
coal  to  London,  and  if  they  were  sent  by 
the  Great  Western  Hallway  to  Padding- 
ton  they  could  then  be  carried  by  the 
proposed  line,  should  it  be  made,  down 
to  the  Docks,  thus  giving  the  owners  of 
the  mine  the  benefit  of  the  terminal 
accommodation  that  would  thus  be 
created,  and  which  the  Canal  did  not 
give.  Again,  if,  as  an  engineer,  he 
was  sending  a  locomotive  for  shipment 
to  India,  of  what  use  was  the  Canal  to 
him  ?  None  at  all ;  but  if  there  were  a 
Hallway  added  to  the  Canal,  and  running 
alongside  it  to  the  Docks,  a  benefidu 
competition  would  be  set  up  with  other 
Hallways.  Every  one  who  knew  what 
need  there  was  for  it  would  appreciate 
the  advantage  of  having  another  Hail- 
way  running  from  Haddington  into  the 
City — a  Hallway  which,  it  should  be 
remembered,  would  present  the  advan- 
tage of  being  made  without  any  large 
interference  with  property  in  London. 
He  had  said  he  supported  this  Bill  on 
the  ground  of  public  policy;  and  he 
would  put  it  to  the  House — supposioff 
the  Canal  Company  were  a  large  imd 
powerful  body,  and  came  to  Parhament 
to  ask  for  additional  capital  to  enable 
them  to  make  a  Hallway  along^de  the 
banks  of  the  Canal,  where  tiien,  he 
asked,  would  have  been  the  question  of 
public  policy  that  had  now  been  raised, 
and  would  they  then  have  heard  of  the 
Heport  of  the  Joint  Committee  on  Hail- 
way  and  Canal  Amalgamation?  The 
House  would  have  made  no  objection  to 
the  Company's  request  that  they  should 
have  the  power  to  help  themselves  by 
making  a  Hallway.  But  in  the  present 
case  they  would  have  two  forms  of  com- 
petition on  one  property.  The  object 
was  not  to  destroy  the  Canal,  or  to 
divert  traffic  from  it ;  but  to  create  two 
distributing  sources  of  traffic  by  adding 
a  Hallway  to  the  Canal,  with  the  inten- 
tion that  each  should  be  made  to  do  the 
best  it  could  in  furnishing  the  means 
for  this  distribution.  For  these  reasons 
he  begged  to  support  the  second  reading 
of  the  Bill. 

Mb.  WIGGIN  said,  if  he  thought  for 
one  moment  that  the  interests  of  the 
public  could  be  endangered  by  the 
passage  of  this  Bill,  he  should  have 
g^ven  his  cordial  support  to  the  Amend- 
ment of  the  hon.  Member  for  Warwick 
^Mr.  A.  Peel) ;  but  having  been  engaged 
m  transactions  similar  to  that  b^xe  tk« 
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ronsidored  by  the  House,  allowed  to  go 
before  a  Select  Oommittee,  and  then 
passed  into  law.  The  Joint  Committee 
of  1872  contemplated  a  set  of  exceptional 
circumstances — namely,  where  it  is  con- 
clusiyely  proved  that  the  Canal  in  ques- 
tion cannot  be  amalgamated  with  any 
other  system  of  water  navigation ;  and  it 
does  not  appear  to  me  that  the  House  is 
in  a  position  to  decide  without  hearing  the 
evidence  whether  this  is  one  of  the  cases 
in  which  such  an  amalgamation  as  sug- 
gested by  the  Joint  Committee  could  or 
could  not  be  brought  about.  It  is  a 
question  of  evidence  as  to  what  are  the 
facts,  which  I  think  ought  to  be  referred 
to  a  Select  Committee.  For  my  own 
part,  though  I  do  not  venture  to  offer  any 
advice  to  the  House  on  the  matter,  I 
have  come  to  the  conclusion  that  I  ought 
to  vote  for  the  second  reading  of  the 
Bill.  With  regard  to  the  suggestion  of 
the  hon.  Member  for  Finsbury  (Mr. 
Torrens),  I  think  that,  considering  the 
importance  of  the  matter,  it  would  be  de- 
sirable that  the  Bill  should  go  before  a 
Hybrid  Committee;  but  I  regard  the 
number  stated  in  his  Amendment  as  too 
large,  and  am  of  opinion  that  seven,  or 
at  auy  rate  nine.  Members  would  be 
quite  sufficient.  If  it  is  the  pleasure  of 
the  House  that  the  Bill  should  go  to  a 
Committee,  it  will  be  the  duty  of  the 
Board  of  Trade  to  make  a  full  and  par- 
ticular Report  to  that  Committee,  setting 
forth  the  facts  which  I  have  already 
stated,  quoting  the  remarks  made  by 
the  Joint  Committee  of  the  two  Houses 
of  Parliament,  calling  special  attention 
to  the  particular  circumstances  of  the 
case,  stating  what  are  the  exceptional 
conditions,  if  any,  to  justify  the  pro- 
posals of  the  Bill,  and  what  in  their 
opinion  will  be  necessary  in  order,  if 
the  proposed  amalgamation  be  allowed, 
to  preserve  an  independent  and  navi- 
gable waterway. 

SiK  SYDNEY  WATERLOW  said, 
that  one  reason  why  this  Bill  should  be 
allowed  to  pass  was  this — that  in  order 
to  develop  the  trade  and  commerce 
of  the  City,  and  to  secure  public  im- 
provements, something  must  be  done. 
JPeople  were  migrating  out  of  the  City 
year  by  year,  going  further  and  further 
away,  and  there  was  not  only  the 
labour  and  difficulty  of  bringing  them 
to  their  work  in  the  morning,  not  only 
in  tens  of  thousands,  but  hundreds  of 
thousands;  but  there  was  the  further 
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difficulty  of  taking  them  back  again. 
and  that  was  constantly  and  weekly  in- 
creasing. They  all  recollected  that  a 
sad  accident  lately  occurred  near  Canon- 
bury,  which  was  caused  by  the  preesure 
in  trying  to  brine  the  people  in  with 
sufficient  speed  by  means  of  trains 
running  behind  one  another  eveiytwo 
minutes.  Beyond  all  doubt  that  was  a 
dangerous  proceeding ;  but  still  it  was 
almost  necessary.  What  was  proposed 
by  this  Bill  ?  The  Company  proposed 
to  construct  IS  miles  of  Metropolitan 
Railway,  running  through  the  North 
Eastern  suburbs  of  London,  and  they 
would  brine  the  people  up  to  the  very 
edge  of  the  City  —  namely,  to  the 
borders  of  the  Barbican.  If  any  Com- 
pany bond  fide  proposed  to  do  that 
work,  the  House  ought  not,  in  the  in- 
terest of  the  public,  and  in  the  interest 
of  the  people  who  had  to  go  in  and  ont 
of  the  City,  to  sto^  a  Bill  by  which  this 
could  be  accomplished,  but  ought,  in 
the  interests  of  the  public  necessitj, 
to  allow  it  to  have  a  fair  hearing  be- 
fore a  Committee  upstairs,  in  order  to 
see  whether  such  a  line  could  be  con- 
structed. In  some  way  or  other,  means 
must  be  taken  for  getting  the  people 
into  the  suburbs.  He  ventured,  there- 
fore, to  think  that  the  House  should 
allow  the  Bill  to  go  through  a  second 
reading. 

Mb.  BRYCE  said,  he  did  not  wish  to 
address  the  House  at  any  length.     He 
only  desired,  as  a  Metropolitan  Member, 
to  call  attention  to  one  point  of  con- 
siderable importance,  which  was  closely 
related  to  that  which   had  been  men- 
tioned  by  the  hon.  Member  who  had 
just   spoken  (Sir    Sydney    Waterlow). 
This  Bill   proposed  to  displace  a  veiy 
large  part  of  the  population  of  London, 
he  believed  no  less  than  11,000.    He 
was  not  certain  of  the  exact  figure,  but 
that  was  the  number  which  had  been 
given  to  him ;  and,  considering  the  line 
that  the  Railway  took,  it  was  not  at  all 
improbable.     Now,  there  was  a  Stand- 
ing Order  which  required  that  every  BiU 
which  proposed  to  take  labourers'  dwell- 
ings should    have  a  clause  providing 
for   the    accommodation  of   the    same 
number  that  would  be  displaced  under 
the    provisions   of   the    Bill.      It    was 
important,   then,    to  consider   whether 
the  Clause  required  by  that   Standing 
Order  was  one  that  was  sufficient  for 
the    occasion.    Now,    the    olstnse   was 
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to  see  that  so  little  attention  was  appa- 
rently given  to  the  very  important  ques- 
tion raised  bv  the  hon.  Member  for  the 
Tower  Hamlets  (Mr.  Bryce) — namely, 
the  point  as  to  the  provision  for  the 
housing  of  the  very  large  number  of 
persons  likely  to  be  rendered  houseless 
and  homeless  by  this  Bill  The  Artizans' 
Dwellings  Act  had,  by  the  operation  of 
Bills  of  this  kind,  been  rendered  prac- 
tically, in  many  cases,  a  mere  dead  letter. 
Railway  Bills  offering  tempting  oppor- 
tunities and  promises  to  the  capitalists 
were,  year  by  year,  brought  to  that 
House.  They  met  the  applause  of  the 
capitalist  class  ;  tens  and  scores  of 
thousands  of  poor  people  were  rendered 
homeless  and  placed  in  a  most  dis- 
advantageous position  in  consequence. 
As  a  matter  of  general  policy  they  had 
their  Irish  experience,  which  showed 
them  that  they  had  allowed  the  Irish 
Canals  to  be  sacrificed  to  Railway  enter- 
prize.  He  thought  that  the  agricultural 
constituencies  would  have  just  cause  to 
complain  if  the  a^cultural  Representa- 
tives did  not  make  a  vigorous  protest, 
expressed  in  a  proper  form — namely,  by 
taking  a  division  against  the  Bill.  He 
objected  to  this  growing  tendency  to 
hand  matters  of  public  policy  over  either 
to  private  Committees  or  mongrel  Com- 
mittees. It  was  not  the  way  to  test 
questions  of  public  policy.  Not  only 
theoretically,  out  practically,  one  man 
was  quite  as  good  as  another  in  matters 
of  this  kind.  When  they  appointed  a 
Committee  of  experts  these  experts  must 
be  biassed,  more  or  less,  in  the  direction 
of  the  enterprize  in  the  prosecution  of 
which  they  had  gained  their  special  ex- 
perience. It  was  precisely  a  class  of 
authorities  of  that  description  which  at 
all  times  had  been,  with  the  best  of  in- 
tentions, the  most  dangerous  to  the  public 
interests.  Capital  had  too  much  weight 
in  that  House  ;  and  he  objected  just  as 
much  to  delegate  the  powers  of  the 
House  to  a  jury  of  capitalists  as  he  would 
object  to  delegate  the  interests  of  justice 
to  a  special  jury  of  lawyers.  He  was 
additionally  inclined  to  press  the  pro- 
posal that  a  jury  of  experts  or  a  Hybrid 
Committee  should  not  be  employed,  in 
view  of  the  threat  impending  over  the 
House,  that  a  large  portion  of  the  House 
would  be  practically  deprived  of  its 
powers  if  certain  proposals  of  the  Go- 
yemment  were  carried  out,  and  that  a 
permanent  jury  of  experts  should  be  ap- 

J/r.  ffDonnell 


pointed  for  dealing  with  a  large  class  of 
Public  Bills  instead  of  the  House  of 
Commons.  This  was  not  a  Private  Bill 
It  was  a  Public  Bill,  which  went  to 
the  root  of  public  interests  of  the  veiy 
gravest  importance.  The  very  fact  tlut 
it  had  been  admitted  by  the  President 
of  the  Board  of  Trade,  who  had  at  heart, 
to  such  a  large  extent,  the  capitalist 
enterprize  in  that  House — the  very  fact 
that  the  Board  of  Trade  had  admitted 
that  the  Bill  was,  in  its  general  cha- 
racter, a  flagrant  violation  of  public 
policy,  was  quite  enough  to  justify 
the  throwing  of  it  out,  for  this  year 
at  any  rate.  There  had  been  no 
sufficient  public  preliminary  discussion; 
the  question  had  not  been  before  the 
London  public;  it  had  not  been  be- 
fore the  agricultural  constituencies,  vho 
were  vitally  interested  in  the  matter; 
and  there  was  no  sufficient  reaaon 
why  a  Bill  of  this  mag^tude,  involv- 
ing a  fundamental  violation  of  public 
policy,  should  be  hurried  through  the 
House,  even  on  the  ipse  dixit  of  the  Pre- 
sident of  the  Board  of  Trade.  He  had 
listened  with  admiration  to  the  speech 
of  the  hon.  Member  who  opposed  the 
Bill,  and  he  would  not  by  any  means 
decry  the  valuable  character  of  that 
speech;  but  if  the  hon.  Member  who 
opposed  this  Bill  was  aiming  at  no  other 
object  than  to  get  the  opinion  of  highly 
respectable  Members  of  the  House,  he 
could  have  got  that  opinion  just  as 
well  somewhere  else,  in  the  Committee 
Rooms  of  the  House,  or  in  the  Library, 
or  in  any  other  room  of  the  House. 
Here  they  had  been  occupied  for  an  hour 
in  getting  the  opinions  of  half-a-dozen 
highly  respectable  Members  of  this 
House,  and,  after  all,  there  was  to  be 
no  division.  He  should  oppose  the 
withdrawal  of  the  opposition  to  the 
Bill ;  and,  as  far  as  he  could  do  so,  he 
would  see  that  the  House  should  have 
an  opportunity  of  expressing  its  opinion 
upon  these  questions. 

Mu.  HICKS  said,  he  wished  very 
shortly  to  draw  the  attention  of  hon. 
Members  who  represented  agricultural 
constituencies  to  the  remarks  which  had 
fallen  from  the  hon.  Member  below  him 
(Mr.  O'DonneU).  There  had  been  great 
complaints,  and  complaints  well  founded, 
of  the  way  in  which  agricultural  pro- 
duce had  been  treated  by  the  great 
Railway  Companies.  This  Canal,  wiUi 
which  they  were  now  called  upon  to  dealy 
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**  A  long  special  inyestigation  was  held  in  the 
Courthouse  at  Maryborough  here  to-day,  before 
Mr.  M.ShefiSeldCapan,  into  a  charge  of  alleged 
conspiracy  to  shoot  Colonel  H.  D.  Carden:  .  .  ; 
After  a  full  and  searching  investigation  the  two 
farmers  accused,  Larkin  and  Williams,  were 
discharged,  and  Scully,  the  informer,  placed  in 
the  dock  on  a  charge  of  wilful  and  corrupt 
perjury.  Larkin  and  Williams  were  then  sworn, 
and  proved  that  everything  that  Scully  had 
testified  against  them  was  wrong  and  utterly 
false,  and  Head  Constable  Walsh,  of  Mount- 
mellick  Station,  and  Mrs.  Margaret  Smith,  of 
Acragar,  gave  further  important  evidence,  quite 
sufficient  to  fix  the  charge  of  perjury  on  the 
informer.  The  prisoner  was  then  committed 
to  take  his  trial.  .  .  .  His  worship  expressed  an 
opinion  that  the  two  men,  Larkin  and  Williams, 
should  bo  indenmified  for  the  expenses  they 
were  put  to ; " 

whether  the  facts  of  the  case  are  as  therein 
stated ;  whether  the  informer  Scully  was 
led  by  the  police  to  believe  that  he  would 
receive  a  pecuniary  reward  for  lodg- 
ing the  information  he  swore  to  ;  and, 
whether  he  is  prepared  to  recommend 
that  Mr.  Larkin  and  Mr.  Williams  be 
indemnified  ? 

The  attorney  GENERAL  fob 
IRELAND  (Mr.  W.  M.  Johnson)  : 
What  occurred  was  this.  SouUy  came 
to  the  Constabulary  and  informed  them 
of  an  alleged  conspiracy  to  murder ;  he 
was  not  led  by  the  police  or  anyone  else 
to  believe  that  he  would  receive  any  re- 
ward; his  information  was  voluntary, 
and  he  made  a  deposition  before  a  ma- 
^strate  against  Larkin  and  Williams. 
During  the  investigation  of  this  charge 
the  Sessional  Crown  Solicitor  (who  was 
conducting  the  prosecution)  considered 
it  proper  to  make  a  special  Report  of 
the  case  to  me,  on  which  I  directed  him 
to  withdraw  the  charge  against  Larkin 
and  Williams,  and  prefer  a  charge  of 
perjury  against  Scully.  This  was  done, 
the  Sessional  Crown  Solicitor  informing 
the  magistrate  in  open  Court  that  this 
course  was  taken  by  my  direction  as  At- 
torney General.  Scully  was  committed 
for  trial,  and  I  have  since  directed  his 

frosecution  at  the  Assizes.  Meantime, 
suspend  my  judgment  on  Scully's 
guilt  or  innocence.  I  merely  have  de- 
cided that  there  is  a  case  proper  to  be 
submitted  to  a  jury.  In  answer  to  the 
last  paragraph  of  the  Question,  I  can 
only  say  that  there  is  no  indemnity  fund 
at  my  disposal ;  and,  therefore,  I  am  not, 
nor,  I  believe,  is  the  Chief  Secretary, 
prepared  to  recommend  an  indemnity. 

Mr.  sexton  wished  to  know  whe- 
ther this  man  Scully,  before  his  com- 

Mr.  Arthur  O'Connor 


mittal,  made  any  application  for  a  re- 
ward in  pursuance  or  the  Circular  isBued 
by  the  Executive  ? 

Thb  attorney  GENERAL  tor 
IRELAND  (Mr.  W.  M.  Johnson)  re- 
peated that  no  application  to  such  an 
effect  had  been  made  to  the  Constabu- 
lary or  other  authorities. 

ARMY    ORaANTZATION  —  MILTTU 
OFFICERS  (UNIFORMS). 

Mb.  GRANTHAM  asked  the  Secre- 
tary of  State  for  War,  Whether  he  has 
considered  the  question  of  expense  to 
which  Militia  Artillery  Officers  will  he 
put  by  the  changii^  the  silver  laoe  at 
present  worn  by  tnem  to  gold  lace; 
and,  if  so,  whether  he  will  allow  them 
such  sum  as  will  recoup  them  for  the 
expense  to  which  they  will  be  put? 

Viscount  EMLYN  also  asked,  Whe- 
ther the  Secretarv  of  State  for  War  will 
lay  on  the  Table  or  state  to  the  House 
the  estimated  expense  to  officers  of  each 
rank  in  each  branch  of  the  MiUtia  in 
consequence  of  the  new  Regulations  as 
to  change  of  uniform,  lace  facings,  or 
accoutrements ;  and,  if  he  will  state  to 
the  House  the  reasons  for  restrictinff 
any  allowance  to  certain  reg^ents,  and 
not  making  a  proportionate  allowance  to 
all? 

Mb.  CHILDERS  :  I  believe  that  I 
have  already,  in  this  and  last  Session, 
answered  these  Questions  four  or  five 
times  ;  but  out  of  respect  for  the  noble 
Lord  and  the  hon.  and  learned  Member 
I  will  ask  the  House  to  allow  me  to  re- 
peat that  as  the  change,  which  waa 
strongly  urged  on  us  by  Militia  officers, 
from  silver  to  gold  lace  need  not  be 
carried  out  untu.  the  present  uniforma 
require  replacing,  I  could  not  with  pro- 
priety burden  the  public  with  any  allow- 
ances to  these  officers.  Where  the  change 
has  been  compulsory  an  allowance  has 
been  made  which  I  am  satisfied  is  a  fair 
one,  and  provision  for  this  will  appoar 
in  due  course  in  the  Estimates.  There 
are  no  Papers  which  it  would  be  of  any 
practical  use  to  lay  on  the  Table. 

Eabl  PERCY  asked  whether  the  right 
hon.  Gentieman  was  aware  that  some 
colonels  of  Militia  had  g^ven  orders  to 
their  officers  to  change  their  uniforms  at 
once? 

Mb.  CHILDERS:  If  that  is  the  case 
it  has  not  been  reported  to  me,  and  it 
has  been  done  without  authority. 
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private  tender ;  and,  if  the  existing  he  is  able  to  state  when  the  Oommission 
postal  charge  for  letters,  &c.  exceeds  is  likely  to  make  its  report  ? 
the  total  expenditure  or  otherwise  ?  Sir  SYDNEY  WATEELO W,  in 
Mb.  FAWOETT,  in  reply,  said,  that  reply,  said,  the  Livery  Companies  had, 
a  new  contract  for  the  Cyprus  mails  had  in  the  Returns  forwarded  by  them  to 
been  entered  into,  but  would  not  be  the  Eoyal  Commissioners,  clearly  set  out 
acted  upon  until  it  had  been  approved  the  amounts  which  they  had  already 
by  Hesolution  of  the  House.  It  was  contributed  and  promised  in  support  of 
offered  to  public  tender.  He  was  sorry  the  City  and  G-uilds  of  London  Technical 
to  be  obliged  to  state  that  the  service  Institute,  and  of  technical  education  in 
had  been  attended  by  a  heavy  and  serious  the  Provinces.  Hemembering  that  those 
loss  up  to  the  present  time.  large  grants  had  been  voluntarily  con- 
tributed, it  might,  he  thought,  be  as- 
POST  OFFICE— CONTRACTS  FOR  sumed  that  the  Livery  Companies  would 
CLOTHING  (IRELAND).  ^^^  ^^7  ^eep  them  up,  but  increase 
<.r  ^xT  -r  AN^-r%-r.T^r«i  ,  5,1  -r^  .  tholr  grauts  aud  subscriptions  in  fur- 
Ms.  W.  J.  COl^ET  asked  the  Post-  therance  of  technical  education  from 
master  General,  Whether  his  attention  ^^^  ^  ^ime  as  they  might  find  increased 
has  been  given  to  Clause  6  of  the  fyj^^g  available  for  the  purpose.  The 
"  Conditions  of  Contract  for  the  c^th-  j^yjj  Commission  would  doubtless  feel 
ing  of  the  Irish  Postal  Service,  from  i|.  p^^  of  their  duty  to  inquire  and 
which  It  appears  that  conta-actors  re-  ^^^^^^  ^s  to  the  desirability  and  prac 
sidmg  in  Ireland  are  bound  to  dehver  ticabiHty  of  strengthening  by  Parlia- 
the  made-up  clothing  for  inspection  and  ^entary  sanction  the  existing  connection 
?PP^7  ri**  ®  Koyal  Army  Clothmg  between  the  Livery  Companies  of  London 
Depot,  Grosvenor  Road,  Pimlico,  the  and  the  various  industries  of  the  country 
cloth  from  which  the  articles  are  made  ^y  some  scheme  for  developing  a  system 
having  been  previously  approved  at  the  ^f  technical  education,  such  as  the  Com- 
same  place ;  and,  whether  it  would  be  p^j^g  i^^^  themselves  initiated  and 
deemed  sufficient  to  send  samples  of  the  brought  into  partial  operation.  The 
made-up  clothing  for  inspection  and  ap-  Commissioners  were  continuing  their 
provaJ,  the  clothingtobe  strictly  accord-  inquiries,  and  it  was  impossible  to  say 
mg  to  such  samples,  and  subject  to  the  ^^lq^  ^heir  Report  would  be  ready, 
approval  of  the  authorities  at  the  General 
Post  Office,  Dublin  ? 

Mr.  FAWCETT  :  The  regulation  to  PARLIAMENT— PUBLIC  BUSINESS, 

which  the  hon.  Member  refers  applies  gj^  JOHN  HAY  asked  the  Prime 

not  only  to  Irish,  but  to  all  contractors  Minister  when  the  Supplementary  Navy 

m  the  United  Kingdom.     After  making  Estimates  would  be  taken  ? 

inquiry,  I  am  glad  to  be  able  to  state  Mr.  GLADSTONE  said,  he  hoped  to 

tiiat  the  suggestion  contained   in  the  ^e  able  to  state  that  on  Friday. 

Question  of  the  hon.  Member  can  be  Mr.  GORST  asked  if  the  right  hon. 

adopted.  Gentleman  could  tell  the  House  on  Fri- 

^^rr^^^  ^^  -r^^^r^^^^    r«^^^  .,..,...„  ^^„  day  whethor  ho  could  make  the  annual 

CITY  OF  LONDON-THE  LI\rERY  COM-  Financial  Statement  before  Easter ;  and, 

PANIES  AND  TECHNICAL  jf  ^^^  ^n  what  day  ? 

EDUCATION.  Mr.  GLADSTONE  :  No,  Sir ;  I  am 

Mr.    B.    SAMUELSON    asked    the  not  at  all  sure  that  I  should  be  able  to 

honourable  Member  for  Gravesend,  If  he  state  that  on  Friday.    At  the  same  time, 

can  state  whether  the  City  and  Guilds  of  my  present  impression  is,  that,  viewing 

London  Technical  Institute,  of  which  he  the  fact  that  Easter  comes  upon  the  9th  of 

is  the  treasurer,  or  the  Livery  Companies,  April,  I  am  extremely  doubtful  whether 

have  made  any  communications  to  the  I  will  be  able  to  make  the  Financial 

Boyal  Commission  on  Livery  Companies,  Statement  before  then. 

of  which  he  is  a  member,  showing  the  Sir  R.  ASSHETON   CROSS    asked 

extent  to  which  the  large  funds  at  the  after  what  hour  that  evening  the  debate 

disposal  of  those  Companies  are  at  pre-  on  the  '*  House  of  Lords  and  the  Land 

sent  and  may  be  hereafter  appliea  to  Act "  would  not  be  resumed  ? 

the  promotion  of  technical  instruction  in  Mr.  GLADSTONE :  It  is  most  im- 

London  and  ihe  provinces ;  and|  whether  portant  for  Public   Business  that    the 
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IiUh  d«b«to  iboold  be  bnmglxfc  to  a  dose. 
Her  Uajesfcy'e  Ooreniment  haye  not 
eontributody  I  hope,  nnreaeonablj  in 
their  own  persons  to  its  prolongation, 
and  we  are  still  inclined  to  act  npon  the 
pxindple  of  sparing  the  infliction  of  onr 
own  orations  npon  the  Honse  as  far  as 
we  possiblj  can.  We  had  hoped  to  saye 
a  fraction  of  time  to-night  for  the  pur- 
pose of  that  debate ;  but,  in  yiew  of 
the  ftct  that  important  questions  have 
arisen,  which  have  delayea  till  8  o'clock 
Ae  oommencement  of  PubHo  Busi- 
ness, and  though,  on  the  whole,  most 
anxious  to  get  forward  with  that  de- 
bate, which  1  eamestlj  hope  will  dose 
on  Thursday  niffht,  I  do  not  think  it 
would  be  fiur  to  hon.  Qentlemen  to  keep 
them  to-ni^ht  upon  so  slender  an  ex- 
pectation of  getting  time  as  we  now  en- 
tertain. Ckmsequentlr,  I  would  propose 
that  the  debate  should  not  come  on  to- 
night. 

naSH  LAND  ACT— OPERATIOK  OF  THE 
ACT— FEBSOKAL  EXPLANATION. 

LoBD  OLAUD  HAMILTON:  Mr. 
Speaker,  with  your  permission  and  that 
ox  the  House,  1  should  like  to  make  an 
explanation  with  regard  to  what  occurred 
lart  night  between  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman at  the  head  of  the  Goyemment 
and  myself  during  the  debate  on  the 
Irish  Question.  I  stated  that  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  had,  during  his  tour  in 
Mid  Lothian  characterized  a  statement 
in  a  letter  addressed  by  Lord  Grey  to 
7%4  TimeM  as  the  "apprehensions  of  an 
old  woman."  The  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man denied  the  accuracy  of  my  state- 
ment, and  so  I  said  I  should  feel  bound 
to  substantiate  it.  I  have  gone  through 
the  revised  and  published  speeches  of 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  delivered  in 
Mid  Lothian,  and  I  am  bound  to  say  I 
cannot  find  in  them  any  trace  of  the 
statement  in  question.  Fortunately,  how- 
ever, there  are  other  sources  of  informa- 
tion open  to  me,  and  I  find  on  referring 
to  The  TtfMs  newspaper  a  speech  which 
has  been  carefully  eliminated  from  the 
published  speeches  of  the  right  hon. 
^ntlemaUy  and  I  will,  with  your  per- 
mission, in  my  own  justification,  read 
an  extract  from  it  to  the  House.  The 
meeting  was  held  at  the  Liberal  Club  in 
Edinburgh  on  the  31st  of  March,  1880, 
and  was  reported  in  27ie  Times  of  the 
Ist  of   April  of   that  year.      In  that 

YOL.  C0LXT2J.    [thibd  sebies,] 


speech  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  dwelt 
entirely  and  solely  on  that  letter  of  Lord 
Grey,  and  he  is  reported  to  have  spoken 
thus — 

"  He  did  not  agree  with  Earl  Ghrey  as  to  the 
enormity  of  this  danger.  There  was  a  great 
deal  of  difficnltv  still  to  contend  with  in  the 
state  of  Ireland ;  hut  as  to  the  apprehension 
that  the  people  of  Ireland  wanted  to  tear  Ire- 
land awav  from  its  connection  with  this  countiy , 
he  told  tnem  franldj  that  he  did  not  share  it. 
He  pat  it  away  as  an  old  woman's  apprehension. 
Not  that  he  wanted  to  apply  the  term  'old 
woman  '  to  any  person !  He  employed  it  strictly 
to  qualify  the  character  of  the  apprehension.'* 

Mb.  GLADSTONE :  Mr.  Speaker,  I 
am  not  able  to  admit  either  the  courtesy 
of  the  noble  Lord's  proceeding,  or  the 
correctness  of  his  assertion  that  he  was 
about  to  substantiate  his  allegation; 
and  I  am  obliged  to  him,  in  particular, 
for  his  statement  that  I  had  taken  pains 
literally  to  eliminate  from  a  set  of 
n>eeches  this  particular  speech  which 
the  noble  Lord  thinks  he  hfui  discovered. 
Sir,  I  took  no  such  nains.  I  did  not 
make  the  collection  ox  speeches,  and  I 
did  not  eliminate  any  speech  from  them, 
or  introduce  any  speech  into  them.  Sir, 
the  noble  Lord  stated  last  night  that  I 
had  described  the  warnings  of  Lord 
Grey,  in  his  letter  to  The  TVmM,  as  the 
utterances  of  an  old  woman.  I  stated 
that  I  had  not  done  anything  of  the 
kind. 

Lord  CLAUD  HAMILTON:  "Ap- 
prehensions,"  not   "utterances." 

Mr.  GLADSTONE :  The  noble  Lord 
is  reported  to  have  said  "  utterances  ; " 
but  that  does  not  signify  in  the  slightest 
degree.  He  quotes  the  reports  to  the 
letter  against  me;  but  he  does  not 
seem  to  like  them  as  against  himself. 
I  said  that  I  had  stated  nothing 
of  the  kind.  When  such  a  denial  is 
eiven  by  a  Member  the  usual  course  is 
for  the  hon.  Member  who  has  made 
the  statement  to  express  regret  for 
having  fallen  into  an  error.  Instead  of 
that,  the  noble  Lord,  entirely  rejecting 
my  disclaimer,  said  he  should  proceed 
to  substantiate  his  allegation.  [Mr. 
Bigoar:  Hear,  hear!]  He  has  not 
substantiated  his  allegation.  He  has 
omitted  from  the  report  in  The  Timee 
a  passage  which  would  show  that  he 
had  not  substantiated  it.  In  the  first 
place.  Sir,  as  regards  this  meeting.  It 
was  not  a  public  meeting  at  all.  it  was 
not  a  meeting  of  the  Liberal  Club.  It 
was  a  meeting  of  my  commvU^^  vcl  ^ 
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private    room,    and    I    CTeatly    doubt  interral— "toaiK)Uti<aanwhowMa  mort  able 

whether  a  reporter  was  present.  My  g^,;^.?^  ^^«^*  *^^*»  "^^  undoubted 
reason  for  that  doubt  is  that  I  do  not         ^1 

remember  being  cognizant  of ,  or  observ-  Then  I  go  on  further- 
ing any  suph  thing  ;  and  that  the  report,       "  He  was  so  aimouj  about    hw   pewonal 

d :&««:««   uT  *!*;«    *L^r«    T  fTnW     amxr^  respect  for  Lord  Grey,  that  if  he  had  said  any- 

iffenng  m  tius  from,  I  think,   every  ^^^^hat  would  hiit  or  wound  him  in  any 

other  report  of  a  speech  which  1  made  degree  he  would  wish  it  retracted." 

inMidtothian-wliere,Imu8tsay,the  j^  y^  ^  ^y^^^  circumstances  that  the 
reporhng  was  most  admirable-is  a  re-      ^^^^  j^^    overlooking  the  fact  that  I 

port  m  the  third  person.     WeU,  Sir  ^^         j^.'      ^^  ^  ^.^1^^^^   allegation 

what  happened  was  this     I  referred  to  ^^  ^         |^^  ^    j^^  ^        ^f 

Lord  Orey's  letter,  and  I  i«cnbed  to  ^e  with  having  de^ribed  the  utterances 

Lord  Grey  two  aUegations.    I  said-  ^^  j^^  q^^^  ^  ^^^  ,,  apprehensions  of 

"  Lord  (Jrey  added,  in  relation  to  the  past  an  old  woman." 
Government,  that  two  glaring  instances  showed 

what  a  dangerous  man  Mr.  Gladstone  would  PARLIAMENT— -THE  HOUSE  OF  LORDS. 

^'  Mb.  SOHREIBER:    I    rise,   Mr. 

They  were  these — the  abolition  of  the  Speaker  to  a  point  of  Order,  and  to  in- 

Lish  Church  and  the  reform  of  the  Lrish  vito  your  ruling  upon  the  terms  of  a 

Land  Laws.    These,  he  said —  Notice  of  Motion,  wnich  appears  to-day 

« fir  •  J  V   *v   ri^  *  J     V  1.  fo'  ^^  firs*  time  upou  the  Paper,  and 

"  Were  earned  by  the  Gtovemment  of  which  ^v-  i,  t  -^-ii  «^-,  «^«/i  4.0.  *v,«  ti/N«aJ 

he  (Mr.  Gladstone)  had  the  honour  of  being  a  "^^^^  ^  ^^^  ^^^  ^^^  ^  **^®  House— 
Membo';  and  they  had  been  the  cause  ol  the        ''Mr.  Labouchere —House  of  Lords:   That 

present  great  danger  which  the  country  had  to  the  House  of  Lords  is  useless,  dangerous,  and 

under^,  which  he  found  in  the  state  of  Ireland,  ought  to  be  abolished." 

He  did  not  agree  with  Lord  Grey  about  the  The  questions  I  wish  to  submit  to  you, 

enormity  of  this  danger."  q^^  ^^^^   ^  ^^^^^^  ^^^  tbese-Is  it 

That  was  the  mode  in  which  I  treated  competent  for  one  Branch  of  the  Legis- 
the  allegation  of  Lord  Gh*ey.  I  then  lature  to  discuss  the  abolition  of  the 
went  on  to  deal  with  the  apprehension,  other  ?  Is  the  Motion  one  which  you, 
which  I  did  not  say  Lord  Orey  had  ex-  Sir,  ought  to  be  asked  to  put  from  that 
pressed,  and  I  am  not  at  all  aware  that  Chair ;  and  is  the  Notice  one  which 
ne  did  express  it.  I  hardly  believe  he  ought  to  be  permitted  to  remain  one  day 
did.  That  apprehension  I  described  as  longer  on  the  Paper  ?  With  respect  to 
**  a  most  irratibnsLl  apprehension,"  and  the  fl^d  taste  and  propriety  which  die- 
as  "an  old  woman's  appr^ension'' —  toted  it -["Oh,  oh!*' awrf  *' Order!"] 

namely,    the     apprehension    that    the       Mb.  LAdOUCHERE :  Perhaps,  Sir, 

people  of  Ireland  wanted  to  tear  Ireland  I  may  be  permitted  to  explain.     The 

away   from    its    connection    witli    this  words  are  words  which  have  already 

country.      That  was  the  apprehension,  ["  Order JH 

Sir,  to  which  I  applied  that  expression,        Eabl  PEHOx  :  I  rise  to  Order.    The 

and  I  did  not  apply  it  to  any  statements  Ohair  has  been  appealed  to  on  Uie  point 

that,  as  far  as  1  know,  were  made  by  of  Order.      I  do  not  apprehend  that  the 

Lord  Qrey.   And  not  only  so ;  but  when  hon.  Member  has  any  right  to  explain. 
I  had  done  this,  fearful  tha^  there  might       Mb.  LABOUCHERE  :  I  mav  be  per- 

appear  to  be  a  connectioi^  established  mitted  to  explain  that  the  woros  of  the 

between  my  use  of  that  phrase  and  the  Motion  are  precisely  those  which  were 

name  of  Lord  Grey — which'  is  a  name  I  submitted  to  a  Parliament  in  England — 

hold  in  honour,  and  have  always  held  in  the  Long  Parliament— and  that  they  were 

honour — I   went  on  to  say,  or,   at  all  passed  by  that  Assembly.   As,  however, 

events,  am  reported  to  have  said —  it  has  been  pointed  out  to  me  by  some 

"Not  that  he  meant  to  apply  the  phrase -old  |^o^-    ^f,^ds   of  mine   that   the   word 

woman '  to  any  person,  but  to  use  it^WcUy  as  1  ^»?^®««      ^^^  imply  some  sort  of  re- 

qualifying  the  character  of  the  apprehensions."  flection  upon  the  Members  of  the  House 

-,.  .  of  Lords,!  have  modified  that  word,  and 

men  again—  1^^^^^  p^^    instead,    **  unnecessary,   ob- 

"He  had  now  done  with  Lord  Grey,  and  he  ^^r°*^^S;^^?^2?®^^-" 
wished  not  to  be  tempted  to  say  a  ^oxd  d«ro-        Mb.  SPKAKKTC  :  In   answer  to  the 

g^Unfy  in   any  degree '*---ihat  was  after  an  questionsof  the  hon.  Member,  I  may  say 

Zard  Claud  Hamilton 
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M  attin|iiosi  WM  dn^vA  tp  ib^ 
fUa  NoROf  a|  titotion;  iia4  I  was  in- 
fbnned  ibj^  tke  preoedent  of  the  wo^ 
hfiA  pome  from  iho  diajs  of  the  4x>m 
Fiuliement.  I  em  boimd  to  say  that  I 
oonddered  that  oertainly  one  exprestion 
in  that  Kotioe  was  inaaauMable.  The 
hon.  iCember  fo?  Northampton  spoke  of 
the  Aouae  of  Lordq  aa  ''use^^M."  Now, 
had  amy  hon.  Member  spoken  of  the  other 
Hooee  of  Parliament  in  terms  of  that 
flhanioter»  I  should  have  felt  it  my  duty 
to  call  hhn  to  Order;  and  I  am  »ad  to 
find  that  the  hon.  Member  lor  X^orth- 
ampton,  as  I  understand  him,  has  with- 
drawn from  hii^  Notice  of  Motion  that 
Dtttioiilar  ezpreision.  ^e  hon.  ll^em- 
Der  also  asks  me  whether  it  is  compe- 
tent lor  this  House  to  raise  the  question 
cf  tte  abolition  of  the  House  of  Iiords  ? 
The  hon.  Member  must  be  aware  that 
tibust  ptoposition  has  fSrequently  been  be- 
fiire  ihe  House. 

Mb.  NEWDEGATE  remarked,  that, 
aecording  to  hia  memory,  the  decisions 
of  the  Long  Parliament  had  not  been  re- 
garded as  binding  by  the  Predecessors 
of  the  zi(^t  l|on.  Qintieinan  in  the  Ob|air. 

PART.TAinCNTAitY  QAXH— MB. 
BRADLAUOH. 
Mn.  LABOXTOHERE :  With  your 
permission.  Sir,  I  wish  to  put  a  ques- 
tion which  I  have  already  submitted  to 
you.  Heferring  to  the  fact  that  Mr. 
Bradlaugh  is  ready,  in  compliance  with 
No.  26  of  the  Rules  and  Orders  of  this 
House,  to  produce  to  the  Clerk  of  this 
House  the  certificato  of  his  return  as  the 
new  Member  for  the  borough  of  North- 
ampton, and  to  the  fact  that  the  return 
has  been  certified  by  the  Olerk  of  the 
Grown;  and  also  referring  to  the  fact 
that  two  Meoibers — the  Member  for 
Morpeth  (Mr.  Burt)  and  the  senior  Mem- 
ber for  Northampton  —  are  ready  to. 
introduce  Mr.  Bradlau^  to  the  Table, 
in  accordance  with  the  Kesolution  of  the 
2Srd  of  February,  1688—1  wish  to  ask 
you.  Sir,  whether  the  Besolution  of  the 
6ih  of  March  forbids  Mr.  Bradlaugh  and 
his  introducers  from  coming  to  the  Table 
for  the  purpose  of  claiming  his  seat  for 
Northampton  according  to  law  ;  and  to 
a^  whewer,  as  Mr.  Bradlaugh  is  for- 
bidden to  take  the  Oath  of  Allegiance, 
jou  will  inform  me  how  he  is  to  proceed 
to  perform  his  duty  to  his  and  my  con- 
itituenti^  by  sitting  and  voting  in  this 
Honsef 


Mb.  SPIBAKEB  :  In  reply  to  the 
first  question  of  the  hon.  Member,  I 
have  to  stato  that  I  have  no  hesitation 
in  saving  that,  in  my  judgment,  in  view 
of  the  Besolution  agreed  to  by  the 
Qouse  yesterday,  that  Mr.  BradOlaugh 
be  not  permitted'  to  go  through  the  fbrm 
of  taking  the  Oath  of  AUegiapce  pre- 
scribed by  law,  it  would  he  irregular 
and  disoixlerly  for  the  two  hon.  Mem- 
bcfrs  refbrred  to  to  introduce  him  to  the 
House  and  conduqt  him  to  the  Table  for 
the  purpose  of  his  taking  the  Oath.  I 
may  add  that  it  is  a  well4cnown  Bule  of 
this  House  that  no  hon.  Member  is  to 
come  to  the  Table  to  be  sworn  until  he 
ha^  been  called  u^n  to  do  so  by  the 
Speaker ;  and,  havmg  regard  to  the  Be- 
solution of  yesterday,  I  consider  myaelf 
bound  not  to  call  upon  the  hon.  Member 
for  Northampton  to  come  to  the  Table 
to  be  sworn.  As  regards  the  second 
question  put  to  me  by  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber, I  have  only  to  point  out  that  it 
forms  no  part  of  my  duty  to  advise  hon. 
Menvbers  as  to  the  course  which  they 
should  pursue  i^  asserting  their  title  to 
take  their  ije^ts. 

MOTIOiT. 

TRADB  AKD  OOMMEROE—FBEE 
IMPORTS.— RESOLUTION. 

Me.  8T0KEE,  in  rising  to  move  the 
following  Eeeolutioh : — 

''That,  owing  to  the  heavy  duties  imposed 
upon  our  manufactures  by  so  many  Foreign 
nations,  whilst  all  Foreign  manufactures  are 
admitted  into  this  Countary  duty-free,  and  to 
the  depression  of  the  rural  Home  trade  caused 
by  the  free  import  of  Foreign  agricultural  pro- 
duce at  prices  with  which  our  own  farmers  are 
unable  to  compete,  the  interests  of  all  classes  of 
producers  in  this  Country  are  vitally  assailed ; 
and  that  the  time  has  arrived  when  it  is 
necessarv  to  reconsider  the  policy  of  free  im- 
ports, with  a  view  to  the  relief  of  our  Home  in- 
dustries, and  the  more  equal  distribution  of  the 
heavy  burden  of  taxation  now  pressing  upon 
them," 

said,  that  this  question,  though  a  very 
important  one,  had  not  yet  risen  to  the 
dignity  of  a  Party  one ;  and,  therefore, 
he  trusted  that  it  would  be  discussed  in 
a  calm  and  temperate  manner,  and  not 
treated  with  invective  or  as  a  foregone 
conclusion.  He  would  remind  the  House 
that  the  question  of  import  duties  stood 
in  a  very  different  ppsition  now  from 
what  it  did  in  1846.  At  that  time  there 
was  a  probability  of  famine  amon^  J*I\Q 
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greater  part  of  the  oommnnity,  and 
manufactures  were  in  a  ver^  depressed 
state ;  and  a  certain  class  of  politioians 
seized  upon  the  opportunity  of  per- 
suading the  working  classes  that  the 
question  of  Free  Trade  was  one  between 
themselves  and  the  landlords.  He  ad- 
mitted that  the  theory  of  Free  Trade 
was  perfect;  but  it  pre-supposed  two 
things — first,  that  everybody  agreed  to 
it  and  adopted  it ;  and,  second,  that  all 
parties  were  in  an  equal  or  similar  con- 
dition. These  two  conditions,  however, 
did  not  exist.  It  had  been  supposed  by 
those  who  introduced  the  system  that 
the  example  of  England  would  speedily 
be  followed  by  the  whole  world;  but 
that  anticipation  had  not  been  realized, 
and  other  countries,  instead  of  following 
our  example,  had  gone  in  a  diametrically 
opposite  direction.  The  originators  of 
the  system  had  believed  that  cheap  com 
meant  cheap  labour,  a  consequent  ex- 
tension of  the  manufacturing  interest, 
and,  above  all,  cheap  size  for  their 
calicoes.  There  might  be  some  reason 
for  the  latter  beUef,  as  the  manu- 
facturers were  accused  of  usinff  80  per 
cent  of  size.  They,  however,  had  soon 
discovered  their    mistake.    Instead  of 

getting  cheap  laboiir,  they  had  had  to 
eal  with  trade  unions.  The  prosperity 
of  the  country  was  due,  not  to  Free 
Trade,  but  to  discoveries  of  gold  and 
the  introduction  of  railways  and  tele- 
graphs. The  proof  of  the  truth  of  this 
assertion  was  found  in  the  fact  that 
other  countries  which  adhered  to  pro- 
tective duties  had  prospered  even  more 
than  we  had.  He  declined  to  arg^e  this 
question  as  a  matter  of  exports  and  im- 
ports. But  he  gathered  m>m  the  Board 
of  Trade  Betums  that  our  imports, 
which  in  1866  were  £295,000,000,  were 
in  1880,  £411,000,000;  and  the  exports, 
which  in  1866  were  £188,000,000,  in 
1872,  £256,000,000,  were  in  1880  only 
£223,000,000.  Ever  since  1873  there 
had  been  a  gradual  but  certain  declension 
in  the  value  of  our  exports,  and  a  corre- 
sponding increase  in  the  value  of  the 
imports.  He  would  ask  the  attention 
of  non.  Members  to  a  letter  which  had 
appeared  in  The  Morning  Post,  sigpied 
"  One  of  a  City  Firm,"  in  favour  of  Fair 
Trade,  and  to  a  further  letter  respecting 
the  advantages  American  iron  manu- 
fEMturers  had  derived  from  Protection. 
Men  of  all  classes  with  whom  he  had 
oome  in  contact  had  agreed  that  trade 

Mr.  Starer 


had  never  been  so  staenant,  particularly 
in  those  towns  which  depended  on  agri- 
cultural custom.  As  an  illustration  of 
this,  he  would  mention  the  fact  that  a 
larfl;e  shopkeeper  in  a  town  of  this  kind 
had  informed  nim  that  for  several  years 
past  he  had  been  in  the  habit  of  taking 
£150  over  the  counter  on  market  days, 
but  that  now  he  could  only  take  £50. 
The  effect  of  American  competition  was, 
and  must  always  be,  to  decrease  prices 
obtained  by  the  farmer  for  his  produce. 
He  would  then  refer  to  the  question  of 
agricultural  depression.  Even  those  who 
were  in  favour  of  Free  Trade  would 
admit  that  bad  harvests  were  not  the 
only  cause,  though  doubtless  one  of  the 
causes,  that  led  to  that  depression.  Mr. 
Farrar  said  in  his  book,  which  had  been 
issued  with  the  sanction  of  the  Board  of 
Trade,  that  the  present  condition  of 
things  could  not  compare  with  that  of 
10  years  ago,  and  that  the  farmers 
were  worse  off  by  a  sum  approaching 
£200,000,000  or  £300,000,000.  He  went 
on  to  say — 

'*Bad  harvests  are  only  one  of  the  causes. 
•The  rise  in  rents,  the  increase  in  the  cost  of 
laboor,  and  the  heavy  fall  in  the  price  of  agri- 
caltnral  produce,  owing  to  foreign  competition, 
are  also  causes  which  have  led  to  that  re- 
sult." 

With  regard  to  foreign  competition,  the 
following  facts  were  worthy  of  obser- 
vation:— From  1862  to  1877,  com  was 
at  64«.  a  quarter,  while  in  the  three 
years,  1878-80,  it  averaged  only  44«. 
per  quarter.  At  the  same  time  the  im- 
ports were,  from  1862  to  1877,  42,000,000 
cwt.,  and  from  1878  to  1880,  67,000,000 
cwt.  Those  figures  showed  that  the 
effect  of  foreign  competition  on  the  Eng- 
lish, producer  was  not  only  to  increase 
immensely  the  importations,  but  to  di- 
minish the  price  in  the  home  market. 
Another  fact  worthy  of  notice  was 
that  the  cultivated  area  of  com  had 
greatly  declined  during  the  last  few 
years.  With  regard  to  the  remedies  for 
this  state  of  thmgs,  he  should  himself 
be  inclined  to  propose  a  small  duty  on 
foreign  com;  but  he  supposed  that  if 
he  did  so  he  should  be  shouted  down, 
though  he  was  not  by  any  means  sure 
that  that  was  not  the  direction  in  which 
they  must  seek  relief  If  a  better  way 
were  put  forward,  he  should  be  satisfied 
to  adopt  it ;  but  he  thought  the  position 
of  the  case  required  some  remedy  to  be 
applied,  and  that  speedily. 
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Notioe  taken,  that  40  Members  were 
not  vreBent;  House  ooonted,  and  40 
Memben  not  being  present^ 

House  a4]oiimed  at  half 
after  £i^  o'dook. 
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HOUSE    07    00HM0N8, 
WithmdM^,  Sih  Mbrtk,  1882. 


MINUTES.]  —  Pbitats   Bills  (ly   Ortkry- 

S^e^ni  JBiuUna — Qxeenodk  Cknponttion  and 

Bond  of  Polios* 
Mtfirrwd  to  8$i§et  Ommitti^    Bsgent's  Oaaal, 

Gttj,  and  Books  Railway*. 
PuBUo  Bills  —  Onhrut  —  Intennsnts   (Felo 

dass)*. 
&MiMf  JSfMiMf— BiDs  of  Sals  Act  (1878)  Amsnd- 

msnt  £8] ;  Griminal  Law  Amendment  [15] ; 


Criminal  Froosdnre  *  [48]. 
—  BOls  of 


S$ittt   Oowt9tiit$9 


Exoihangs*  [70], 


Third  ie^MfiNy  —  Filotags   Proyisional  Order 

pjUFATJt  BuamjEsa. 

VEQWFfS  OASJLLf   OITY,   Aim  DOCKS 
BAILWAY  BILL. 

Ord^r&d,  That  the  Regent's  Canal,  City,  and 
Docka  Railway  Bill  be  committed  to  a  Select 
Committee,  to  consist  of  Nine  Members,  Five 
to  be  nominated  by  the  House,  and  Four  by 
the  Committee  of  'Selection : — That  all  Peti- 
tions against  the  Bill,  presented  not  later  than 
three  clear  dajrs  before  the  meeting  of  ^  the 
Committee,  be  referred  to  the  Select  Committee 
on  the  Bill ;  and  that  such  of  the  Petitioners  as 
pray  to  be  heard  by  themselves,  their  Counsel, 
or  Agents,  be  heard  upon  their  Petition,  if  they 
think  fit,  and  Counsel  heard  in  favour  of  the 
Bill  against  such  Petitions. — {Mr.  Chamberlain.) 

ORDERS  OF  THE  DA  7. 


BILLS  OF  SALE  ACT  (1878)  AMEND- 
MENT BILL.— [Bill  8.] 
(Jfr.  Monky  Mr.  Serjeant  Simon.) 
SEOOND  BEADINO. 

Order  for  Second  Beading  read. 

Mb.  monk,  in  moying  that  the  Bill 
be  now  read  a  second  time,  said,  that  in 
1878  the  subject  was  discussed  in  that 
House,  and  Mr.  Sampson  Lloyd,  then 
Member  for  Plymouth,  brought  in  a  Bill 
to  amend  and  consolidate  the  Law  re- 
lating to  Bills  of  Sale.     One  of  the  ob- 


jects of  Mr.  Lloyd's  measure  was  to  re- 
duce the  time  allowed  for  registration 
from  21  daystothree ;  but  in  Committee 
the  time  was  altered  from  three  to  seven 
days.  It  also  proposed  to  take  biBs 
of  sale  out  of  the  O^er  and  Disposition 
Olauses  of  the  Banloruptoy  Act,  and  to 
make  registration  neoessaxy  to  their 
validity,  and  that  was  done.  It  was 
also  thought  right  that  there  should  be 
a  better  system  of  registration,  and  that 
no  bill  of  sale  shomd  be  valid  if  not 
registered ;  but  subsequently  a  decision 
of  the  Oourts  of  Law,  placing  a  different 
construction  on  that  part  of  tiie  Act,  had 
made  the  clause  inoperative.  The  Bill 
was  read  a  second  time  without  discus- 
sion, and  there  was  no  discussion  on 
going  into  Oommittee.  The  measure 
was  considerably  altered  in  "another 
place,"  but  ultimately  became  law,  and 
one  of  the  immediate  results  of  its  pass- 
ing was  tiiat  the  number  of  bills  of  sale 
had  increased  four-fold  in  two  years, 
from  between  13,000  and  14,000  pre- 
vious to  1878  to  67,000 ;  and  it  appeared 
from  the  evidence  taken  last  year  oefore 
a  Select  Committee  that  sat  upon  the 
sabject,  that  there  was  an  enormous 
number  of  bills  of  sale  not  registered  at 
all.  The  effect  of  the  Act,  especially  of 
the  provision  taking  biUs  of  sale  out  of 
the  Order  and  Disposition  Clauses  of 
the  Bankruptcy  Law,  was  seen  in  the 
cases  of  hardship  and  oppression  which 
came  before  the  County  Courts.  So 
serious  was  the  evil  that  in  January  of 
last  year  a  (Circular  was  issued  by  the 
Lord  Chancellor  calling  the  attention  of 
the  C!ounty  Court  Judges  and  Ilegis- 
trars  to  the  subject,  and  asking  for  in- 
formation respecting  it.  That  Circular 
brought  forth  a  leurge  number  of  replies, 
which  would  be  found  in  a  Paper  which 
had  been  laid  on  the  Table  of  the  House. 
In  1880,  the  subject  arrested  the  atten- 
tion of  the  Chambers  of  Commerce,  and 
gave  rise  to  more  than  one  discussion.  So 
general  was  the  feeling  of  the  Chambers 
of  Commerce  on  the  matter,  that  steps 
were  taken  by  the  Council  of  the  Asso- 
ciation to  have  a  Bill  prepared  to  amend 
the  Act.  That  Bill  he  had  the  honour 
to  introduce,  and  after  some  discussion, 
in  which  his  right  hon.  Friend  the  Pre- 
sident of  the  Board  of  Trade  took  part, 
it  was  read  a  second  time,  and  remitted 
to  a  Select  Committee,  presided  over  by 
the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  the 
Attorney  General.  AconttvdQib\A^ii\£LQ\x\L\4 
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of  evidence  was  taken  before  that  Com- 
mittee, and  among  others  Mr.  Motteram, 
Judge  of  the  Birmingham  County  Court, 
the  Registrar  of  the  Leeds  County  Court, 
the  late  Lord  Advocate,  and  the  Editor 
of  The  Law  Times  were  examined.  The 
existing  state  of  things  stood  condemned 
by  the  almost  unanimous  judgment  of 
the  Judges  and  Registrars  of  the  County 
Courts.  They  agreed  generfdly  that  after- 
acquired  property  should  not  pass  under 
a  bill  of  sale,  and  that  the  law,  as  laid 
down  in  '*  Holroyd  and  Marshall "  by 
the  House  of  Lords,  should  be  altered. 
The  Judge  of  the  Birmingham  County 
Court  spoke  of  the  disastrous  operation 
of  bills  of  sale,  said  that  they  were  fre- 
quently the  source  of  litigation,  and  that 
by  far  the  greater  proportion  were  not 
bond  fide ;  he  estimated  that  80  or  90 
per  cent  of  bills  of  sale  were  fraudulent, 
and  said  that  many  persons  were  of 
opinion  that  it  would  be  a  benefit  to 
the  community  if  they  were  done  away 
with.  That  was  the  almost  unani- 
mous opinion  of  the  Select  Committee ; 
but  they  did  not  feel  that  at  present 
they  would  be  justified  in  recommend- 
ing their  entire  abolition.  Mr.  Motteram 
further  said  that  after- acquired  property 
should  not  be  assigned  either  in  substitu- 
tion for,  or  in  addition  to,  the  property 
assigned  by  bills  of  sale,  and  that  he 
would  abolish  bills  of  sale  for  sums 
under  £50.  This  last  recommendation 
was  made  by  many  Judges  and  Eegis- 
trars.  Mr.  Daniel,  Jud^e  of  the  Brad- 
ford County  Court,  said  that  the  evils 
produced  by  the  Act  were  ruinous  to 
borrowers,  and  that  bills  of  sale  were 
unfairly  used  to  defeat  the  claims  of 
bond  fide  unsecured  creditors,  and  to  the 
prejudice  of  the  ordinary  Law  of  Bank- 
ruptcy. As  a  remedy,  he  would  repeal 
the  20th  section  of  the  Act  of  1878,  and 
restore  the  protection  to  creditors  which 
was  given  by  the  Order  and  Disposition 
Clauses  of  the  Bankruptcy  Act.  The 
Select  Committee  took  the  evidence, 
amongst  other  witnesses,  of  four  profes- 
sional money-lenders,  whose  testimony 
was  of  the  most  graphic  and  sensational 
nature.  He  (Mr.  Monk)  thought  he 
had  never  read  anything  more  sensa- 
tional in  Dickens's  novels ;  but,  in  saying 
that,  he  must  do  those  professed  money- 
lenders the  justice  to  say  that  nothing 
oould  be  more  frank,  straightforward, 
and  impartial  than  the  manner  in  which 
thej  gave  their  evidence.     They  oon- 

Jfr.Mmt 


cealed  nothing  ^m  the  Committee,  and, 
at  the  same  time,  entirely  condemned 
the  present  state  of  the  law.  One  wit- 
ness, a  money-lender,  said  that  for  loans 
under  £50  the  rate  of  interest  ranged 
between  70  and  90  per  cent,  and  often 
exceeded  the  higher  figure  ;  and  that  15 
times  out  of  20,  where  the  money  was 
not  paid  prompUy,  the  borrower's  goods 
were  seized  and  sold,  often  inflicting 
great  hardships  and  misery.  He  said 
that  it  would  be  an  advantage  to  smaller 
borrowers  if  they  were  prevented  from 
borrowing  on  biUs  of  sale  ;  but  the  pro- 
hibition would  materially  interfere  with 
his  own  business;  and  that  99  out  of 
every  100  borrowers  were  insolvent,  and 
many  of  them  did  not  understand  the 
effect  of  a  bill  of  sale ;  while  it  was  the 

Eractice  of  money-lenders  not  to  register 
ills  of  sale  at  all.  Another  money- 
lender said  that  the  abolition  of  bills  of 
sale  would  interfere  materially  with 
his  business,  for  he  had  as  many  as 
5,000  in  one  year;  but  he  favoured 
their  abolition  because  of  the  misery 
that  arose  out  of  them.  The  Bill  he 
(Mr.  Monk)  had  brought  in  had  been 
carefully  considered  by  his  hon.  and 
learned  Friend  the  Attorney  General, 
and  he  hoped  it  would  receive  the  sup- 
port of  the  GK)vemment.  Generally,  the 
effect  of  the  Bill  was  as  follows.  Clause  3 
required  bills  of  sale  to  have  a  schedule 
of  the  property  attached  thereto,  which 
should  be  only  valid  in  respect  of  chattels 
named  therein,  and  not  to  take  effect  if 
they  were  not  at  the  time  actually  the 
property  of  the  grantor.  Clause  6  had 
reference  to  growing  crops  and  pro- 
duce and  plant  and  machinery  brought 
upon  the  premises,  in  substitution  for 
the  machinery  enumerated  in  the  sche- 
dule. These  it  had  been  thought  very 
necessary  to  except,  and  *  they  were  the 
only  exceptions  as  to  after-acquired 
property  passing  under  a  bill  of  sale. 
Clause  7  provided  that  bills  of  sale  should 
be  void  unless  attested  and  roistered. 
Clause  8  required  all  biUs  of  sale  to  be 
executed  in  the  presence  of  a  Commis- 
sioner taking  oaths  in  a  Supreme  Court, 
and  also  a  solicitor,  who  must  state  that 
he  had  carefully  explained  to  the  g^ntor 
the  object  and  effect  of  the  bill,  so  that 
there  might  be  some  security  that  the 
people  who  gave  them  really  understood 
what  they  were  doing.  There  were 
other  clauses  of  great  importance.  For 
instance,  Clause  9  required  bills  of  sale 
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to  be  tntittnitted  fh>m  the  Central  Office 
to  the  Coun^  Oonrts  for  local  registra- 
tion. Olatiee  10  was  a  most  important 
danse^  it  invalidated  all  bills  of  sale 
under  £50.  (Sause  1 1  repealed  the  20ih 
Section  of  the  Act  of  1878,  and  made  bills 
of  sale  agisin  subject  to  the  Order  and 
Dispositions  Clanses  of  the  Baiokraptcy 
Act,  where  baiJcniptcj  or  liquidation 
followed  witUn  12  months.  This  was 
a  clause  InseHed  to  protect  creditors. 
Gtftuae  12  enacted  that  chattels  should 
not  t>e  remored  or  sold  f6r  three  dear 
days  after  seizure.  Formerly,  if  the 
p;rantor  was  merely  an  hour  in  default 
m  paying  an  instalment,  the  firantee  was 
able  to  tue  possession  and  sefl  the  goods. 
Cftause  15  extended  the  right  of  search 
to  those  who  wished  to  inspect  bills  of 
sale;  and  made  it  general  and  absolute, 
instead  of  being  dependent  on  rules  and 
orders.  The  application  of  the  Bill  was 
lunited  to  E^^nand  and  Wales,  the 
reason  being  meX  Scotland  teas  very 
fortunate  in  having  no  bills  of  sale. 
With  reeard  to  Ireland,  in  1879  an  Act 
almost  identieBl  with  that  passed  in  1878 
for  England  was  passed  for  that  country ; 
and  if  hon.  Members  from  thence  were 
desirous  of  doing  so,  he  (Hr.  Monk) 
would  be  most  happy  to  co-operate  with 
them  in  bringing  m  a  similar  amending 
BiU  as  the  one  under  notice  to  apply  to 
Ireland.  He  would  condude  by  moving 
the  second  reading  of  the  Bill. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
''  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second 
time."— (i/r.  Monk.) 

Mn.  WABTON  said,  it  seemed  to  be 
the  opinion  of  some  of  the  witnesses 
before  the  Select  Committee  that  bills  of 
sde  should  be  abolished  altogether,  and 
he  thought  that  it  would  have  been 
much  more  straightforward  if  the  hon. 
Member  for  Gloucester  (Mr.  Monk)  had 
brought  in  a  Bill  for  toat  purpose,  for 
that  would  be  the  practical  result  of  the 
measure  under  notice.  If  the  measure 
passed — and  he  appreciated  the  spirit 
which  animated  its  promoter  —  either 
bills  of  sale  would  be  abolished  alto- 
^ther,  or  they  would  only  be  possible 
at  rates  of  interest  far  more  usurious 
than  those  now  in  use.  He  did  not  say 
diat  that  was  not  a  desirable  end ;  but  if 
bills  of  sale  were  to  be  retained,  it 
seemed  to  him  that  the  Bill  might  ad- 
Tantageously  be  modified  in  certain  of 
its  detiilils.     The  most  important  part  of 


the  Bill  was  Clause  11,  which  would 
prevent  money-lenders  who  had  any  re- 
gard for  their  own  interest  from  lendinsr 
any  money  at  all,  because  who  would 
lend  money  to  one  who  miffht  become 
bankrcupt  within  12  months  ?  fie  sup- 
posed the  Bill  would  be  carried ;  but  with 
resj^ebt  to  this  llth  clause,  he  thought 
the  term  shonld  be  four  months  instead 
of  12.  Then,  again,  the  interval  during 
whi(^  goods  BtK>uld  hot  be  sold  might 
bii  extended  f^m  three  to  five  days,  and 
bills  of  siale  might  be  allowed  to  apply 
to  goods  substituted  for  those  origiufuly 
secured,  though  not  to  additional  goods. 
The  proposed  Bill,  he  considered,  pro- 
ceeded far  in  the  direction  of  abolisnihg 
bills  of  sale  altogether,  and  would  re- 
quire to  be  carefully  looked  after  in 
Committee. 

Mb.  SxnjEANT  SIMON  isaid,  he 
thought  the  objections  of  the  hbn.  and 
learned  Member  for  Bridport  (ID-. 
Warton)  werb  such  as  mignt  be  dealt 
with  in  Committiee.  Witii  regard  to  t^e 
period  of  three  davs,  he  did  n6\  think 
that  there  would  be  any  objection  to 
the  alteration.  The  object  of  making 
the  time  short,  iLowever,  wu  on  the 
ground  of  expense,  ^  the  longer  tiie 
oailifi^  remained  in  possession  the  more 
he  would  have  to  be  paid..  With  re- 
gard to  that  part  of  the  Bill  making 
bills  of  sale  subject  to  the  Order  and 
Disposition  Clauses  of  the  Bankruptcy 
Act,  the  object  was  to  place  as  much  diffi- 
cully  as  possible  in  the  way  of  fraudulent 
transactions,  and  to  give  protection  to 
honest  creditors.  The  question  that  the 
Select  Committee  last  year  had  to  con- 
sider was  whether  bills  of  sale  ouffht 
to  be  abolished  altogether,  or  whether 
they  ought  to  put  as  many  restrictions 
as  they  could  in  order  to  secure  honesty 
in  the  transaction.  It  was  felt  that  they 
could  not  properly  deny  a  man  the  right 
to  raise  ioioney  on  personal  property 
while  they  allowed  others  to  raise  money 
on  real  property ;  and  it  seemed  right 
that  a  inan  should  have  the  power  to 
pledge  his  property,  whether  personal 
or  real,  in  order  to  relieve  himself  from 
temporary  pressure.  Whilst  they  felt 
bound  to  recognize  that  principle,  the 
Committee  felt  it  their  duty  also  to  put 
as  many  safeguards  as  they  could  against 
fraudulent  transactions.  The  Bill  was 
aimed,  not  against  the  principle  of  raising 
money,  but  against  the  men  who  traded 
solely  as  money-lenders,  and  wVo^  ^iiiA!^ 
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was  always  more  or  less  tinged  with  fraud, 
not  always  on  the  part  of  the  money- 
lender, but  frequently  on  the  part  of  the 
borrower.  But  there  was  often  a  great 
deal  of  oppression  on  the  part  of  the 
money-lender,  as  was  proved  before  the 
Committee  by  professional  money-lenders 
who  came  to  give  evidenoe.  One  of  these 
persons  stated  that  in  one  transaction 
he  had  charged  interest  at  the  rate  of 
400  per  cent.  No  man  pa3ring  inte- 
rest at  that  rate  could  ever  hope  to 
recoup  himself;  and  the  object  of  the 
clause  in  question  was  to  protect  honest, 
hondfide  creditors  who  were  injured  by 
these  dishonest  and  oppressive  transac- 
tions. It  was  also  a  protection  to  the 
borrower  himself.  He  trusted  that  the 
present  Bill  would  remedy  much  of  the 
evil  existing,  and  would  give  what  was 
so  much  needed  —  protection  to  the 
creditor,  and  to  the  honest,  but  needy, 
trader. 

Mb.  cropper  said,  it  was  quite 
possible  the  Bill  would  do  away  alto- 
gether with  bills  of  sale.  He  was  not 
anxious  to  put  restrictions  upon  com- 
mercial transactions,  but  he  agreed 
thoroughly  with  the  clause  doinff  away 
with  bills  of  sale  under  £50.  It  was 
in  these  small  sums  that  the  griev- 
ance with  regard  to  such  bills  had 
arisen,  as  in  many  cases  persons  in 
embarrassment  had  g^ne  on  under  bills 
of  sale  until  they  found  themselves  in 
great  difficulty;  their  creditors  were 
cheated,  themselves  ruined,  and  their 
trade  and  everything  swept  away.  He 
agreed  with  the  suggestion  that  five 
days  should  be  substituted  for  three 
days.  On  behalf  of  a  vast  number  of 
small  traders,  who  under  pressure  were 
tempted  to  indulge  in  bills  of  sale  in  the 
hope  that  they  might  relieve  themselves 
from  some  pressing  difficulty,  he  g^ve 
his  warm  support  to  the  Bill. 

Mb.  chamberlain  said,  on  the 
part  of  the  Government,  he  did  not  pro- 
pose to  offer  any  opposition  to  the  Bill, 
and  he  thought  the  House,  and  the  com- 
mercial part  of  it  in  particular,  was  in- 
debted to  the  hon.  Member  for  Glou- 
cester (Mr.  Monk)  for  the  trouble  he  had 
taken  in  the  matter,  and  for  bringing  it 
in,  as  no  doubt  an  alteration  in  the  law 
was  necessary  in  order  to  remedy  a  great 
and  growing  abuse.  There  was  no 
doubt  whatever  as  to  the  existence  of 
that  abuse.  It  was  a  well  ascertained 
&ot  that  the  practice  of  giving  bills  of 
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sale  had  enormously  increased  since  the 
Act  of  1878,  and  was  the  means  of  lead- 
ing thousands  of  honest  and  respectable 
people  to  their  ruin.  The  hon.  and 
learned  Member  for  Bridport  (Mr. War- 
ton)  had  pointed  out  that  the  Bill  went 
very  far  in  the  direction  of  abolishing 
bills  of  sale  altogether.  In  that  respect, 
the  Bill,  he  beheved,  embodied  the  re- 
commendations of  the  Committee  of  last 
year,  which  were  substantially  unani- 
mous ;  but  it  would  be  a  matter  for  the 
House  to  consider,  when  it  got  into 
Committee  upon  it,  whether  they  should 
agree  to  all  the  clauses  of  the  Bill  as  it 
stood,  and  whether  so  very  large  an 
alteration  in  the  present  system  as  the 
measure  proposed  to  effect,  could  be 
safely  made  at  once.  He  thought  that 
the  clause  which  would  prevent  any  bill 
of  sale  being  given  on  stock  might 
operate  harshly,  especially  in  cases 
where  the  borrower  had  paid  for  his 
stock.  Again,  the  clause  which  pro- 
hibited bills  of  sale  being  given  in  re- 
spect of  loans  under  £50,  would  prac- 
tically prevent  the  working  man  from 
raising  money  on  his  goods.  These  two 
clauses,  taken  together,  would  doubtless 
affect  five  out  of  every  six  transactions 
of  this  nature  that  were  legal  under  the 
existing  law.  The  mere  fact  that  such 
a  large  number  of  bills  of  sale  were 
g^ven  in  the  course  of  the  year  seemed 
to  imply  some  necessity,  or  at  all  events 
some  demand,  for  the  convenience  of  the 
different  classes  of  the  community,  and, 
of  course,  it  would  be  open  for  the  con- 
sideration of  the  House  in  Committee 
whether  the  evils  and  abuses  complained 
of  might  not  be  remedied  without  such 
an  entire  reverse  of  the  existing  system 
as  the  Bill  proposed.  It  must  be  re- 
membered, as  a  curious  circumstance, 
that  the  gpreat  abuses  and  scandals  which 
now  attached  to  bills  of  sale  were  due 
to  the  Order  and  Disposition  Clauses — 
clauses  which  were  introduced  into  the 
Act  of  1878,  at  the  instigation  and  with 
the  support  of  the  Chambers  of  Com- 
merce of  the  country.  These  Chambers 
of  Commerce  were  now  seeking  to  re- 
pair the  mistake  made  in  1878  ;  but  he 
thought  the  House  would  also  have  to 
see  that  in  repairing  one  mistake  they 
did  not  fall  into  another.  He  thought 
that  by  extending  the  period  within 
which  bills  of  sale  should  become  void, 
where  the  borrower  became  bankrupt, 
to  12  months  after  their  making,  and  by 
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re?enmg  fhe  lendation  of  1878,  wiih. 
regard  to  the  Order  and  Duposition 
Qlaiuesy  the  chief  abuses  of  the  present 
system  might  be  put  an  end  to.  Sooner, 
lloweTery  than  thai  the  present  system 
dioold  remain  unaltered,  he  shoola  pre- 
fer to  see  bills  of  sale  abolished  alto- 
gether.    

Hju  UNDLATEB  said,  he  ooite 
agreed  with  the  prinoijple  of  the  Bill, 
but  thooffht,  with  the  nght  hon.  Gen- 
tleman who  had  just  spoken,  that  if  bills 
of  sale  were  to  bie  retained  as  a  seooritv 
worth  anything,  some  alteration  shonld 
be  made  in  Committee  in  the  dauses  of 
the  BilL  As  ther  stood  at  present,  it 
would  be  impossible  to  give  any  reason- 
able seoority  in  hand  fii$  mercantile 
dealings  between  wholesale  dealers  and 
retailers.  He  would  appeal  to  the  hon. 
and  learned  G^tleman  the  Solioitor 
Oeneral  fbr  Ireland,  to  the  effect  that, 
if  leeidation  on  the  subject  took  place 
fat  I^udand.  he  would  take  care  imme- 


liately  to  have  a  similar  measure  intro- 
duced to  apply  to  Ireland. 

Uju  HEStEAGE  said,  he  was  glad 
that  Buch  a  Bill  had  been  brought 
in.  He  oonounred  with  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  President  of  the  Board 
of  Trade  that  it  would  be  better  to 
abolish  bills  of  sale  off  the  face  of  the 
earth  altogether,  rather  than  to  allow 
the  law  to  remain  in  its  present  position. 
The  only  remark  he  aesired  to  make 
had  reference  to  the  speech  of  the  hon. 
and  learned  Member  for  Dewsbury  (Mr. 
Serjeant  Simon),  whose  reason  for  not 
extending  the  period  within  which  a 
borrower  s  goods  should  not  be  sold  was 
the  saving  of  expense  to  the  person  in 
difficulties ;  but  he  (Mr.  Heneage)  very 
much  doubted  whether  there  would  be 
any  real  saving  of  expense,  because  if 
the  sflde  took  place  within  a  short  time 
after,  the  result  would  be  that  the  goods 
would  be  sold  at  a  great  disadvantage, 
and  by  extending  the  period  the  sum  of 
money  obtained  at  the  sale  would  out- 
weigh the  expense.  In  the  case  of 
agricultural  stock,  he  thought  a  com- 
promise of  five  days  might  be  accepted. 

Me.  lewis  fry  said,  he  was  very 
glad  to  see  that  the  House  practically 
was  unanimous  in  its  assent  to  the 
second  reading  of  the  Bill  of  his  hon. 
Friend  the  Member  for  Gloucester  (Mr. 
Monk).  He  quite  agreed  that  one  of 
the  most  important  dauses  in  the  Bill 
was  that  which  related  to  bills  of  sale 


under  £50,  and  he  would  point  out  that 
the  increase  in  bUls  of  siede  since  the 
passing  of  the  Act  of  1878  had  been 
chiefly  in  those  tmder  that  sum.  WhUe 
in  1877  the  number  of  bills  of  sale 
under  £50  was  4^802,  it  had  increased 
in  1880  to  88,177,  showing  an  increase 
of  800  per  cent.  On  the  other  hand, 
the  number  of  bills  of  sale  for  over 
£50,  which  was  10,934  in  1877,  had 
onl^  increased  to  17,386  in  1880,  being 
an  morease  of  only  60  per  cent.  He  was 
unable  entirely  to  agree  with  what  had 
fidlen  from,  the  right  hon.  Ghentleman  the 
President  of  the  Board  of  Trade  (Mr. 
Ohamberlcdn)  as  to  securities  upon  the 
floating  and  changing  stock  in  the  trade 
of  a  retail  dealer.  He  considered  it 
unsound  in  principle  that  a  trader  should 
be  able  to  give  a  preferential  security^  to 
a  particular  creditor  over  goods  which 
he  might  hereafter  purchase,  and  which 
he  might  never  pay  for ;  and,  consider- 
ing the  enormous  rate  of  interest  charged 
by  the  lenders — at  the  least  as  much  as 
50  or  60  per  cent — ^he  belieyed  such 
loans  did  the  greatest  possible  iniury  to 
the  borrowers.  He  supported  the  Bill 
of  his  hon.  Friend  in  the  belief  that  it 
would  effect  an  important  and  a  most 
beneficial  improvement  in  the  law. 

Sm  BALDWYN  LEIQHTON  sup- 
ported  the  Bill,  and  suggested  that 
there  should  be  no  sale  until  after  seven 
days'  seizure  of  goods — certainly  not 
until  after  five  days. 

Mr.  monk  said,  he  had  to  most 
gratefully  thank  the  House  for  their 
general  concurrence  with  the  provisions 
of  the  measure.  When  the  Bill  got  into 
Committee,  he  should  be  wimng  to 
adopt  the  extension  of  days  as  sug- 
gested. 

Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Bill  read  a  second  time,  and  committed 
for  Monday  next. 

CRIMINAL  LAW  AMENDMENT  BILL. 

{Mr,  Eopwoodj  Mr.  Charles  Buttell,  Mr.  Mildon, 

Son.  Arthur  Elliot^  Mr.  Arnold^ 

Mr.  Broadhurat.') 

[bill   15.]      SECOND  nBADING. 

Order  for  Second  Beading  read. 

Me.  HOPWOOD,  in  moving  that  the 
Bill  be  now  read  a  second  time,  said, 
that  it  embodied  in  great  measure  the 
result  of  the  labours  of  the  QomamM^Oiii 
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which  had  sat  to  consider  the  subject  of 
our  Criminal  Law  several  years  ago,  and 
it  was  Very  much  to  be  deplored  that  the 
labours  Of  that  Commission  had  not  yet 
been  utilized  for  the  Public  Service, 
though,  no  doubt,  there  had  been  many 
practical  difficulties  in  the  way  of  their 
recommendations  being  brought  about. 
The  present  Bill  was  an  attempt  to  make 
use  of  a  large  portion  of  the  Commission's 
labours.  On  the  Commission  were  four 
eminent  Judges — Lord  Blackburn^  the 
late  Lord  Justice  Lush,  Mr.  Justice  Barry, 
and  Mr.,  now  Sir  James,  Stephen.  Some 
of  the  recommendations  of  these  learned 
Judges  were  also  embodied  in  another 
measure,  which  would  be  referred  to 
in  the  discussion  on  the  present  Bill — 
that  of  the  hon.  and  learned  Member 
for  Chatham  (Mr.  Gorst).  In  order  to 
take  out  of  the  Code  as  settled  the  por- 
tion which  related  to  procedure,  which 
mainly  constituted  the  present  measure, 
it  was  necessary  to  introduce  clauses  of 
adaptation.  Those  would  require  con- 
sideration, and  possibly  there  might  not 
be  entire  unanimity  as  to  them,  though 
he  had  bestowed  some  care  upon  them.  In 
the  Speech  from  the  Throne,  at  the  com- 
mencement of  the  Session,  allusion  was 
made  to  this  subject,  and  a  Bill  was  pro- 
mised; but  he  trusted  his  hon.  and  learned 
Friend  (the  Attorney  General)  would  not 
attribute  to  him  any  want  of  respect  in 
proceeding  with  a  measure  which,  so  to 
speak,  had  been  ''on  the  stocks"  for 
some  time  before  that  announcement, 
and  which  he  desired  to  launch  before 
the  House.  Almost  everything  submitted 
as  a  matter  of  procedure  by  the  Com- 
mission to  the  Government  of  the  day 
was  included,  and  as  he  had  taken  the 
course  of  adopting,  wherever  possible, 
the  very  words  of  me  Commissioners,  he 
trusted  the  Government  would  not  feel 
it  their  duty  to  oppose  the  Bill.  The 
first  point  was  that  the  measure  produced 
this  useful  effect — it  defined  the  ground 
upon  which  arrest  on  a  criminal  charge 
might  be  made  with  or  without  warrant. 
Then  it  proceeded  to  enlaree  the  juris- 
diction of  the  Courts  of  Quarter  Ses- 
sions. It  had  long  been  Uiought  that 
the  work  of  the  Assizes  might  be  con- 
siderably and  useMly  relieved  by  cer- 
tain cases  being  transferred  to  Courts 
of  more  limited  or  inferior  jurisdiction, 
though  there  wa?  the  objection  that  those 
Oourto  were  not  always  presided  over 
by  men  trained  for  the  purpose.    The 


Bill  proposed  that  Courts  of  Quar- 
ter Sessions  should  have  power  to  try 
cases  of  robbery  with  violence,  assault 
with  intent  to  rob,  and  burglary.  This 
would  greatly  relieve  the  work  of  the 
Judges  of  Assize.  The  Courts  indicated 
already  dealt  with  similar  cases  of  crime 
for  which  as  high  punishments  were  in- 
flicted. It  became  important,  however, 
to  see  the  effect  of  that  transfer.  It 
would  give  those  Courts  power  to  inflict 
penal  servitude  for  life.  That,  he  ad- 
mittidd,  was  a  dangerous  thins^  to  do. 
In  some  Courts  there  was  a  desire  to 
exceed  the  limit  of  ordinary  punish- 
ment. Therefore,  some  limitations  were 
proposed  in  the  measure  with  the  view 
of  checking  any  arbitrary  use  of  their 
new  powers  by  Quarter  Sessions.  These 
Courts  had  usually  kept  their  sentences 
within  due  limits;  but  there  was  a 
notable  exception  in  the  case  of  the 
Surrey  Sessions,  where  three  prisoners 
had,  in  one  Session,  been  sentenced  to 
20  years'  penal  servitude.  He  had 
thought  it  his  duty  to  bring  before 
the  notice  of  the  House  of  Commons 
the  severe  sentences  passed  at  those 
Sessions  by  way  of  questions  to  the 
Home  Secretary,  and  he  would  ap- 
peal now  to  any  hon.  and  learned 
Lawyer  present  whether  he  had  ever 
known  such  sentences  elsewhere  ?  How- 
ever, that  showed  the  necessity  of  some 
limitation  in  the  power  of  Quarter  Ses- 
sions, because,  without  that  limitation,  a 
Court  with  a  peculiar  Chairman,  guided 
by  an  idea  that  it  knew  better  than  all 
other  Courts  how  to  repress  crime,  might 
even  inflict  penal  servitude  for  life.  It 
was  strange  that  the  Surrey  Court  should 
persist  in  such  relentless  sentences,  which 
had  the  effect  of  blotting  a  fellow-crea- 
ture out  of  the  world  for  so  long  a 
period— -perhaps  only  on  account  of  a 
series  of  pilferings.  He  was  glad  to 
say  that  other  Courts  were  not  so  severe, 
and  he  had  asked  for  a  Itetum*from 
the  Middlesex  Sessions,  as  well  as  from 
the  Surrey  Sessions,  for  three  years 
past,  which  he  hoped,  by  comparison, 
would  show  such  severe  sentences  were 
not  necessary  for  the  repression  of  crime. 
If  they  were  not  necessary,  it  was  cul- 
pable to  proceed  in  such  a  severe,  re- 
lentless, and  vindictive  manner.  It 
would  not,  therefore,  be  safe  to  give 
eveiy  Court  an  unlimited  power  of 
punishment  with  the  jurisdiction  which 
the  Bill  proposed  should  be  transferred 
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to  fhem.  At  present,  Gourto  of  Quarter 
Soaaonshad  power  to  give  extraoMmary 
■entenoes  for  oomponnd  fidonies— that 
wasy  where  a  man  was  conTioted  after  a 
prerions  oonTiotion.  It  wonld  alsd  jdle 
np  aentenoea  one  on  the  other  in  respect 
of  aepaanske  oBbn'oeaL  The  Bill  pxpTided 
that  no  atioh  Ooiort  anonld  sentence 
fi>^  one,  or,  munnlativdlj,  f6r  seVeiiU 
erimes,  for  a  longer  term  tihah  10 
yean,  or  mioh  oQieir  time  as  the 
House  might  think  proper ;  and  in  case 
a  person  was  convioted,  but  not  bhax]^ 
with  crime  previouslj,  for  nb  loiiver 
term  than  nVe  years,  or  such  ot£er 
time  as  might  be  agreed  upon  bjr 
hon.  Hqmbers  in  Oommittee.  He  knew 
that  at  the  Buirey  Sessions  seven  years 
were  frequently  gtVen  for  a  first  oon- 
tiction,  and  ne  could  hardly  under- 
stand how  men  could  be  competent  to 
preside  who  would  deal  in  that  way 
with  their  fellow-creatures,  acting  upon 
some  nreoonceived  notion  ot  the  enor- 
mitT  of  TfcOi  and  ixiflicting  punishments 
of  die  eztitordinaiy  character  to  whidi 
he  had  zefeixed.  The  Bill  also  contained 
a  clause  ibkt  such  Courts  should  have 
no  power,  Ibr  these  or  similar  ofilbnoes, 
to  sentence  to  whipping  or  flogffiiig  any 
male  above  die  age  of  1 6  years.  I^'ext,  as 
regarded  the  Coroner's  jurisdiction,  that 
alM>  had  been  dealt  with  by  the  Com- 
missioners. The  Bill  followed  in  the 
lines  which  those  CommiBBionors  had 
laid  down.  It  proposed  to  abolish  the 
extraordinary  double  jurisdiction  in  cri- 
minal proceedings  by  which  men  found 
guilty  on  Coroner's  inquests  were  liable 
to  be  tried  on  that  verdict,  as  well  as  on 
the  bill  foxmd  by  the  Grand  Jury,  and 
were  not  brought  in  the  usual  way 
before  a  Justice.  His  alteration  was, 
that  if  the  Coroner  issued  a  warrant  for 
the  apprehension  of  a  supposed  offender, 
it  should  be  to  take  him  before  a  Justice, 
who  might  deal  with  him  as  though  a 
warrant  had  been  issued  on  information 
laid  before  him.  That  proposal  had 
been  recommended  by  several  learned 
Judges.  Then,  as  to  the  question  of 
bail.  The  lines  laid  down  bv  the  Com- 
missionerB  had  also  been  followed  in 
that  respect.  G^ie  Bill  defined  the 
cases  in  which  there  was  a  discretion  to 
grant  bail,  and  those  in  which  bail  was 
a  matter  of  right,  points  of  immense 
importance  both  to  the  administrators 
of  the  law  lEind  to  those  whom  the 
law  penooially  affected.    With  regard 


to  the  drafting  of  iiidictih'ents,  it  was 
proDosed,  in  the^  ^fliritt  place,  to 
abolish  ^e  distinctiQh  between  felony 
and  misdemeanour.  13iat  would  make 
the  wronghl  joinder  of  felonies  and 
misdemeanours  i>y  an  incompetent  and 
catelei&B  draftiftman  no  Ioniser  a  ground 
for  the  escape  on  a  techniofu  excuse  of  a 
pbl^n  who  might  be  guilty  of  the  aocu- 
sati6n  brought  against  him.  The  gene- 
ral jprovicdons  as  to  indictments  also 
sought  to  l^g  them  do^  to  the  r^on 
of  mfaslUnbihty  by  clothing  them  in 
simple  and  precise  lahffuage.  Techni- 
calities would  be  avoided  jAnd  their  place 
supplied  with  allegations,  which  it  was 
essential  to  prove.  The  Bill  also  de- 
scribed the  objectioniB  which  should  not 
invalidate  tlie  indictment.  The  70th 
ckuse  i^ave  amplified  powers,  as  com- 
paired  with  those  given  by  the  Comihia- 
sioxiers,  to  the  Court  or  a  Judge  to  require 
the  prosecutor  to  give  further  particmarsi 
t6|^thejr  with  access  to  an^  document  Cfr 
ihmf;  under  his  control  or  in  his  custody, 
to  kid  tlie  defence  of  the  accused,  of  the 
naiure  and  circumstances  of  the  charge 
brohght  a^aihst  the  accused.  The  ap- 
sexlce  of  this  power  at  present  often 
worked  to  the  wrong  of  the  person 
^krged.  With  respect  to  treason,  per- 
jury, and  false  pretences,  the  present 
requirements  for  indictments  were  of 
the  most  absurd  character,  expressed  in 
a  long  rigmarole  of  legal  phraseology 
which  nobody  understood,  and  which 
often  gave  rise  to  technical  objections  to 
the  detriment  of  the  due  administration 
of  justice,  the  result  being  that  the  guilty 
had  frequently  escaped  owing  to  the  want 
of  ^ill  of  the  draftsman.  This  the 
Bill  endeavoured  to  amend.  He  was 
glad,  too,  that  the  recommendations  of 
the  Commissioners  that  the  Outlawry 
Act  should  be  abolished  would  be  prac- 
tically attained.  It  was  true  that  the 
Act  was  seldom  put  in  force;  but  it 
might  be  enforced  and  the  old  theory  be 
carried  out — as  the  House  was  doubtless 
aware,  that,  according  to  the  law  as  it 
at  present  stood,  the  criminal  outlaw 
was  an  unhappy  wretch,  out  of  the  pale 
of  society,  ana  that  anybody  might  put 
an  end  to  him.  In  regard  to  the  ques- 
tion of  special  juries,  he  had  venttired 
to  differ  with  the  Commission,  which 
was  of  opinion  that  in  all  cases  a  special 
jury  might  be  obtained  either  at  the 
suit  of  the  prosecutor  or  the  accused. 
He  thought  mat  would  \>e  aa  ^x\x«ui^^ 
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invidious  power,  and  his  proposal  was 
that  the  prosecution  should  have  the 
right  of  obtaining  a  special  juiy  only  in 
special  cases,  while  the  accused  should 
have  the  right  in  all  cases,  subject  to  the 
sanction  of  the  Court.  He  proposed  this, 
because  the  accused  might belongto  a  dif- 
ferent class  in  life  from  the  people  ordi- 
narily assembled  to  try  him.  If  a  man 
was  med  by  his  peers  it  would  be  carry- 
ing into  effect  the  old  notion  of  the  law. 
He  also  proposed,  in  accordance  with 
the  recommendation  of  the  Commission, 
that  the  accused  should,  in  every  case, 
have  the  option  of  giving  evidence.  It 
was  obvious  that  there  was  nothing 
which  an  innocent  person  accused  of  a 
crime  would  desire  more  than  to  give 
evidence  on  his  own  behalf.  There 
was  no  doubt  that,  if  this  had  been 
allowed  in  the  cases  which  had  lately 
disturbed  the  public  mind — Clowes  and 
Johnson — and  in  which  two  innocent 
men  had  been  convicted,  but  who 
were  subsequently  pardoned  and  re- 
leased, after  having  suffered  a  period 
of  imprisonment  n>r  violence  which 
the  prosecutor  confessed  on  his  death- 
bed they  had  not  committed,  they 
would  have  been  able  to  corroborate 
each  other,  and,  although  they  mi^ht  not 
have  been  able  to  prove  their  perfect  in- 
nocence, they  would  have  produced  that 
''reasonable  doubt"  in  the  minds  of 
the  jury,  on  which  juries  were  constantly 
told  to  act.  He  sought  to  abolish  the 
Attornev  General's  right  of  reply  in 
criminal  cases.  It  was  very  hainl  that 
the  accused,  where  he  called  no  wit- 
nesses, should  not  have  the  last  word. 
The  privilege  had  been  absurdly  ex- 
tended at  Assizes  and  Quarter  Sessions 
to  the  deputies  of  his  hon.  and  learned 
Friend.  At  present,  if  the  AttomeyGene- 
ral  or  Solicitor  General  appeared  to  pro- 
secute they  had  the  right  to  reply,  and 
the  same  privilege  was  also  claimed  and 
acted  upon  by  their  young  Mends  whom 
thev  nominated  in  their  stead.  The 
Bill  proposed  to  alter  that  practice.  It 
was  a  matter  which  produced  a  sense  of 
injustice  in  many  persons'  minds.  He 
would  next  call  attention  to  the  pro- 
vision to  establish  a  Court  of  Criminal 
Appeal.  The  only  appeal  now  was  the 
varying  and  imcertain  one  to  the  Home 
Omoe.  It  was  well  known  there  were 
instaaoes  in  which  capital  sentences  had 
been  oazried  out  on  innocent  persons, 
who   would  have  been   saved   by  an 


Appeal  Court ;  and  he  called  attention 
to  a  Ketum  just  issued,  which  he  had 
obtained,  respecting  the  Prerogative  of 
mercv,  that  there  were  five  or  six  cases  in 
which  a  free  pardon  had  even  been  g^ven 
in  cases  where  men  had  been  sentenced 
to  death,  while  there  were  hundreds  of 
cases  in  which  the  sentence  of  death  had 
been  commuted  to  penal  servitude  for 
terms  varying  from  tnat  of  life  to  a  very 
small  number  of  years — in  fact,  more 
than  one-half  of  the  capital  sentences 
were  not  carried  into  effect.  In  one  case 
a  person  sentenced  to  death  was  dis- 
charged after  one  year's  imprisonment. 
This  was  strong  proof  in  favour  of  the 
right  of  appeal  which  the  Bill  proposed 
to  give.  There  was  no  doubt  that  a 
Court  of  Appeal  would  deal  much  more 
satisfactorily  with  the  varying  shades  of 
guilt  than  a  Home  Secreta^  possibly 
could.  The  same  argument  applied  to 
other  than  capital  sentences,  and,  in- 
deed, to  the  whole  administration  of  the 
Criminal  Law.  K  appeal  should  be 
allowed  in  the  most  pcdtry  civil  cases, 
why  not  in  these?  In  the  County 
Court,  a  man  who  was  sued  for  £21  had 
an^  number  of  appeals,  and  a  similar 
prmciple  ou^ht  to  apply  to  criminal 
cases,  where  life  and  liberty  were  con- 
cerned. It  existed  in  every  civilized 
country  except  England.  He  would  refer 
to  the  charge  of  Mr.  Justice  Mathew,  in 
favour  of  an  appeal  against  sentences 
delivered  by  the  Grand  Jury  at  a  recent 
Assize  for  Liverpool.  It  showed  what 
care  we  had  for  the  rights  of  pro- 
perty, when  the  same  privilege  was  not 
extended  to  the  life  of  any  individual. 
It  was  a  fact  that  in  the  great  majority  of 
cases  an  appeal  could  not  be  justified ; 
but  there  were  exceptions,  and  those 
exceptions  should  be  provided  for.  If 
he  was  told  that  there  would  be  so  many 
appeals  brought  before  the  Court  that  it 
would  be  flooded  with  them,  he  would 
reply  that  he  did  not  believe  it,  for,  as 
a  rule,  criminals  charged  with  offences 
were  mostly,  he  regretted  to  say,  too 
poor  and  friendless,  and  had  not  the 
means  wherewith  to  appeal.  Besides,  in 
his  experience,  the  guuty  quite  acquiesced 
in  their  conviction  and  sentence.  There- 
fore, he  thought  such  appeals  would, 
in  fact,  be  &w;  and,  oeyond  that, 
the  Commissioners  strongly  recom- 
mended the  establishment  of  such  a 
Court,  and  there  could  be  no  higher 
testimony.    In  any  case,  he  believed  it 
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wooM  tend  to  nraiTMit  {hoao  oases  6f  in- 
iiistioeiwliieklirasomiiohilio^ 
Kommd.  Tolmnit  was  a  matter  of  sur- 
prise that  the  question  shotild  have  been 
debated  00  long,  and  that,  although 
BunOar  Bills  had  been  brought  in  year 
after  Tear,  they  had  been  raegated  to 
the  depositorj  of  good  efforts,  and 
nerer  oame  into  effect.    Though  most 

Ele  had  expressed  or  affected  sym- 
J  with  the  object,  few  had  exerted 
isehres  to  meet  one  of  the  plainest 
demands  of  justice.  Howerer,  an  hon. 
Member  (Sir  Eardley  T^^mot)  had 
charge  of  another  Bill  for  estebliahing 

■     "        ■  "  "      itia 


of  appeal  in  cases  of  capi 
poniahment,  and   the  time  had  come 
when  the  question  could  be  no  longer 
dalajed.    The  Bill   also  provided   for 
new  trials  of  a  special  character  by 
Older  of  the  Secretary  of  Stete.    The 
proposal   contained   was — Section   127 
— ^that   if,    upon   any  application   for 
the  meroy  of  the  Grown  on  behalf  of 
any  person  committed  for  crime,  one  of 
Her  Majesty's  principal  Secretaries  of 
State  in  England  or  uie  Lord  Lieuten- 
ant in  Lrdand,  should  think  fit,  either 
on  the  eridence  given  at  the  trial,  or  hj 
reason  of  other  evidence  broujght  te  his 
knowledge,  he  might,  hj  an  order  in 
writing,  dbrect  a  new  trial  or  inquiry 
into  the  case  before  three  Judges,  who 
should  not  for  this  purpose  be  bound  by 
the  ordinary  legal  rules  in  regard  to 
evidence,  but  should  call  any  evidence 
they  might  think  fit.     This  provlBion 
would,  he  believed,  be  a  great  relief  to 
an  overtasked  Minister  of  State.      It 
could  not  be  expected  that  such  a  Minister 
should  go  personally  into  all  the  evi- 
dence in  every  case  in  which  he  was  ap- 
pealed to,  and  the  result  was  that  m 
most  cases  the  Home  Secretary  referred 
such  matters  to  the  Permanent  Under 
Secretary  of  the  Home  Office  for  con- 
nderation  and  report;  and  the  House 
could  readily  understend  what  a  relief 
it  would  be  to  an  over-taxed  Minister 
to  be  enabled  to  direct  an  inquiry  before 
three  Judges,  who  would  take  the  re- 
iponsibility  of  deciding  upon  the  inno- 
cence or  otherwise  of  the  persons  con- 
cerned.    He  did  not  say  the  opinion  of 
the  Judges  who  tried  them  was  not 
of    great    weight,     but    it    was     not 
in  all  cases  conclusive;  and  he  would 
appeal  to  other  Members  of  the  House 
whelQier  they  had  not  in  vain  appealed 
to  the  meroy  of  the  Crown  in  many  cases 


in  some  of  which  a  considerable  re- 
mission of  sentence  might  have  been 
made,  and  in  some  of  which  the  pri- 
soners ought  to  have  been  allowed  to  go 
free  ?  But  these  prisoners  dragg^  ue 
chain  of  hopeless  captivity,  darkness 
shadowed  every  prosji^  for  them,  and 
they  were  expected  to  obey  the  prison 
regulations  with  gentle  and  docile  mind, 
and  submit  to  the  long  servitude  for 
life  which  was  placed  upon  them.  He 
himself  had  brought  under  the  notice  of 
the  right  hon.  andleamedCtotleman (Sir 
William  Harcourt),  among  others,  the 
case  of  two  men  who  were  condemned  to 
death,  and  who  were  now  undergoing  a 
sentence  of  penal  servitude  mr  life. 
They  were  constantly  making  piteous 
appeals  to  him  and  declaring  meir  inno- 
cence. He  had  exhausted  every  means 
of  inquiry  in  order  to  brinff  evidence  to 
bear  upon  an  appeal  which  he  had  ad- 
dressed on  their  behalf  to  the  Home 
Secretary,  and  the  evidence  was,  to  his 
own  mind,  convincing  that  bdh  these 
men  were  innocent.  He  could  not  com- 
plain of  the  refusal  of  the  Home  Secre- 
tary to  liberate  these  men.  He  was 
bound  in  the  matter  by  usag^  and  prac- 
tice. He  was  over-mastered  by  the 
raessure  of  great  affairs.  But  he  (Mr. 
Mopwood)  f^t  that  he  had  a  right  to 
teU  tiie  House  of  such  cases.  Me  be- 
lieved that  in  this,  as  in  other  cases, 
if  such  an  inquiry  as  that  proposed 
in  the  Bill  could  be  held,  the  in- 
nocence of  the  prisoners  would  be 
clearly  established.  There  was,  how 
ever,  no  remedy  for  these  men,  for 
there  was  no  appeal  at  present  from 
the  decision  of  the  Secretary  of  State. 
He  submitted  to  the  House  that 
he  had  laid  before  them  a  good  plea 
that  the  revision  of  convictions  and  of 
sentences  should  be  placed  in  competent 
hands  before  a  public  Court,  where  the 
matter  in  question  could  be  debated 
before  the  public  gaze,  and  the  decision 
of  the  Oourt  given  upon  the  facts. 
Where  punishment  had  fallen  upon  in- 
nocent men  society  was  incurring  daily 
a  great  responsibility  ;  and  he  believed 
an  assurance  from  his  hon.  and  learned 
Friend  the  Attorney  General,  that  a 
reform  in  this  direction  was  intended, 
would  bring  to  the  public  mind  in- 
tense and  general  satisfaction.  The 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  concluded 
by  moving  the  second  reading  of  the 
Bill. 
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Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
*'  That  the  Bill  be  qow  read  a  second 
time." — (iffr.  Hopwood,) 

Me.  MELLOR  said,  there  could,  he 
thought,  be  no  doubt  that  his  hon.  and 
learned  Friend  the  Member  for  Stock- 
port (Mr.  Hopwood)  was  justly  entitled 
to  the  thanks  of  the  House  for  having 
brought  forward  that  subject,  and  for 
the  trouble  he  had  taken  in  connection 
with  it.  The  reform  of  the  Criminal 
Procedure  of  the  country  had  for  a  long 
time  been  before  the  House  in  various 
forms,  and  all  who  were  acquainted  with 
the  circumstances  had  been  satisfied  that 
reform  was  imperatively  needed.  He 
therefore  hoped  the  day  would  soon 
come  when  the  Government  would  find 
itself  in  such  a  position  as  to  feel  them- 
selves compellea  to  take  up  the  matter. 
He  could  conceive  nothing  more  terrible 
than  the  lot  of  an  innocent  man  sen- 
tenced to  penal  servitude,  and  that  con- 
sideration ought  to  make  them  very 
careful  with  regard  to  their  mode  of 
action,  and  the  way  in  which  they  dealt 
with  prisoners  on  their  trial,  and  how 
they  altered  the  procedure  that  was  to 
affect  them.  Above  all,  they  ought  to 
be  most  careful  to  avoid  intrusting  the 
trial  of  prisoners  to  inexperienced  per- 
sons. He  was  greatly  opposed  to  the 
Sroposal  to  extend  the  jurisdiction  of 
Quarter  Sessions,  on  the  ground  that  an 
enlargement  of  their  power  would  be 
both  unwise  and  prejudicial.  His  expe- 
rience was  that  the  magistrates,  as  a 
body,  were  most  sincerely  anxious  to  do 
justice,  and  no  doubt  the  cases  which 
came  before  Quarter  Sessions  were  very 
varied;  but  after  the  first  day  of  the 
Sessions  the  attendance  of  magistrates 
was  very  small,  and  very  often  on  the 
second  day  cases  were  tried  by  the 
Chairman  and  one  magistrate.  If  t^e 
jurisdiction  was  to  be  extended  some 
serious  and  extensive  reform  must  be 
effected ;  they  must  have  practised 
and  experienced  men,  who  ougnt  to  be 
thoroughly  versed  in  the  practice  of 
Quarter  Sessions.  He  was  bound  to 
say  that  his  experience  of  10  years 
at  Quarter  Sessions  had  convinced 
him  that  many  of  the  Chairmen  were 
thoroughly  inefficient,  and  quite  in- 
capable of  nroperly  dealing  with  the 
oases  brought  oefore  them.  He  had 
known  instances  of  gentlemen  being 
appointed  as  Chairmen  of  Quarter  Ses- 


sions who  had  never  hfid  the  slightest 
experience  of  criminal  trials  previous 
to  their  appointment ;  he  knew  of  an 
instance  in  which  a  particular  Chairman 
confessed  his  incapacity  to  perform  the 
duties  which  attaiched  to  lus  position. 
He  was  not  putting  that  as  a  universal 
rule.  It  was  in  Courts  where  inexpe- 
rienced persons  presided  that  miscarriages 
of  justice  occurred — persons  who  had 
no  sort  of  experience  m  criminal  trials. 
He  therefore  thought  the  House  ought 
to  hesitate  before  they  extended  the 
jurisdiction  of  such  Courts.  He  hoped 
that  when  the  (Government  dealt  with 
the  subject,  steps  would  be  taken  to 
selcure  the  appointment  of  experienced 
persons  as  Chairmen,  so  that  prisoners 
should  not  be  unduly  exposed  to  the 
risk  of  unjust  conviction.  He  con- 
demned the  present  indictments  as 
technical  in  the  last  deeree,  and  he 
hoped  this  evil  would  be  remedied. 
He  quite  concurred  with  his  hon.  and 
learned  Friend  as  to  the  desirable- 
ness of  abolishing  the  distinction  be- 
tween felony  and  misdemeanour.  He 
also  thought  it  was  desirable  that  the 
Court  should  have  power  to  change  the 
place  of  trial,  where  there  was  a  fi^eat 
amount  of  local  prejudice,  or  where, 
from  other  local  circumstances,  it  was 
desirable  to  do  so.  He  did  not  see  why 
a  special  jury  should  not  be  empanneUed 
for  the  trial  of  criminal  cases ;  but  the 
svstem  introduced  at  the  suggestion  of 
the  Lord  Chief  Justice  of  a  judicious 
mixture  of  special  jurors  with  eommon 
jurors  had  proved  very  advantageous, 
besides  giving  universal  satisfaction,  and 
therefore  diminished  the  importance  of 
this  proposal.  He  was  also  in  favour  of 
juries  being  enabled  to  '*  view  "  in 
criminal  cases,  and  of  the  accused  being 
i^lowed  to  give  evidence  on  his  own  be- 
half. With  regard  to  the  latter,  he  bad 
come  to  the  conclusion  that  to  permit 
that  would  be  a  most  valuable  improve- 
ment on  the  present  system,  as  helping 
materially  the  administration  of  justice. 
He  had  never  been  able  to  see  why  the 
person  who  knew  the  most  about  the 
matter  should  not,  if  he  chose  to  un- 
dergo the  test  of  cross-examination,  be 
allowed  to  gjive  his  own  account  of  it. 
It  had  been  said  by  some  that  to  allow 
a  prisoner  to  enter  the  witness-box  would 
be  to  expose  him  to  unjust  treatment, 
but  he  failed  to  see  how  there  could  be 
any  risk  of  that  in  this  country.    In 
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Bumj  o>t<Mb  if  priacm^isi  warn  aDaved  to 
giTe  eridflpoey  p^zaoiui  unjutilj  a^oasfid 
woiild1)6  enabled  to  joore  fkeir  innp- 
oenoe.  Wiiii  regard  to  app^,  lie 
fhonglit  that  a  prisoner  ongnt  to  be 
allowed  to  appeal,  if  leave  were  nven 
him  by  the  Ooort;  but  he  did  not  uiinlc 
it  neoeaaary,  as  his  hon.  and  learned 
Ftiend  had  proposed,  to  give  the  right 
of  appeal  in  ereiy  ease,  his7Mr.  Mellor  s) 
opinion  being  that  the  Ooorts  should 
retain  a  discretionaxy  power  in  their 
lumds.  On  the  whole  he  apprpved  the 
pcrofisions  of  flie  Bill,  and  considered 
that  it  wonld  greatly  improve  the  law ; 
.and  he  hoped  that  either  after  it  was 
sDowed  to  go  into  Oommittee,  or  whep 
the  Govemment  should  bring  in  their 
own  measore  on  the  subject,  a  speedy 
OQDseqnence  would  be  sudh  a  state  of 
Criminal  Procedure  as  would  be  gene- 
rsl^  regarded  with  something  like  satis- 
&cfaon« 

He.  G0B8T  said,  he  thought  it  mpst 
be  clear  tl^at  this  was  a  matter  of  im- 
portance, which  could  only  be  dealt  witii 
i^  {he  Gtoveinment ;  bu^  at  t^e  same 
tme^  &e  thought  that  in  so  dealing  with 
H  his  hon.  ana  learned  Friend  the  Attor- 
vaj  General  would  not  bind  himself  by 
Una  preifiminaxy  discussion.  AstheGto- 
tenmient,  therefore,  were  no  doubt  at 
present  considering  this  subject,  he  (Mr. 
UOTst)  desired  to  impress  upon  the  House 
that  it  was  the  procedure  part  of  the 
Criminal  Law  that  stood  in  urgent  need 
of  amendment.  Prominent  among  the 
points  that  required  immediate  consider- 
ation was  the  removal  from  the  Statute 
Book  of  many  grotesque  punishments 
that  had  long  been  allowed  to  remain  as 
part  of  the  Taw  of  the  country.  Hon. 
Members  were  not,  perhaps,  aware  of 
the  nature  of  some  of  these  punishments. 
He  would  give  three  instanceB  to  indi- 
Oftte  what  he  meant.  In  the  first  place, 
he  found  that  a  person  stealing  a  **  hop- 
bine ''  from  a  hop-garden  was  liable  to 
imprisonment  for  14  years.  Then,  again, 
an  attempt  to  injure,  with  intent  to  de- 
stroy, not  machinery,  but  a  tool  used  in 
the  manufacture  of  textile  fabrics,  might 
he  punished  with  penal  servitude  for 
life.  And,  lastly,  he  did  not  suppose 
any  Member  of  the  House  would  ever 
guess  what  the  punishment  was  for 
Dreakinfi^  a  bottle  of  pickles.  Any  per- 
son guilty  of  this  ofifence  was  liable  to 
death,  an  anomaly  which  arose  from  the 


fhe  bmpning  pf  Qer  Vajesty*!^  ships,  the 
description  of  this  offence  wae  so  ez- 
tendeq.'  as  to  include  the  destruction  of 
any  stores  whatever  in  a  victualling  yard 
— such  as  that  atGh>sport.  These  pumsb- 
ments  were,  of  course,  manifestly  ab- 
surd, and  should  be  done  away  with.  He 
thought  also  that  his  hon.  and  learned 
Friend  the  Attorney  General  would  fin^ 
it  expedient  to  eBect  a  general  mitiga- 
tion of  punishments.  In  other  respects, 
except  for  the  extravagance  of  these 
punishments,  the  Oriminal  Law  of  this 
country  did  not  stand  in  need  of  an^ 
very  pressing  amendment,  and  the  codi- 
fication of  the  Law,  though  it  might  be 
satisflactory,  was  not  urgently  needed. 
If  the  Government  did  undertake  ttie 
task  of  codifpng  the  Criminal  Law,  ^e 
trusted  that  they  would  attempt  to  do  i^ 
upon  some  scientific  system,  and  that  the 
excessive  verbiage  and  repetition  which 
now  characterized  our  Statutes  would  bi 
avoided.  If  they  were  not,  our  Oode 
would  not  compare  favourably  with  those 
of  France,  Gtormany,  and  other  countries. 
Betuming  to  the  subject  of  the  Bill 
itself,  he  wished  to  call  his  hon.  and 
learned  Friend  the  Attorney  Oenend'9 
attention  to  the  conditions  regulating 
arrests  by  warrant.  The  law  as  it  stood 
at  present  was  curious  and  inconsistent 
Under  the  present  law  no  one  charged 
with  perjury  or  with  threatening  to  mur- 
der could  be  arrested  by  this  process; 
yet  no  one  would  venture  to  say  that 
those  were  not  serious  offences.  But 
anyone  who  killed  a  deer  in  an  enclosed 
place  might  be  arrested  without  warrant 
provided  he  had  killed  a  deer  before.  K 
these  curious  existing  distinctions  were 
to  remain,  some  such  clause  as  had  been 
inserted  in  the  Bill  was  necessary.  But 
he  would  suggest  a  much  simpler  method 
of  dealing  with  the  whole  subject.  In 
other  countries  arrests  without  warrants 
were  permitted  only  in  cases  where  there 
was  a  danger  that  the  offender  would 
otherwise  escape.  There  was  really 
no  other  ground  for  permitting  such 
arrests,  and,  in  his  opinion,  our  pro- 
cedure should  in  this  respect  be  as- 
similated to  that  existing  abroad.  In 
the  Bill  which  he  had  submitted  to 
the  House — the  Oriminal  Procedure  Bill 
— he  (Mr.  Gorst)  proposed  the  simple 
amendment  of  the  law,  that  in  ,all 
offences  for  which  the  punishment  was 
death,  or  penal  servitude,  the  persons 


fact  that,  in  an  Act  passed  to  prevent    suspected  might  be    arrested    without 
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warrant,  and  in  all  oases  where  the 
punisliment  was  less,  they  should  not 
oe  liable  to  be  arrested  without  warrant, 
unless  it  was  thought  they  would  other- 
wise escape  justice.  This  simple  rule 
would  get  rid  of  the  anomalies  to  which 
he  had  referred.  The  law  with  respect 
to  the  granting  of  bail  was  equally  un- 
satisfactory. Why  should  a  man,  charged 
with  so  grave  an  ofiPence  as  unlawful 
drilling  to  the  use  of  arms,  be  entitled 
to  demand  his  release  on  bail?  Or, 
again,  why  should  a  forger  possess  that 
riffht,  when  it  was  well  known  that  persons 
of  that  dass  were  often  likely  to  be  the 
readiest  to  break  their  bail  at  any  risk  ? 
His  own  suggestion  was  that  no  person 
arrested  upon  a  charge  punishaole  on 
conviction  with  death  or  penal  servitude 
should  be  entitled  to  bail  in  any  case. 
That  would  introduce  a  consistent  and 
reasonable  treatment  of  prisoners  in 
respect  of  bail.  It  had  been  argued 
that  the  jurisdiction  of  Quarter  Sessions 
should  be  increased.  He  could  not  agree, 
however,  with  the  expediency  of  that 
proposal,  which  would  throw  still  more 
work  into  the  hands  of  unprofessional 
men,  and  preferred  seeking  the  remedy 
for  overcrowding  of  the  Assize  Courts 
in  relieving  the  J udges  by  disposing  of 
the  smaller  indictmentsbefore  Barristers, 
who  would  assist  the  Judges.  He  would 

Eropose,  also,  that  the  indictment  should 
e  simplified  ;  a  mere  schedule  would 
suffice,  and  might  replace  the  cumbrous 
and  absurd  forms  now  in  use.  Nobody 
ever  read  them,  and  if  they  did  they 
would  be  utterly  imable  to  determine 
what  it  was  with  which  the  prisoner 
was  charged.  The  object  of  an  indict- 
ment was  simply  to  show  that  a  person 
was  about  to  be  put  on  his  trial,  and  it 
should  be  without  formality,  and  couched 
in  the  briefest  and  simplest  possible 
language,  which  would  efifect  a  gpreat 
improvement  in  the  administration  of 
justice.  The  question  of  appeal  after 
conviction  was  a  more  difficult  one.  But 
if  an  appeal  were  to  be  allowed  at  all,  it 
should  not  be  optional,  but  be  g^ven  as 
a  matter  of  right.  There  was  no  danger 
of  Mvolous  appeals  being  brought  to  a 
Oourt  of  Appeal  constituted  like  the 
present ;  such  appeals  would  be  snuffed 
out  at  once.  He  should  be  very  sorry 
if  the  right  of  appeal  were  subject  to  the 
opinion  of  the  Judge,  for,  in  his  idea, 
appeals  so  given  would  be  worthless. 
The  only  authority  that  should  deter- 


mine  whether  an  appeal  should  or  should 
not  lie  should  be  the  Oourt  of  Appeal 
itself.  He  objected  most  strongly  to 
the  strange  and  unconstitutional  power 
which  it  was  proposed  to  confer  upon 
the  Secretary  of  State  for  the  Home 
Department  of  ordering  a  new  trial. 
The  actual  trial  in  England  was  a  pro- 
cedure of  which  we  might  all  be  proud ; 
but  the  procedure  preliminary  to  the 
trial — the  procedure  which  consisted  in 
finding  out  the  truth  or  falsity  of  a 
charge — was  primitive  and  barbarous. 
There  ought  to  be  arrangements  for 
investigating  the  innocence  as  well  as 
the  ffuilt  01  the  person  charged,  and, 
in  his  opinion,  the  interference  of  the 
Home  Secretary  should  only  be  invoked 
when  the  Prerogative  of  mercy  was  to 
be  exercised.  In  the  case  of  convictions 
for  murder,  he  did  not  think  the  func- 
tions of  the  Secretary  of  State  were  or 
ought  to  be  judicial.  He  ought  not  to 
determine  the  question  of  guUt,  as  that 
was  a  matter  that  ought  to  be  determined 
by  the  ordinary  tribunals  of  the  country, 
and,  if  necessary,  by  a  judicial  appeal. 
The  Home  Secretary's  intervention  ought 
not  to  be  on  the  ground  that  the  convic- 
tion was  erroneous,  but  because  there 
were  circumstances  in  the  case  which 
would  render  interference  necessary.  On 
the  point  whether  the  accused  should  be 
allowed  to  give  evidence,  he  thought 
that  the  proper  time  when  the  accused 
should  be  allowed  to  make  a  statement 
was  when  he  was  first  apprehended, 
whereas  the  artful  criminal  would  be 
most  anxious  to  give  his  version  of  the 
affair  at  the  trial,  when  he  had  had  time 
to  get  up  an  ingenious  and  plausible 
story.  There  were  some  additions  which 
he  (Mr.  Gorst)  should  like  to  see  made 
to  the  Bill.  He  was  in  favour  of  an 
amendment  of  our  laws  in  accordance 
with  the  principle  of  French  and  German 
Oriminal  Laws,  by  which  the  truth  or 
falsehood  of  charges  ag^nst  persons 
was  investigated  in  private,  thus  mini- 
mizing the  unpleasantness  of  the  situa- 
tion in  the  case  of  innocent  persons; 
and  he  thought  that  as  soon  as  a  prisoner 
was  arrested  he  should  be  taken  before 
a  magistrate  and  discharged,  unless  the 
magistrate  was  satisfied  Uiat  there  were 
some  grounds  for  the  charge.  It  should 
be  the  duty  of  the  Justice  before  whom 
the  prisoner  was  brought  to  state  the 
charge  and  the  grounds  for  the  charge, 
and  invite  the  prisoner  to  make  any 
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Btaiem«nt  lie  liked.  He  would  migffest 
thel  at  the  letter  stage  of  the  oaae,  when 
the  priaoner  wee  aaked  if  he  had  any 
answer  to  make  to  the  charge,  the 
ma^;istrate  should  state  the  pointo  upon 
which  an.  ez^anation  was  neoessarr. 
Bneh  an  examination,  he  thought,  would 
tend  to  bring  out  the  innooenoe  of 
innocent  persons,  and  establish  the 
guilt  of  the  guilty. 

Mm.  OBOPP^  said,  he  desired  to 
thank  his  hon.  and  learned  Friend  (Mr. 
H<^wood)  for  the  interesting  speech  in 
which  he  had  introduced  the  Bill,  as  he 
beKered  it  would  tend  rery  much  towards 
shioidaiing  and  eleyating  the  subject. 
His  hon.  and  learned  lUend  had  anim- 
sdTerted  upon  the  sentences  passed  at 
the  Soxrey  Quarter  Sessions,  which  he 
said  were  tea  too  heavy  for  the  crimes 
in  respeet  of  which  they  were  awarded. 
He  (Mr.  dropper)  was  a  justice  of  the 
psaoe,  tiiough  he  had  notlung  to  do  with 
the  Surrey  Sessions ;  and  his  experience 
of  Quartur  Sessions  genendly  was  that 
the  sentences  passed  were  vexy  carefully 
weighed.  More  espedallT,  in  his  opinion, 
did  the  sentences  passed  at  Sessions  in 
respect  of  offences  against  tiie  person 
oany  out  the  true  view  of  the  community 
as  to  the  relatiTe  application  of  punish- 
ment between  those  offences  and  offences 
against  property.  He  considered  that 
the  sentences  passed  for  offences  against 
the  person,  more  especially  where  the 
yictims  were  women  and  children,  at 
Quarter  Sessions  were  severer,  and  more 
in  accord  with  the  common  sense  of  the 
people  than  the  sentences  passed  at  the 
Assizes.  Clause  15  of  the  Bill  effected 
a  most  useful  change  in  giving  Quarter 
Sessions  the  jurisdiction  to  try  the  crimes 
of  robbery  with  violence,  assault  with 
intent  to  rob,  and  burglary.  In  some 
few  counties  in  England,  as  in  West- 
moreland, the  consequence  would  bo, 
if  the  Bill  became  law,  that  it  would 
he  almost  unnecessary  for  any  Criminal 
Assizes  to  be  held.  Perhaps  this,  how- 
ever, would  be  an  advantage,  as  it  would 
enable  changes  in  the  Assize  arrange- 
ments to  be  made  which  would  lessen 
the  duties  of  the  Judges.  The  proposal 
of  the  Bill  which  sought  to  prevent  the 
failure  of  justice  by  reason  of  magis- 
trates having  no  power  in  respect  of 
crimes  committed  just  outside  their  juris- 
diction would  be  of  great  advantage.  In 
respect  of  appeals  in  criminal  cases,  he 
did  not  think  they  would  be  advan- 
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tageous,  especially  in  such  cases  as  those 
of  flogging;  but  he  ag^ed  with  the 
establishment  of  a  Coiurt  of  Criminal 
Appeal  in  all  cases  where  the  death 
penaltv  was  in  question.  He  believed 
the  Bill,  as  a  wlmle,  would  be  of  much 
use  and  advantage  to  all  who  were  inte- 
rested in  the  administration  of  justice. 

Sib  B.  ASSHETON  CIBOSS  said,  that 
he  would  not  detain  the  House  for  very 
long ;  but  he  wished  to  say  a  few  words 
witn  regard  to  this  very  important  Bill. 
The  hon.  and  learned  GFentleman  who 
introduced  the  Bill  (Mr.  Hopwood)  de- 
served great  credit  for  the  pains  he  had 
taken  with  regard  to  it,  and  for  the  at- 
tention to  detail,  the  study,  and  learn- 
ing he  had  employed.  He  (Sir  B. 
Assheton  Cross)  took  it,  from  the  efforts 
which  were  made  by  the  hon.  and 
learned  Gentlemen  who  had  proposed 
measures  upon  the  subject,  that  there 
was  absolute  proof  that  there  was  a 
very  great  ana  rapidly-growing  desire 
in  the  country  that  the  Criminal  Law 
should  be  properly  codified.  He  a^eed,. 
however,  with  what  had  been  said  by 
his  hon.  and  learned  Friend  the  Mem- 
ber for  Chatham  (Mr.  Oorst),  to  the 
effect  that  no  private  Member  oould 
hope  to  prosecute  such  a  Bill  and  carry 
it  through  the  House.  He  was  further 
of  opinion  that  it  would  not  be  right  to 
leave  a  subject  of  such  vast  importance 
in  the  hands  of  any  private  Member. 
In  his  opinion,  the  public  would  not  be 
satisfied  unless  a  Bill  of  such  undeniable 
importance  were  carried  through  Par- 
liament on  the  responsibility  of  the  Go- 
vernment of  the  day.  He  was  quite 
sure,  from  what  he  had  heard  said  in 
the  last  Session  by  Members  of  the  Go- 
vernment, that  they  were  anxious  to 
proceed  as  rapidly  as  possible  with  this 
work.  He  was  sure  the  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  the  Attorney  General  would 
share  his  regret  at  the  absence  from 
that  discussion  of  a  man  who  had 
devoted  himself  with  so  much  zeal  and 
energy  to  the  reform  of  the  Criminal 
Law — he  meant  Lord  Justice  Holker. 
It  would  be  a  great  loss  to  the  qountry 
if  all  the  labour  and  trouble  which  had 
been  bestowed  upon  this  complicated 
subject  by  him,  and  by  which  his  name, 
together  with  those  of  Lord  Blackburn, 
Lord  Justice  Lush,  and  Mr.  Justice  Fitz- 
james  Stephen,  would  be  inseparably 
connected  with  it,  should  be  practically 
lost,  and  not  bear  piopex  ituvt,    "SoV 
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withstanding  all  the  labour  that  had 
already  been  been  bestowed  on  this  sub- 

i'eot,  he  could  well  understand  that  the 
Lon.  and  learned  Gentleman  the  At- 
torney General  would  be  perfectly  well 
able  to  assure  the  House  that  there 
were  still  points  which  required  atten- 
tion, and  that  a  measure  of  such  im- 
portance as  a  Criminal  Code  would  re- 
quire revision  before  it  could  be  allowed 
to  pass  into  law.  At  the  same  time, 
although  that  might  be  so,  he  was  sure 
the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  would 
be  willing  to  pay  a  tribute  of  praise  to 
Lord  Justice  Holker  for  his  exertions 
in  respect  of  this  matter.  He  was  glad 
to  hear  that,  imperfect  as  it  was,  the 
Government  was  not  only  going  to  take 
up  this  Code,  but  to  prosecute  it.  In 
the  last  Session  of  Parliament  he  ven- 
tured to  express  the  opinion  that  the 
Code  placed  on  the  Table  was  too  large, 
and  that  there  was  no  hope  that  it  could 
be  carried  in  one  Session  of  Parliament. 
He  thought  the  Government  had  acted 
wisely  in  determining  to  bring  it  in  in 
portions  in  different  Sessions,  and  he 
was  sure  that  it  would  be  more  quickly 
passed  into  law  in  that  way.  A  great 
many  subjects  had  been  touched  upon 
in  this  matter,  and  he  did  not  wish  to 
refer  to  them  all ;  but  there  were  one 
or  two  upon  which  he  felt  bound  to  say 
a  word  or  two.  In  the  first  place,  as 
regarded  the  preliminary  steps  before  a 
criminal  was  brought  to  justice,  some 
opinions  had  been  expressed  by  his  hon. 
and  learned  Friend  the  Member  for 
Chatham  in  favour  of  a  private  exami- 
nation. Although  he  quite  agreed  that 
in  the  case  of  arrest  of  innocent  persons 
injury  might  be  done  by  public  exami- 
nations, yet  the  whole  of  our  procedure 
had  been  framed  with  scrupulous  care 
to  do  every  possible  justice  to  accused 

Sersons ;  ana  he,  for  one,  very  much 
oubted  whether  the  country  was  pre- 
pared to  substitute  a  secret  examination. 
With  respect  to  indictments,  he  fully 
a^eed  that  they  might  be  simplified 
with  great  advantage.  An  anecdote  was 
told  of  Mr.  Justice  Littledale,  who,  in 
his  day,  was  a  very  eminent  draftsman. 
He  drew  an  indictment  for  conspiracy 
at  very  g^eat  length,  with  an  immense 
number  of  counts,  and  then,  as  an  after- 
thought, added  a  supplementary  count. 
The  indictment  was  so  voluminous  that 
it  had  to  be  brought  into  Court  in  a 
wheel-barrow.    The  learned  Judge,  on 
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the  application  of  counsel,  ordered  Mr. 
Littledale  to  elect  on  which  count  he 
would  proceed.  He  decided  to  go  on 
the  additional  count  he  had  drawn  at 
the  end  of  the  indictment ;  and  it  was 
then  discovered  that,  through  an  error 
in  copying,  a  line  had  been  left  out,  the 
consequence  of  which  was  that  the  pri- 
soner was  acquitted.  The  question  of 
their  simplification  was  one,  therefore, 
which  deserved  consideration,  for  there 
was  vast  room  for  improvement  with 
regard  to  the  form  of  indictments. 
There  was  another  question  to  which 
he  hoped  that  the  Government  would 
pay  great  attention.  He  doubted  very 
much  whether  this  part  of  the  sub- 
ject had  met  with  as  much  attention  as 
it  deserved,  either  from  the  Gentlemen 
who  prepared  the  Criminal  Code  or  from 
the  Committee  who  considered  it — he 
meant  the  scale  of  punishment.  When 
the  first  step  in  the  consolidation  of 
the  Criminal  Law  took  place,  an  im- 
portant reform  was  accomplished ;  and 
when  Peel's  Act  was  passed,  the  ob- 
ject seemed  to  be  to  classify  and  di- 
vide offences  into  those  against  the  per- 
son and  those  against  property.  When 
those  Consolidation  Acts  were  passed, 
the  punishment  as  it  existed  under  the 
old  Statutes  was  left  exactly  as  it  stood. 
The  tendency  of  Criminal  Law  of  late 
years  had  been  very  much  to  modify  the 
extreme  punishments  of  former  years; 
but  when  the  law  was  thus  consolidated, 
the  old  punishment  from  the  old  Statute 
was  simply  incorporated,  and  the  result 
was  that  the  present  lavr  was  full  of  the 
greatest  possible  anomalies.  Therefore, 
when  they  came  to  that  part  of  the  sub- 
ject, he  hoped  that  the  sentences  which 
might  be  passed  would  be  carefully  con- 
sidered by  the  Government.  There  was 
another  question  with  regard  to  punish- 
ment which  was  of  a  very  serious  nature, 
and  for  which  it  would  be  much  more 
difficult  to  provide  a  remedy — namely, 
that  whatever  the  punishment  in  the 
Statute  Book  might  be,  they  could  not 
possibly  provide  for  the  different  tem- 
peraments of  Judges,  however  eminent, 
who  had  to  administer  the  law.  He 
wished  very  much  the  Judges  could, 
by  some  more  intimate  communication 
amongst  themselves  in  some  way  or 
other,  regulate  the  punishments  given 
more  completely  than  they  did.  He 
held  that  had  been  attempted  in  several 
cases ;  but  he  thought  it  rested  with  the 
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JndffM  tat  iome  means  to  be  found  in 
whifih  parlumlar  olasaes  of  oaaee  should 
reoeiTO  aoerCain  sentenoe,  unless  there 
was  some  exceptional  oases  in  which 
the  Statute  allowed  more.  In  that 
waj  he  belieTed  that  something  might 
be  done  towards  establishing  greater 
eqnaEty  in  the  punishments  for  offences 
that  were  similar  in  character.  Again, 
the  line  drawn  between  the  jurisdiction 
of  the  Oourt  of  Quarter  Sessions  and 
between  those  cases  which  must  go  to 
the  Assiaes  stood,  at  the  present  moment, 
JnaTeiy unsatiefatftory state.  Bethought 
that  the  Oourt  of  Quarter  Sessions  mi^ht 
try  a  werj  great  number  of  cases  which 
now  went  to  the  Assizes,  and  in  which 
the  aTerage  punishments  were  Texy 
often  for  less  than  those  giTen  at  the 
Oourt  of  Quarter  Sessions.  Oases  of 
buxglarjr,  howcTor  simple,  must  now  go 
to  the  AttuiBes,  although  the  punishment 
given  for  thrai  might  be  only  a  few 
months.  That  matter  might  with  great 
adTantage  be  carefully  revised ;  and  in 
simple  oases  of  burglary  the  option 
mignt  be  given  to  magistrates,  under 
proper  conditions,  to  send  the  prisoners 
to  the  Oourt  of  Quarter  Sessions  instead 
of  to  the  Aadzes.  As  to  the  question 
of  appeal,  he  aereed  with  his  hon.  and 
leamM  Friend  we  Member  for  Chatham 
that  the  127th  clause  of  the  Bill  was 
based  on  an  utter  misapprehension  of 
the  duty  of  the  Secretary  of  State.  The 
Secretary  of  State  had,  in  his  (Sir  E. 
Assheton  Cross's)  mind,  nothing  to  do 
except  to  advise  Her  Majesty  on  a  case 
sfter  the  decision  had  been  given  by  a 
Court  of  Law ;  and  he,  for  one,  was 
strongly  against  an^^  Bill  that  proposed 
to  leave  it  to  the  Secretary  of  State  to 
say  whether  there  should  be  an  appeal, 
or  a  new  trial  or  not.  That  was  totally 
distinct  from  the  functions  which  the 
Secretary  of  State  had  to  perform ;  he 
was  not  a  judicial  officer,  and  if  there 
was  to  be  a  new  trial  that  question  ought 
to  be  decided  by  a  Court,  and  not  by  a 
poUtical  officer.  While  an  appeal  on 
points  of  law  would  be  right,  it  would 
not  be  wise  to  allow  appeals  as  a  matter 
of  right  upon  questions  of  fact.  If 
there  was  to  be  an  appeal  on  a  question 
of  fact,  and  if  it  was  to  be  a  matter  of 
right,  the  practical  effect  would  be  that 
toe  man  who  had  had  one  trial,  and  who 
wanted  to  take  the  chance  of  another, 
would  hope  to  get  a  different  verdict 
from  another  jury.    That  would  be  a 


great  innovation  in  our  Criminal  Law. 
At  present,  if  the  Judge  said  he  was 
not  at  all  satisfied  with  the  trial,  and 
the  result  was  entirely  against  the  weight 
of  evidence,  they  knew  that  the  Judge 
would  make  such  a  representation  to  the 
Secretary  of  State  that  no  injustice  would 
be  done.  But  if  they  gave  the  right  of 
appeal  to  prisoners  it  would  be  difficult 
to  refuse  it  in  particular  cases.  Another 
question  which  presented  itself  was  as 
to  the  admission  of  the  evidence  of  pri- 
soners. That  question  had  been  before 
them  many  years,  and  public  opinion 
on  it  had  been  gradually  ripening.  Not 
long  ago  public  opinion  would  not  have 
been  in  favour  of  allowing  the  evidence 
of  prisoners  to  be  given,  subject,  as 
must  evidently  follow,  to  the  cross  ex- 
amination of  the  prisoner  so  tenderinjg^ 
his  evidence.  Ana  they  knew  that  it 
had  been  thought  by  many  persons  of 
high  authority  mat  if  they  allowed  pri- 
soners to  give  evidence  if  they  wisned 
to  give  it,  many  innocent  men  who  re- 
fused to  give  evidence  would  be  pre- 
judiced in  the  eyes  of  the  jury  by  that 
mere  refusal.  He  had  taouffht  that 
there  was  a  good  deid  in  that  objection, 
and  he  thought  so  still ;  but  he  confessed 
that  his  mind  had  undergone  a  consider- 
able change  on  that  matter,  and,  looking 
at  it  as  a  whole,  he  thought,  in  the  long 
run,  it  would  be  advisable  to  allow  a 
prisoner  to  give  evidence  if  he  wished 
to  do  so,  subject,  of  course,  to  cross- 
examination.  At  all  events,  it  was  worth 
a  trial.  He  was  aware  that  would  be  a 
considerable  change  in  the  Criminal 
Law,  and  he  had  not  come  to  the  con- 
clusion which  he  had  mentioned  with- 
out much  serious  hesitation  and  con- 
sideration. He  was  anxious  to  hear 
what  was  about  to  fall  from  the  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman  the  Attorney 
General,  who,  he  presumed,  would 
allow  those  two  Bills  to  be  read  a  second 
time,  and  would  also  insist,  and  properly 
insist,  on  that  matter  being  left  in  the 
hands  of  the  Government.  He  felt  sure 
that  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman 
would  obtain  the  full  assistance  of  the 
House,  if  he  would  promise  that  the 
Government  would  proceed  with  all  rea- 
sonable speed.  He  could  wish  also  that 
they  might  have  some  assurance  on  the 
part  of  the  Cabinet  that  they  would  do 
all  in  their  power  to  allow,  at  least,  some 
portion  of  that  Code  to  become  law 
during  the  present  Sea^ou. 
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The  ATTOENEY  GENERAL  (Sir 
Henbt  James)  said,  he  could  aaeure 
his  hon.  and  learned  Friend  (Mr.  Hop- 
wood)  that  the  present  discussion,  so 
far  from  being  an  embarrassment,  would 
be  an  assistance  to  the  Government. 
There  could,  he  thought,  be  no  objec- 
tion on  the  part  of  l£e  Government  to 
allowing  this  Bill  and  the  cogpiate  Bill 
which  stood  on  the  Paper  to  be  both 
read  a  second  time.  That  was  only  due 
to  his  hon.  and  learned  Friends  who  had 
taken  so  much  trouble  in  framing  and 
drafting  those  Bills  applying  to  a  certain 
portion  of  the  Criminal  Law.  But  he 
perfectly  accepted  what  had  just  fallen 
from  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  opposite 
(Sir  R.  Assheton  Gross),  that  the  re- 
sponsibility of  altering  the  law  to  such 
an  extent  as  it  would  be  altered  if  such 
Bills  as  those  were  to  be  included  in  the 
Statute  Book  must  rest  with  the  Go- 
vernment ;  and  an  earnest  of  their  desire 
to  deal  with  the  subject  was  to  be  found 
in  the  reference  that  had  been  made  to 
it  in  the  Queen's  Speech.  The  responsi- 
bility, he  might  a!dd,  was  a  very  great 
one,  and  the  labour  very  onerous,  when 
they  attempted  to  codify  a  law  of  that 
character ;  but  he  could  not,  however,  be 
BO  explicit  as  he  should  wish  to  be  on 
the  matter  to  the  House.  It  was  not  a 
question  of  consolidation  only ;  but  they 
nad  to  codify  alike  the  Common  Law  and 
the  Statute  Law  on  those  subjects;  and  in 
that  process  they  incurred  some  peril  by 

giving  up  the  elasticity  of  the  Common 
aw,  which  met  every  phase  of  every 
crime,  because  it  was  desired  that  the 
work  of  codification  should  in  future  form 
the  whole  law  on  those  subjects.  The 
House  would  understand  that  when  a 
measure  had  been  announced  in  the 
Speech  from  the  Throne,  the  proper  time 
for  a  statement  of  its  details  must  be 
when  leave  was  asked  to  introduce  it ; 
and  it  would,  therefore,  not  be  becoming 
in  him  now  prematurely  to  offer  any  such 
statement  in  respect  to  a  measure  which 
he  hoped  would  be  presented  to  the 
House  before  long.  He  was  only  able 
on  this  occasion  to  deal  iu  a  general 
manner  with  the  question  under  dis- 
oussion.  He  should  not,  however,  be 
breaking  through  any  Bule  of  the 
House  if  he  said  that  he  should  not 
have  the  slightest  feeling  of  delicacy 
in  appropriating  the  labours  of  others. 
It  would,  he  thought,  be  a  great  error 
if  the  result  of  mose  labours,  which 


had  now  become  public  property,  were 
not  used  for  the  public  benefit,  with- 
out the  least  personal  feeling  on  the 
part  of  one  who  introduced  a  Bill  to 
the  House.  When  the  result  of  those 
labours  was  utilized,  he  trusted  it 
would  be  understood  that  it  was  accom- 
panied also  with  the  fullest  acknow- 
ledgment that  the  credit  of  any  Bill 
that  was  introduced  chiefly  belonged,  not 
to  Members  of  the  present  Government 
who  introduced  it,  but  to  those  Members 
and  those  Commissioners  who  had  borne 
the  burden  of  framing  the  original 
Criminal  Code  that  was  presented  to  the 
House.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman  had 
said  that  he  (the  Attorney  General) 
should  be  the  first  to  acknowledge  the 
labours  of  Sir  John  Holker  in  connection 
with  that  subject.  He  had  before,  and 
he  now  ag^n,  made  the  fullest  acknow- 
ledgment of  those  labours.  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  said  that  they  all  re- 
g^tted  the  absence  of  Sir  John  Holker 
from  the  House.  Now,  to  his  mind  that 
feeling  was  mitigated  by  another  cir- 
cumstance. While  Sir  John  Holker's 
absence  from  the  House  was  a  matter 
they  might  reg^t,  his  presence  in  an- 
other place,  sitting  as  a  Judge,  was  a 
subject  of  gratification,  because  his  ser- 
vices to  the  public  would  be  great  and 
valuable.  Me  valued  Sir  John  Holker's 
presence  on  the  Judicial  Bench  still 
more  on  another  account;  because  he 
hoped,  by  that  appointment,  it  would 
be  established  in  the  future  that  political 
opinions  would  never  prevent  the  eleva- 
tion to  the  Bench  of  those  best  qualified 
to  render  judicial  service  to  the  country. 
With  regard  to  extension  of  the  juris- 
diction of  Quarter  Sessions,  which  his 
hon.  and  learned  Friend  (Mr.  Hop- 
wood)  in  the  15th  section  proposed, 
he  was  afraid  he  could  hola  out  no 
hope  that  he  could,  on  this  occasion, 
accept  his  hon.  and  learned  Friend's 
view.  His  hon.  and  learned  Friend 
would  increase  the  jurisdiction  of  the 
Quarter  Sessions  over  such  crimes  as 
robbery  with  violence,  a  crime  which 
might  vary  in  its  character  to  a  great 
degree.  He  thought  that  this  was  a 
question  rather  of  administration  than 
of  judicial  arrangement,  and  one  that 
should  be  dealt  with  in  connection,  not 
with  codification  of  the  Criminal  Law, 
but  with  other  alterations  of  the  law. 
As  the  Quarter  Sessions  were  at  present 
constituted,  the  extension  of  jurisdiction 
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widiont  anj  limitation  vas  a  matter 
wbioh  ong^t  to  be  oonaidered  Yety  care- 
fbllj  befSne  it  was  adopted.  His  hon. 
and  learned  Friend  dealt  next  in  point 
of  order  with  the  oomparatiTely  unim- 
portant sabjeot  of  t&e  riffht  of  the 
Attorney  (raieral  to  reply  in  all  cases, 
and  mentioned  that  that  rights  which 
was  originally  daimed  only  by  the  At- 
tomey  General  or  the  Solicitor  Gheneral, 
was  now  insiBted  on  by  eveiy  jrentleman 
remiested  by  the  Attorney  General  to 
undertake  a  proseoation.  That  riffht 
had  oome  down  frofn  times  when  the 
Grown  strove  mneh  to  obtain  oonvic- 
tions  in  politiosl  cases.  He  thought  the 
time  had  oome  when  that  right  might 
be  Tery  much  curtailed  with  resect 
to  oonnsel  representing  the  Attorney 
Gtaneraly  and  that  there  might  be  con- 
siderable limitation  with  regard  to  the 
riglit  of  the  Attorney  Oenersi  himself; 
bat  all  he  could  say  was  that  it  was  a 
matter  which  required,  and  dhould  re- 
csirey  cazefhl  consideration.  The  next 
poini  touched  upon  was  the  exami- 
nation of  the  accused  upon  trial.  The 
Hionae  had  already,  by  a  majority 
of  considerably  more  thui  2  to  1, 
foted  in  fiiTOur  of  a  Bill  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  the  Isle  of  Wight  (Mr. 
EreJ^  Ashley)  to  allow  prisoners  to 
giro  eridence  on  trial.  The  Law  Officers 
of  the  late  Government  voted  in  support 
of  that  Bill,  as  he  did  himself,  ^ince 
that  time  he  had  not  heard  anything  to 
alter  his  opinion ;  and  he  thought  it 
a  proposition  which  would  receive  the 
acquiescence  of  a  great  majority  of  the 
House,  and  that  such  acquiescence  would 
be  in  accordance  with  public  opinion. 
As  to  giving  magistrates  the  same  power 
to  examine  prisoners  when  first  brought 
before  them  as  was  possessed  by  the  Juge 
fflnitruetion  in  France,  he  must  say  he 
doubted  whether  that  ought  to  be  done. 
A  judicial  officer  was  in  a  different 
position  ;  he  was  a  trained  man ;  but  it 
was  very  much  open  to  doubt  whether 
sach  a  power  should  be  given  universally 
to  untrained  magistrates  at  the  stage  of 
the  proceedings  to  which  his  hon.  and 
learned  Friend  the  Member  for  Chatham 
(Mr.  Gorst)  referred.  He  would  remind 
his  hon.  and  learned  Friend  that  it 
was  different  in  France,  where  this 
dnty  was  performed  by  trained,  expe- 
rienced men  ;  and  he  very  much  doubted 
the  benefit  of  private  examinations  at 
the  stage  of   the    case   suggested    by 


the  hon.  and  learned  Member.  If  the 
proposal  was  that  at  the  termination 
of  the  proceedings,  when  the  accused 
was  asked  to  reply,  he  should  then  be 
allowed  to  make  uie  same  statement,  on 
oath,  which  he  would  be  able  to  make 
on  the  final  trial,  that  was  a  point 
worthy  of  consideration.  Then  as  to  a 
Oourt  of  Appeal,  the  question  was  one 
which  must  oe  met ;  but  no  one  knew 
of  the  difficulty  of  the  subject  tmtil  it 
was  attempted  to  draw  a  Bill  to  meet  it. 
There  mignt  be  three  kinds  of  anpeal — 
one  on  questions  of  law,  anotner  on 
questions  of  &ct  as  to  the  guilt  or  inno- 
cence of  the  accused,  and  a  third  as  to 
the  justice  of  the  sentence.  There  was 
at  present,  in  a  certain  shape,  a  Oourt 
of  Appeal  on  questions  of  law,  which 
ooula  not,  however,  be  considered  alto- 
gether satisfactory.  The  right  of  appeal 
depended  on  the  will  of  the  Judge,  and 
he  never  thought  that  a  proper  state  of 
things.  Then  on  questions  of  fact  various 
difficulties  arose.  Was  the  appeal  to  be 
a  matter  of  ri^ht?  If  they  once  put  a 
limit  to  the  right,  they  would  lose  a 
^at  deal  of  the  benefits  expected  from 
it.  If  they  made  it  to  depend  on  the 
opinion  of  the  Judge,  tnat  opinion 
would  affect  the  right  of  the  prisoner 
to  appeal.  Then,  was  the  appeal  to  be 
at  the  will  of  the  Attorney  General? 
That  was  a  proposition  which  ought  not 
to  receive  approval.  It  was  impossible 
for  the  Attorney  General  to  have  before 
him  the  proper  materials  for  forming  a 
judgment.  It  was  most  objectionable, 
when  they  would  have  all  clcusses  of 
cases  to  deal  with — political  cases  amon^ 
others — that  a  political  officer  should 
have  the  power  of  determinining  whe- 
ther there  should  be  a  right  of  appeal 
or  not.  On  the  other  hand,  were  they 
to  give  a  right  of  appeal  in  all  cases  ? 
Then  every  man  who  had  money  at  his 
command)  if  he  were  convicted  of  the 
smallest  crime — of  picking  a  pocket  of 
a  handkerchief,  .for  example — would 
always  appeal,  otherwise  he  would  be 
deemed  to  admit  his  guilt.  Thus  the 
number  of  appeals  would  block  up  the 
Courts.  Therefore,  some  line  must  be 
drawn,  either  in  relation  to  the  offence, 
the  punishment,  or  otherwise,  before  an 
absolute  right  of  appeal  could  be  given 
to  every  person.  There  was  another 
practical  difficulty,  also,  and  that  was 
with  regard  to  the  materials  they  wo^id. 
bring  before  the  Courti  oi   k^^^^  \.Q 
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enable  them  to  come  to  a  decision.  If 
guilt  or  innocence  was  to  be  proved, 
would  they  bring  before  the  Court  of 
Appeal  the  same  witnesses  as  had  ap- 
peared before  a  jury?  The  difference 
between  a  false  and  true  witness  did  not 
always  depend  on  the  words  he  uttered. 
If  they  did  not  bring  the  same  witnesses 
before  the  Court  of  Appeal,  there  would, 
in  such  cases,  be  insiifficient  materials 
before  it.  On  the  other  hand,  if  they 
were  to  bring  the  same  witnesses  before 
the  Coiirt,  great  practical  difficulties 
would  arise.  Therefore,  he  could  not 
attempt  to  give  any  confident  opinion  as 
to  the  best  course  to  pursue.  The  matter 
was  one  upon  which  he  was  sure  the 
House  would  in  the  future  bring  its 
best  judgment  to  bear.  Then  as  to  there 
being  a  new  trial  upon  appeals  by  the 
Crown,  he  shrank  from  such  a  proposal. 
It  was  a  principle  of  our  law  that  a  man 
should  not  be  tried  twice  for  the  same 
offence.  If  they  looked  to  the  difference 
of  evil  between  a  guilty  man  being 
acquitted  and  an  innocent  man  con- 
victed, the  balance  seemed  to  incline 
against  a  man  being  tried  twice.  More- 
over, he  must  confess  that  after  a  person 
had  been  acquitted  by  a  jury,  to  ask  for 
a  second  trial  for  a  political  offence 
would  be  a  matter  to  be  much  deplored, 
and  would,  he  thought,  be  strongly 
opposed  to  public  opinion.  Much  had 
been  said  of  the  inequality  of  sentences 
passed  by  different  Judges  ]  but  although 
certain  sentences  were  applicable  by 
Statute  to  particular  crimes,  there  were 
so  many  degrees  of  guilt  that  sentences 
necessarily  varied  perhaps,  also,  according 
to  the  idiosyncrasies  of  the  Judges.  Of 
course,  they  might  make  sentences  uni- 
form with  regard  to  particular  offences  by 
Act  of  Parliament ;  but  they  could  not  so 
adapt  them  to  degrees  of  the  same  crime. 
Although  there  often  appeared  to  be 
great  inequality  of  sentences  according 
to  the  reports  in  the  papers,  it  must  be 
remembered  those  accounts  did  not  pre- 
sent all  the  facts  which  were  brought 
before  the  Judges ;  and,  therefore,  great 
injustice  was  often  done  to  the  Judges 
by  those  who  condemned  them  on  such 
testimony.  Again,  there  was  a  differ- 
ence in  the  manner  in  which  some 
Judges  regarded  particular  classes  of 
orime ;  and  although  agreement  might 
be  oome  to  as  to  sentences  to  be  passed 
in  Post  Office  oases  and  the  like,  yet 
there  ooold  never  be  such  uniformity  as 
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to  disarm  criticism  founded  upon  the 
records  of  trials  published  in  the  public 
journals.  It  might  be  very  desirable  to 
have  some  review  of  sentences ;  but  he 
would  not  say  whether  that  should  apply 
to  cases  where  sentences  were  unduly 
light,  as  well  as  where  they  involved 
punishment  grievous  to  be  borne.  He 
hoped  his  hon.  and  learned  Friend 
would  not  be  discouraged  if  he  ven- 
tured to  point  out  that  the  power  pro- 
posed to  be  vested  in  the  Home  Secre- 
tary of  causing  inquiry  to  be  made 
in  certain  cases  by  three  Judges  was 
open  to  serious  objection,  and  that  it 
was  a  subject  which  could  not  be  re- 
ceived with  great  favour  when  it  came 
before  the  House  for  graver  considera- 
tion. The  Home  Secretary  ought  not  to 
be  converted  into  a  Judge,  and  the 
power  it  was  proposed  to  give  him 
would  tend  to  produce  either  too  much 
laxity  or  evils  of  an  inquisitorial  cha- 
racter. In  conclusion,  he  had  only  to 
say  that  he  had  been  anxious  to  avoid 
committing  himself  to  any  exact  pro- 
positions; but  he  hoped  he  had  said 
enough  to  show  that  the  responsibility 
of  introducing  a  practical  measure  had 
now  been  brought  home  to  the  Govern- 
ment, and  every  effort  would  be  made 
to  carry  out  the  wishes  of  the  House 
with  regard  to  legislation  upon  this 
important  subject. 

Mb.  ARTHUR  ELLIOT  said,  they 
heard  a  great  deal  about  France  and 
Germany  from  hon.  and  learned  Gentle- 
men who  were  members  of  the  English 
Bar ;  but  they  seemed  to  forget  that 
there  was  such  a  country  as  Scotland, 
and  that  there  was  in  Scotland  already 
a  system  of  private  preliminary  inquiries 
and  a  system  of  public  prosecution.  He 
(Mr.  Arthur  Elliot)  felt  that  privacy  of 
inquiry  was,  in  many  respects,  not  de- 
sirable ;  but  there  was  no  necessary  con- 
nection between  private  examinations 
and  public  prosecutions.  The  two  modes, 
he  thought,  ought  to  be  combined  and 
adopted  in  England,  for  there  was  a 
g^eat  deal  in  the  Scottish  system  of 
public  prosecution  which  they  might 
have  in  England  with  great  advantage ; 
while,  on  the  other  hand,  there  was  much 
in  the  administration  of  justice  in  Eng- 
land which  might  usefully  be  introduced 
into  Scotland.  The  main  changes  of  the 
Bill  were  that  it  proposed  to  establish  a 
system  by  which  a  prisoner  might  be 
able  to  tell  his  own  story,  subject  to 
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orofls-examination,  a  oourse  which  had 
hitherto  been  reiy  mudh  opposed  in  this 
eoimti7,  and  bj  no  one  more  Tigorooslj 
than  the  late  Lord  Chief  Justice  Cfock- 
bnm,  who  had  always  strongly  opposed 
priTateezaminations;  bathe  had  equally 
adTOcated  a  i^rstem  of  public  prosecution 
from  the  beginning  to  the  end  of  every 
case.  The  most  important  part  of  this 
Bill  was  that  proposmg  to  give  the  Home 
Secretary  the  power  to  or^  a  new  trial', 
and  that  was  spoken  of  as  a  new  proposal ; 
but  in  the  Bill  of  the  late  Gfovemment 
there  was  a  clause  giving  that  power  to 
the  Secretary  of  State.  With  respect  to 
the  Question  of  a  new  trial  as  of  right,  it 
ihoald  be  remembered  that  that  right 
would  only  be  exercised  by  a  person  who 
had  been  convicted,  and  uie  prosecution 
could  not,. on  its  merits,  get  a  new  trial. 
The  old  principle  of  justice  in  England 
and  in  America  was  that  a  man  could 
not  be  tried  twice.  In  America  that  had 
been  altered ;  and  in  this  country  new 
triala  had  been  very  nearly  established, 
hut  the  Priv^  Oouncil  had  decided 
a^pinstth«n.  iftwasnot  alleged  that  new 
tnals  in  America  were  too  frequent  in 
eonsequence  of  the  existence  of  a  Court 
of  Appeal  in^.that  country ;  and  he  be- 
lieved if  a  Court  were  established  in  this 
oonntiy  it  would  not  result  in  any  great 
number  of  appeals.  In  France  a  Judge 
who  was  dissatisfied  with  a  verdict  might 
order  a  fresh  investigation  ;  it  was  the 
Bame  in  Austria;  and  some  system  of 
new  trials  was  gradually  being  estab- 
lished throughout  the  world.  No  doubt 
the  danger,  as  had  been  said  by  Sir  John 
Holker,  was  that  if  the  law  was  altered 
e?eryone  who  was  committed  would 
move  the  Court  for  fresh  investigation ; 
but  he  (Mr.  Arthur  Elliot)  did  not  think 
that  would  be  the  case.  Under  the 
Summary  Procedure  Act — an  Act  asso- 
ciated with  the  name  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentieman  the  Member  for  South- West 
Lancashire  (Sir  R.  Assheton  Cross) — 
eyerybody  who  was  sent  to  prison  for 
three  months  without  the  option  of  a 
fine  was  entitled  to  appeal ;  and  it  was 
found  that  appeals  were  not  brought 
unless  there  was  some  real  benefit  likely 
to  arise  from  such  a  course  being  taken. 
One  matter  that  he  should  like  to  say  a 
vord  or  two  upon  was  the  question  of 
the  enlargement  of  the  jurisdiction  of 
Quarter  Sessions.  There  was  no  greater 
authority  than  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
on  the  subject  of  Quarter  Sessions  ;  and 


he  had  laid  it  down  that  there  ought  to 
be  some  fresh  line  of  division  between 
Sessions  cases  and  Assize  cases.  At 
Manchester  he  (Mr.  Arthur  Elliot)  had 
seen  Grand  Juries,  over  and  over  again, 
make  presentments  to  the  Court  of 
Assize  to  that  effect,  and  it  was  no  use 
sending  simple  burglaries  to  the  Assizes : 
and  he  had  heard  Judges  state,  over  and 
over  again,  that  they  concurred  in  those 
presentments,  and  saw  no  reason  why 
the  Quarter  Sessions  were  not  as  capable 
of  deciding  simple  cases  of  burglaiy 
after  9  o'clock  at  ni^ht  as  of  house- 
breaking  before  that  time ;  but  nothing 
had  been  done  in  the  matter.  He  was 
aware  this  was  a  Government  matter, 
and  could  only  be  dealt  with  by  the 
Government;  but  he  must  remind  the 
House  that  what  they  had  hoped  to  do 
to-day,  and  what  his  hon.  and  learned 
Friend  (Mr.  Hopwood)  had  chiefly 
hoped  to  do,  was  to  elicit  the  general 
concurrence  of  opinion  that  something, 
at  all  events,  in  the  nature  of  a  Code, 
about  which  so  much  trouble  and  learn- 
ing had  been  expended,  that  ^'e  fruits 
of  all  that  labour  should  not  be  thrown 
away,  and  that,  when  they  saw  their 
way  to  do  so,  the  Government  might 
take  up  the  subject  again,  and  should 
find  general  support  on  both  sides  of 
the  House. 

SiK  WILLIAM  HAECOURT  said, 
that  this  had  been  a  useful  if  not  an 
exhaustive  discussion.  During  its  pro- 
gress the  question  had  been  asked  whe- 
ther the  Government  intended  to  proceed 
with  any  part  of  the  Codification  Bill  ? 
The  best  earnest  of  the  intention  of  the 
Government  was  the  promise  made  in 
the  Queen's  Speech,  and  if  there  were 
time,  the  Government  desired  to  press 
that  which  was  deemed  the  most  im- 
portant part  of  the  Bill — that  relating 
to  procedure.  If  the  proposal  of  the 
Government  to  delegate  a  part  of  the 
authority  of  the  House  to  large  Commit- 
tees were  accepted,  these  were  questions 
which  could  give  rise  to  no  Party  fric- 
tion ;  and  he  could  not  conceive  that  any 
subjects  could  be  more  properly  remitted 
to  a  Committee  to  be  disposed  of,  or  of 
any  measures  that  the  House  would 
more  readily  accept  on  such  authority. 
Occupying  the  position  he  did,  it  might 
assist  in  the  formation  of  public  opinion 
if  he  said  that  he  was  glad  to  hear  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  opposite,  his  l^re- 
decessor,   say   that,   after    considerable 
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doubts,  his  mind  now  inclined  to  favour 
the  admission  of  the  accused  to  be  exa- 
mined on  his  own  behalf.  He  (Sir 
William  Harcourt)  did  not  believe  it 
possible  for  anyone  to  occupy  the  posi- 
tion of  Home  Secretary  without  being 
satisfied  that,  in  those  cases — he  hoped 
they  were  few,  but  still  there  had  been 
too  many — in  which  a  miscarriage  of 
justice  had  occurred,  and  in  which  inno- 
cent men  had  been  convicted,  the  mis- 
carriage mi^ht  have  been  prevented  if 
the  accused  had  been  able  to  tell  his  own 
story.  Oases  had  come  under  his  cog- 
nizance in  which  he  was  certain  that  if, 
when  the  evidence  for  the  prosecution 
had  been  given,  the  man  accused  had 
been  able  to  tell  his  own  simple  story, 
the  result  would  have  been  different. 
Perhaps  the  examination  of  the  accused 
might  lead  to  the  rightful  conviction  of 
some  who  otherwise  would  be  acquitted ; 
but  that  would  not  be  a  result  to  be 
deplored,  particularly  if,  in  other  oases, 
innocent  men  were  saved  from  convic- 
tion. No  one  could  see  as  much  of  the 
administration  of  the  Criminal  Law  as 
he  did  without  deeply  regretting  that 
there  should  be  in  appearance  one  law 
for  the  rich  and  another  for  the  poor. 
He  saw  every  day  that,  from  want  of 
means  to  secure  adequate  defence,  many 
were  convicted  who  otherwise  might  be 
acquitted;  but  it  was  difficult  to  say 
how  this  could  be  remedied.  It  was 
impossible  that  the  State  could  under- 
take the  defence  of  every  prisoner  as 
well  as  the  prosecution.  [Mr.  Warton  : 
Why  not  ?J  Well,  anyone  could  see  the 
answers  to  that  question  of  the  hon.  and 
learned  Member  for  Bridport.  At  all 
events,  one  of  the  best  correctives  would 
be  to  allow  a  man  to  give  evidence  on 
his  own  behalf.  Many  a  man  whose 
mouth  was  now  closed  was  not  able  to 
summon  witnesses,  and  to  bear  the  ex- 
pense of  producing  themJ  The  inequality 
of  the  sentences  given  by  the  Judges  was, 
to  his  mind,  most  unsatisfactory,  and  the 
suggestion  made  by  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman opposite  was  well  deservine  of 
consideration.  It  was  that  the  Judges 
should  concert  among  themselves,  as  far 
as  possible,  to  give  sentences  with  some- 
thing more  like  reg^arity  and  equality, 
and  that  it  should  not  happen,  as  it  too 
often  did,  that  the  character  of  a  man's 
sentence  should  depend  very  much  on 
the  acxsident  of  the  Judge  before  whom 
he  was  tried.    The  matter  had  been 
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brought  strongly  under  his  (Sir  William 
Harcourt' s)  notice  by  one  Department 
of  the  State,  the  Post  Office,  the  fact 
being  pointed  out  that,  for  nearly  as 
possible  similar  offences,  extraordinarily 
divergent  sentences  had  been  passed, 
and,  as  far  as  could  be  seen,  without  any 
sufficient  reason.  His  situation  in  the 
matter  was  peculiar,  for  he  was  attacked 
on  two  sides,  with  complaints  that  sen* 
tences  were  too  light  in  some  cases,  and 
that  they  were  too  heavy  in  others.  He 
had,  however,  no  power  to  interfere,  and 
it  was  right  that  he  should  not  have. 
One  of  the  first  principles  of  our  juris- 
prudence was  that  the  Judges  were  in- 
dependent of  the  Executive ;  and  if  the 
Executive  could  order  them  to  pass 
heavier  or  lighter  sentences,  we  might 
have  the  Executive  dictating  the  sen- 
tences for  political  offences.  Applica- 
tions to  the  Secretary  of  State  to  influ- 
ence the  sentences  passed  by  Judges 
were  applications  that  ought  not  to  be 
made;  he  had  no  such  power,  and  he 
ought  not  to  have ;  he  had  nothing  to 
do  with  the  matter ;  the  Judges  were, 
and  ought  to  be,  the  only  authorities  on 
the  question  of  sentences.  He  admitted, 
however,  the  scandal  which  arose  from 
sentences  of  an  enormously  different  cha- 
racter for  offences  that  were  very  similar ; 
and  he  concurred  with  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  opposite  in  wishing  that  the 
Judges  would,  at  all  events,  in  certein 
classes  of  ccmos,  take  counsel  together 
to  secure  something  more  like  equality 
in  sentences.  He  supposed  that  no  one 
had  more  reason  than  he  had  personally 
to  desire  that  there  should  be  provision 
for  new  trials  in  criminal  cases,  in  re- 
spect of  which  sometimes  the  Home 
Secretary  had  a  grievous  and  heavy  re- 
sponsibility ;  but  he  had  never  yet  seen 
a  plan  which  he  could  approve  for  the 
institution  of  a  Court  of  Appeal  in  cri- 
minal ce^es.  If  appeal  were  allowed, 
there  would  be  an  application  for  a  new 
trial  in  almost  every  case.  It  seemed  to 
him  to  be  the  essence  of  justice  that 
it  should  be  speedy  and,  and  as  far  as 
possible,  final.  A  similar  delay  to  that 
allowed  in  cases  concerning  property 
could  not  be  tolerated.  He  should  be 
glad  to  consider  any  plan  for  appeal 
which  would  be  likely  to  prove  satisfac- 
tory. He  failed,  however,  to  under- 
stend  what  advantege  would  be  gained 
by  a  Court  reviewing  the  decision  of  a 
Judge  and  jury,  who  had  all  the  facts 
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and  oizeiiinBtaiicea  belbre  them  at  the 
time,  and  perhaps  rereraing  tiie  deoision 
at  which  they  had  arriyed.  He  thought 
a  debate  of  that  kind  wae  extremely 
aiefol,  as  it  would  lead  the  public  to 
oonrider  the  question ;  and  no  change 
could  be  made  in  the  law  which  affected 
the  rights  of  the  oitisens  unless  they  had 
the  support  of  the  public  opinion  of  the 
country* 

Mn.  MOBGAN  LLOTD  said,  he  did 
not  desire  to  detain  theHonse  at  Ihat  late 
hour ;  but  he  could  not  allow  the  dis- 
cussion to  dose  without  it  being  under- 
stood that  the  House  was  not  unani- 
mously in  &Tour  of  altering  the  law,  so 
ss  to  enable  prisoners  to  gire  eyidenoe, 
cr  rather  to  compel  them  to  do  so,  as 
was  proposed  by  ^e  Bill.    He  would 
admit  tluU  the  question  was  one  which 
deserred  attention,  and  yery  consider- 
alde  attention ;  but  he  was  not  sure  that 
ehaagee  in  the  manner  proposed  would 
be  at  all  desirable.    For  instance,  if  a 
prisoner  might  be  cross-examined,  he 
might  admit  a  prerious  conyiction,  and 
thne  was  then  a  danger  of  his  being 
Ibund  guilty,  merely  on  the  ground  that 
hewaea  man  of  a  character  lucelyto  com- 
mil  sodi  a  crime.  Heoouldnot  agree  with 
the  right  hon.  and  learned  Oentleman  the 
Secretary  of  State  for  the  Home  De- 
partment that  injustice  had  been  done, 
because  prisoners  were  not  allowed  to 
make  their  own  statements.     Where  the 
prisoner  was  not  represented  by  counsel, 
he  was  not  only  allowed,  but  invited  to 
do  so.     Eyen  when  the  prisoner  was 
represented  by  counsel  the   late  Lord 
Chief  Justice  Oockbum,  on  many  occa- 
sions,  allowed    the    prisoner  to  make 
his  own  statement  of  facts  to  the  jury ; 
and,  if  that  practice  became   general, 
ereiy  legitimate    object  aimed    at   by 
the    proposal    to   enable    prisoners    to 
giye  eyidence   on    oath  would  be  at- 
tained.  He  (Mr.  Morgan  Lloyd)  did  not 
bdieye  that  the  jury  would  doubt  such 
a  statement,  simply  because  it  was  not 
on  oath,  especially  if  it  offered  a  reason- 
able explanation   of  the  circumstances 
under  which  the    prisoner    had    been 
charged.    He  thought  they  should  abide 
hj  the  old  rule  that  a  prisoner  ought  not 
to  be  bound  to  criminate  himself.      As 
regarded  indictments,  be  thought  there 
ong^t  to  be  a  distinct  line  drawn  be- 
tween criminal  cases  proper  and  those 
which  were  criminal  in  form,  but  civil  in 
nality.    It  was  his  intention,  when  the 


opportunity  offered,  to  bring  the  subject 
forward;  but  as  regarded  the  law  re- 
lating to  the  examination  of  prisoners, 
unless  he  should  be  satisfied  he  was 
wrong,  he  should  certainly  oppose  any 
change.  One  reason  why  he  objected 
to  the  change  was  that  it  entirely  reyo- 
lutioniaedthelaw.  He,  for  one,  was  not 
prepared  to  change  the  law  of  ]fogland 
to  that  extent,  unless  he  was  satisfied  by 
much  stronger  arguments  than  he  had 
yet  heard.  Similar  changes  which  had 
been  made  in  the  Oriminal  Law  of 
America  had  not  worked  very  satis- 
factorily, and  he  referred  to  the  Quiteau 
trial  as  an  illustration  of  this.  The 
scandals  which  had  been  witnessed  in 
connection  with  that  trial  should  make 
them  pause  before  they  carried  out  a 
change  which  would  probably  have  such 
momentous  consequences. 

Mn.  BHOADHTJBST  said,  he  was  of 
opinion  that  anyone  who  had  ffiyen  at- 
tention to  the  subject  would  admit  that 
the  question  of  the  codification  of  the 
Oriminal  Law  was  one  surrounded  wiA 
the  greatest  possible  difflculties.  He  had 
had  the  privilege  to  go  through  the  first 
draft  of  the  Oriminu  Oode  BiU  brought 
in  by  the  late  Oovemment  with  some 
very  distinguished  men  in  law ;  and  the 
further  they  discussed  the  question  of 
codifying  the  Oommon  Law  of  the 
country,  the  more  the  difficulty  pre- 
sented itself  to  them,  and  the  more 
hopeless  seemed  the  task  of  arriving  at 
any  satisfactory  conclusion.  One  of  the 
main  difficulties,  and  one  which  the 
House  would  easily  understand  at- 
tracted his  attention  and  rivetted  his 
interest,  was  the  question  of  the  right  of 
public  meeting,  and  the  definition  of 
what  might  be  termed  riotous  assem- 
blies. It  seemed  to  be  hopeless  almost 
that  any  number  of  men  could  agree 
upon  any  particular  description  of  what 
should  constitute  offences  of  that  kind ; 
but  there  could  be  no  difficulty,  he 
thought,  in  further  consolidating  the 
Statute  Law.  Much  had  been  done,  he 
understood,  in  that  direction  ;  and  he 
hoped,  as  the  result,  if  the  Bills  under 
discussion  were  not  passed,  the  Oovem- 
ment would,  at  least,  do  something  to- 
wards the  further  consolidation  of  the 
Statute  Law.  Then  there  was  the 
question  of  procedure,  which  was  one 
of  interest  to  everyone,  both  layman  and 
lawyer.  There  was  no  doubt  that  even 
the  securing  of  criminal  convictions  in 
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this  country  was  fraught  with  the 
greatest  possible  difficulty  and  enor- 
mous expenses;  and  he  sincerely  hoped 
that  something  would  be  done  to 
remedy  the  present  condition  of  thing^. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Mem- 
ber for  South- West  Lancashire  (Sir 
B.  Assheton  Cross)  had  informed  them 
that  afternoon  of  an  indictment  that 
had  had  to  be  wheeled  into  Court 
in  a  wheelbarrow,  because  of  its  extra- 
ordinary extent ;  but  in  the  discussions 
to  which  he  had  referred,  among  some 
very  learned  and  distinguished  men  in 
law  in  this  country,  he  (Mr.  Broadhurst) 
had  heard  it  stated  that  a  recent  pro- 
secution in  the  case  of  some  fraudulent 
transactions  on  the  part  of  a  secretary 
in  London,  the  indictment  would  cover 
sufficient  parchment  to  cover  the  whole 
of  Waterloo  Place,  Hegent  Street.  He 
felt  sure  that  much  good  would  arise 
from  the  present  discussion,  and  from 
the  assurances  of  his  hon.  and  learned 
Friend  (the  Attorney  General)  on  the 
subject.  Great  credit,  and  very  proper 
and  well-deserved  credit,  had  been  ac- 
corded to  the  late  Attorney  General — 
Sir  John  Holker — for  the  part  he  had 
taken  in  making  this  question  of 
criminal  codification  one  of  a  practical 
nature.  He  (Mr.  Broadhurst)  was  sure 
the  House  would  forgive  him  if  he,  for 
one  moment,  directed  their  attention  to 
something  even  more  remote  in  connec- 
tion with  it.  He  felt  that  the  House 
was  mainly  indebted  to  a  very  much 
abused  interest  for  making  this  a  prac- 
tical question,  and  creating  a  public 
opinion  on  it — namely,  the  trade  unions 
of  the  United  Kingdom.  It  was  now 
more  than  eight  years  since  they  first 
discussed  this  subject,  with  the  assist- 
ance of  some  very  able  gentlemen  not 
having  seats  in  that  House ;  and  if  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
South- West  Lancashire  had  been  in  his 
place  now,  he  (Mr.  Broadhurst)  thought 
he  would  have  been  quite  ready  to  bear 
evidence  as  to  the  usefulness  of  the 
work  which  those  much-abused  people 
had  done  with  regard  to  Law  Beform — 
not  only  with  regard  to  the  Criminal 
Code  now  under  discussion,  but  with  re- 
gard to  the  reform  of  many  other  laws 
which  had  done  much  good  to  the 
country,  and  had  secured  the  removal 
of  vioioua  and  uiguat  laws  from  the 
Statute  Book.  He  felt  that  he  was  en- 
tided  to  say  this  after  the  years  of  actiou 
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he  had  had  as  a  layman,  and  the  interest 
their  unions  had  taken  in  this  matter, 
and  the  money  and  time  they  had 
expended  in  impressing  on  successive 
Governments  the  necessity  of  making 
plain  to  the  people  the  laws  they  were 
every  day  called  upon  to  obey. 

Mb.  STUAET-WOETLEY,  in  reply- 
ing  to  the  objections  raised  to  the  grant- 
ing of  appeals  in  criminal  cases,  said, 
as  he  understood  the  proposal,  it  was 
intended  so  to  limit  the  right  of  making 
applications  for  new  trials  in  criminal 
cases  as  that  no  improper  delay  should 
be  interposed  between  the  offender  and* 
the  sentence  he  deserved,  and  that  no 
such  application  would  be  granted  ex- 
cept on  adequate  grounds.  Subject  to 
that,  he  thought  that  there  ought  to  be 
a  power  of  granting  a  new  triid ;  for  he 
was  at  a  loss  to  see  what  distinction  in 
principle  there  was  between  o^ranting  a 
new  trial  in  a  civil  case  and  in  a  crimi- 
nal case,  or  why  a  new  trial  should  not 
be  granted  as  much  in  the  one  case  as 
in  the  other.  If  a  verdict  were  against 
the  weight  of  evidence  in  a  criminal 
case,  there  should  be  the  same  right  of 
applying  for  a  new  trial  as  in  a  civil 
case  under  similar  circumstances.  He 
particularly  objected  to  the  vicious  dis- 
tinction made  by  the  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  the  Attorney  General  with 
regard  to  the  right  of  new  trial  in  cases 
where  sentences  were  light  and  where 
they  were  heavy,  for  if  injustice  had 
been  done  it  ought  to  be  rectified,  whe- 
ther the  sentences  were  severe  or  not. 
With  regard  to  Quarter  Sessions,  what- 
ever line  might  be  drawn  between  them 
and  the  Assizes,  he  (Mr.  Stuart- Wortley) 
hoped  in  future  the  commissions  to  the 
Judges  of  Assize  would  be  so  revised  as 
to  relieve  them  from  the  necessity  of 
clearing  the  gaol  by  trying  cases  which 
could  be  very  well  disposed  of  by  Quarter 
Sessions.  He  was  in  favour  of  the  pro- 
posal of  allowing  accused  persons  to  give 
evidence  ;  but  he  had  some  doubt  whe- 
ther in  that  way  they  would  elicit  any- 
thing in  the  nature  of  substantive  evi- 
dence of  any  great  value ;  but,  at  any 
rate,  they  would  be  able  to  discover  at 
some  stage  of  the  inquiry  whether  the 
prisoner  had  put  forward  different  de- 
fences which  were  inconsistent  with  each 
other,  and  thus,  in  a  large  number  of  cases, 
make  impossible  the  preparation  of  all 
those  elaborate  aUhie  by  wmch  j  ustice  was 
now  BO  often  defeated.  He  trusted  that  in 
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dealing  with  this  sabjeot  Her  Majesty's 
Goremment  would  not  consider  them- 
selTes  bound  to  take  up  fiie  whole  of  the 
Oode,  but  would  see  their  way  to  dealing 
sejparatalj  with  its  independent  parts. 
Although  there  was  ^^reat  need  of  codifi- 
cation of  the  Criminal  Law,  yet  the 
uecessity  was  not  one  which  pressed 
with  particular  heaTiness  upon  the 
public,  because,  as  a  matter  of  fieust, 
the  duty  of  interpreting  and  adminis- 
teiing  {he  law  fell  upon  persons  who 
were  competent  to  p«norm  the  duty;  so 
that  it  was  really  only  a  question  of  a 
smaller  or  greater  amount  of  expense 
in  obtaining  opinions  of  the  necessary 
weight  But,  m  matters  of  procedure, 
he  thought  there  was  great  reason  in 
the  desire  of  the  public  for  an  improve- 
ment; and  he  hoped  the  Gk>yemment 
would  soon  see  their  way  to  dealing  with 
that  portion  of  the  Code. 

Mb.  B.  T.  BEID  said,  he  aflnreed  with 
the  hon.  Member  for  Stoke  (Mr.  Broad- 
hurst)  that  there  was  great  necessity  for 
Amendment  in  the  law  of  criminal  pro- 
cedure. He  also  thought  that  a  right 
of  appeal  in  criminal  cases  was  abso- 
lutely necessaiy.  There  could  be  no 
difficulty  in  granting  a  right  of  appeal 
in  such  cases,  any  more  than  in  civil 
cases.  In  his  opinion,  pressure,  if  ne- 
cessary, should  be  put  on  the  Govern- 
ment to  induce  them  to  establish  a  pro- 
per tribunal  for  the  hearing  of  criminal 
appeals,  there  being  no  satisfactory  pro- 
mise to  be  deduced  from  the  assurances 
given.  He  was  disappointed  that  the  Bill 
had  not  met  with  greater  encourage- 
ment as  regarded  its  principles  than  it 
had  received  from  the  Government. 

Mb.  EDWARD  CLARKE  said,  he 
should  be  elad  to  see  any  improvements 
in  criminal  procedure ;  but  in  this  Bill 
there  were  so  many  controverted  points 
that  he  feared  its  promoters  could  hardly 
expect  to  make  any  real  progress  with 
it  in  the  present  Session.  As  to  the 
Court  of  Appeal,  he  could  not  agree 
with  the  last  speaker,  because  an  appeal 
would  be  made  in  every  case  where  the 
accused  person  had  sufficient  means;  and, 
as  a  rule,  he  believed  the  Criminal  Law 
was  rightly  administered.  There  was, 
however,  one  proposal  in  the  Bill  to  which 
he  gave  his  entire  approval — namely, 
that  a  prisoner  should  be  entitled  to 
give  evidence  on  his  trial.  He  could 
not  understand  on  what  principle  the 
law  shut  the  mouth  of  a  person  who  was 


charged  with  an  offence.  It  was  a  still 
more  monstrous  scandal  that  the  wife  of 
an  accused  person  could  not  give  testi- 
mony on  his  behalf  in  aCourt  of  Justice. 
He  had  himself  known  instances  of  great 
injustice  being  done  in  consequence  of 
the  operation  of  this  rule.  It  was  also 
said  that  cross-examination  would  be 
daheerous;  but  he  did  not  believe  it 
would  be  at  all  dangerous  to  an  inno- 
cent person. 

Mb.  BITLWEB  said,  he  altogether 
dissented  from  the  opinion  enressed 
by  the  hon.  and  learned  Member  for 
Plymouth  (Mr.  E.  Clarke)  as  to  the 
advantage  of  allowing  prisoners  to 
tender  themselves  as  witnesses.  He 
protested  against  the  statement  so  fre- 
quently repeated  in  Courts  of  Justice 
and  in  the  Press  tiiat  a  prisoner's 
mouth  was  shut.  On  the  oontraiy, 
a  ]prisoner  had  the  very  best  oppor- 
tumty  of  giving  an  account  of  his 
conduct  when  he  was  charged  before 
the  magistrate,  at  a  time  when  it  could 
be  inquired  into;  and  an^  reasonable 
account  of  his  conduct  which  he  miffht 
then  give,  however  false  it  might  be, 
would,  if  the  prosecution  did  not  mquire 
into  its  truth,  be  taken  at  the  trial  to 
be  true.  The  most  that  could  be  said 
was  that  his  mouth  was  shut  on  his 
trial  in  the  same  sense  as  hon.  Members' 
mouths  were  shut  while  he  (Mr.  Bulwer) 
was  addressing  them;  but  it  was  not 
always  shut.  It  had  been  suggested 
that  persons  should  be  examined  and 
cross-examined  from  the  dock.  This 
might  lead  to  gross  injustice ;  not  only 
by  encouraging  the  police  to  bring  an 
unfounded  charge  against  a  man  of  bad 
character,  but  of  a  man  being  convicted, 
not  because  it  was  proved  that  he  had 
committed  the  offence  with  which  he 
was  charged,  but  because  the  jury  would 
know — what  at  present  they  were  not 
allowed  to  know — that  he  had  com- 
mitted some  other.  It  was  very  diffi- 
cult to  see  what  limite  could  be  put 
on  such  a  cross-examination.  If  it 
were  permitted,  difficulties  would  arise 
from  statements  made  at  the  last  mo- 
ment. Few  prisoners  would  ever  make 
a  defence  when  before  the  magistrate, 
but  would  reserve  it  for  the  trial,  and 
rely  upon  legal  ingenuity  in  the  mean- 
time supplying  them  with  some  plausible 
statement  to  put  before  the  jiot,  into 
the  truth  of  wnich  it  would  then  be  im- 
possible to  inquire.     But  in  many  cases 
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inquiries  would  be  absolutely  necessary, 
and  great  inconvenience  would  be  occa- 
sioned, either  by  preventing  the  jury 
from  dispersing — perhaps  for  weeks — or 
by  letting  them  go  and  summoning  them 
again.  From  an  experience  of  30  years 
in  the  practice  of  the  Criminal  Law,  his 
belief  was  that  no  great  amount  of  in- 
justice was  done.  It  certainly  was  not 
administered  in  any  spirit  of  harshness 
or  injustice  towards  the  accused,  for  he 
believed  that  for  every  innocent  man 
convicted  99  guilty  ones  escaped.  With 
respect  to  appeals  in  criminal  cases,  he 
would  merely  add  to  the  objections  to 
the  proposal,  that  he  thought  that  the 
institution  of  an  Appeal  Court  might 
lead  to  less  trouble  being  bestowed  on 
trials  of  prisoners,  because  it  miffht  be 
thought  tnat  errors  could  be  rectified  by 
the  Court  above. 

Mb.  THOMAS  COLLINS  said,  he  was 
very  glad  that  the  hon.  and  learned  Gen- 
tleman the  Attorney  General  had  prac- 
tically pronounced  against  persons  being 
put  for  the  second  time  on  their  trial  for 
one  offence,  because  everyone  familiar 
with  Courts  of  Justice  must  be  aware 
that  juries  occasionally  gave  the  most 
perverse  and  wicked  verdicts.  But,  not- 
withstanding that,  it  would,  in  his  opi- 
nion, be  far  more  in  the  interests  of 
justice  that  the  finality  of  proceedings 
should  not  be  disturbed,  than  that  an 
appeal  should  be  possible  in  a  few  cases 
of  mistake.  When  legislation  was  pro- 
posed on  this  question,  the  House  would 
do  well  to  let  prisoners  tender  them- 
selves as  witnesses,  for  although  he  did 
not  Agree  that  their  mouths  were  entirely 
closed,  it  would  be  far  more  satisfactory ; 
and  he  still  thought  that  the  interests  of 
justice  would  be  promoted  by  permitting 
them  to  tender  tnemselves  for  examina- 
tion. If  that  were  allowed,  j  uries  would 
convict  in  many  cases  by  reason  of  the 
prisoner  not  tendering  himself  for  ex- 
amination. It  was  highly  desirable, 
also,  that  the  wives  of  prisoners  should 
be  made  admissible  as  witnesses  for  the 
defence.  Great  injustice  was  now  occa- 
sioned by  prisoners  not  being  able  to 
call  them.  There  had  been  much  un- 
called for  animadversion  upon  the  Judges 
for  the  supposed  inequality  of  their  sen- 
tences; but  with  reg^ard  to  the  matter 
it  should  be  remembered  that  a  sentence 
depended  not  so  much  upon  particular 
oflfenoes  then  laid  to  the  prisoner's 
ehargOf  and  of  which  he  had  been  found 
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guilty,  as  upon  his  previous  career  in 
crime.  As  regarded  it,  he  would  throw 
out  the  suggestion  that,  in  order  to 
equalize  them,  there  should  be  maximum 
and  minimum  sentences  within  which  a 
Judge  must  keep  in  all  cases  in  which 
previous  convictions  within  a  short 
period  were  recorded  against  a  pri- 
soner. 

Me.  W.  H.  LEATHAM  said,  he  en- 
tirely differed  from  the  view  taken  by 
the  hon.  and  learned  Member  for 
Knaresborough  (Mr.  Thomas  Collins) 
that  wives  should  be  permitted  to  be 
examined  in  favour  of  their  husbands, 
because  the  thing  they  most  wished 
to  avoid  was  the  manufacture  of  evi- 
dence ;  and  who  was  more  likely  to  be 
tempted  to  manufacture  evidence  than 
the  poor  wife  in  favour  of  her  husband  ? 
He  (Mr.  W.  H.  Leatham)  had  always  re- 
gretted that  in  affiliation  cases  the  de- 
fendant was  now  permitted  to  be  exa- 
mined in  his  own  case,  which  often  led 
to  penury.  He  would  not,  however, 
jeoparaize  the  second  reading  of  the 
Bill  by  saying  more,  as  the  hour  was 
so  late. 

Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Bill  read  a  second  time,  and  eommitied 
for  Wednesday  7th  June. 

QUJBSTIOIf. 

— M>.:o:-». — 

PARLIAMENT— ORDER— THE  PARLIA- 
MBNTARY  OATH. 

8iB  WILFKID  LAW80N:  Before 
the  House  adjourns,  I  wish  to  ask  you. 
Sir,  a  Question  on  a  point  of  Order. 
It  is  this — Whether,  when  the  return  of 
Colonel  Miles  (the  newly- elected  Member 
for  Malmesbury)  has  been  communi- 
cated to  the  House  in  the  usual  way,  it 
will  be  competent  for  any  Member  to 
make  a  Motion  dealing  wiUi  that  return 
before  Colonel  Miles  comes  to  the  Table, 
as  was  done  by  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  Member  for  North  Devon- 
shire (Sir  Stafford  Northcote)  before 
the  duly  elected  Member  for  North- 
ampton came  to  the  Table  f 

Mr.  CALLAN:  Before  you  answer 
the  Question,  Sir,  I  wish  to  remind  you 
of  an  answer  you  gave  to  me  on  Monday, 
when  you  said  it  was  time  enough  to 
answer  such  Questions  when  they  came 
before  the  House. 
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tlie  Naval  officers  from  the  Board,  as  he 
belieyed  that  they  were  necessary ;  but, 
in  addition  to  them,  there  shotdd  be 
some  person  possessinff  scientific  skill 
and  a  practical  knowledge  of  the  man- 
agement of  large  engineering  estab- 
lishments. He  was  not  one  of  those 
who  were  very  anxious  that  rapid 
prog^ss  should  be  made  in  the  build- 
ing of  large  iron-clads.  He  rather 
doubted  whether  we  were  not  going 
to  see  a  further  change  in  the  sys- 
tem of  shipbuilding.  He  believed  that 
ships  of  a  lighter  draught  and  greater 
speed  were  coming  into  favour — ships 
capable  of  carrjring  heavier  guns,  and 
with  a  cellular  system  of  water-tight 
compartments,  rather  than  ships  covered 
with  heavy  armour-plating.  He  did  not 
attach  much  importance  to  a  great  deal 
that  had  been  said  during  last  autumn 
as  to  the  inferiority  of  British  ships  to 
many  in  the  French  Navy ;  but  he  ob- 
served that  among  those  who  were  ac- 
quainted with  the  subject  there  was  great 
interest  in  the  question  as  to  the  course 
that  should  be  pursued  with  the  view  of 
placing  at  the  command  of  the  Admi- 
ralty the  greatest  engineering  ability.  He 
wished,  therefore,  to  ask  the  First  Lord 
whether  any  changes  in  this  direction 
were  contemplated  ?  He  was  not  satis- 
fied with  the  gun,  the  ram,  or  the  tor- 
pedo. As  regarded  the  gun,  he  believed 
we  were  still  keeping  to  the  system  of 
muzzle-loading.  He  had  long  since 
come  to  the  opinion  that  we  must  have 
breech-loading  guns.  Further,  he 
thought  that  a  gun  of  50  or  60  tons  was 
preferable  to  a  100-ton  gun,  if  we  had 
compressed  steel ;  and  if  that  was  not 
possible  at  present,  it  would  be  soon. 
Again,  there  was  the  torpedo — an  engine 
which  required  g^eat  care  in  its  manage- 
ment to  prevent  it  damaging  the  very 
vessel  which  carried  it.  As  to  the  ships, 
they  must  be  constructed  with  the  gpreat- 
est  care,  and  every  attention  paid  both 
to  the  armour  and  all  the  internal  parts 
— the  machinery.  Those  were  only  a 
few  of  the  difficulties  in  the  way  of  the 
Board,  and  they  made  it  very  desirable 
that  more  mechanical  and  engineering 
skill  should  be  brought  into  the  Admi- 
ralty. He  hoped,  therefore,  that  his 
noble  Friend  the  First  Lord  of  the 
Admiralty  would  be  able  to  state  that 
Bome  changes  were  in  contemplation, 
and  that  he  would  give  their  Lordships 
tome  idea  of  what  uey  were. 

Tk$  Duke  of  Somerset 


Thb  Eabl  of  NOETHBEOOK  :  My 
Lords,  I  am  much  obliged  to  the  noble 
Duke  for  giving  me  an  opportunity  of 
shortly  explaining  to  your  Lordships  a 
change  which  is  proposed  in  the  con- 
stitution of  the  Board  of  Admiralty,  with 
the  object  of  strengthening  the  adminis- 
tration of  the  matiriel  of  the  Navy.  But, 
before  doing  that,  I  should  like  to  say 
one  word  upon  a  subject  touched  upon 
by  the  noble  Duke — namely,  the  large 
guns  which  are  now  being  manufactured 
at  Woolwich  for  the  future  ships  of  the 
Fleet.  The  present  arrangement  with 
respect  to  large  guns  is  that  they  shall 
be  breech-loading,  and  not  muzzle-load- 
ing guns.  The  alteration  in  the  con- 
struction of  guns  and  the  enlargement 
of  the  powder  chamber  has  given  gi*eater 
power  to  the  guns  than  they  had  under 
former  systems.  To  obtain  a  very  power- 
ful gun  the  barrel  must  be  long,  and 
therefore  it  must  be  loaded  at  the  breech, 
in  order  to  be  worked  on  the  broadsides 
of  ships.  The  noble  Duke  has  rightly 
pointed  out  that  by  using  steel  instead 
of  wrought  iron  for  coils  greater  strength 
will  be  given  to  g^ns ;  and  I  have  no 
doubt,  speaking  on  the  authority  of  able 
officers  who  are  acquainted  technically 
with  these  matters,  that  it  will  be  possible 
to  place  on  board  ship  rans  of  a  weight 
not  exceeding  60  tons  which  will  be  suffi- 
ciently powerful  to  pierce  any  armour- 
plate,  whether  compound  or  otherwise, 
on  any  ship  now  afloat  or  building. 
With  regard  to  the  Question  of  the 
noble  Duke,  your  Lordships  are  pro- 
bably aware  that  the  business  of  the 
Admiralty  is  transacted  in  three  prin- 
cipal divisions — The  pereonnel  of  the 
Navy  and  the  movements  and  con- 
dition of  the  fleets,  under  the  First 
Naval  Lord  of  the  Admiralty,  assisted 
by  the  Second  and  Junior  Naval  Lords. 
The  matiriel  of  the  Navy,  under  the  Con- 
troller, a  Naval  officer,  who  is  appointed 
for  five  years ;  he  is  not  a  member  of  the 
Board  of  Admiralty,  but  has  the  right  to 
attend  the  Board  when  designs  for  ships 
or  any  other  matters  emanating  from  his 
department  are  discussed.  The  third 
division  is  the  finance  of  the  Navy,  under 
the  Financial  Secretary.  These  high 
officers  are  responsible  to  the  First  Lord 
of  the  Admiralty  for  the  business  under 
their  charge ;  and  he,  again,  is  respon- 
sible to  the  Queen  and  to  Parliament  for 
all  the  business  of  the  Admiralty.  This 
distribution  of  business,  and  this  respon- 
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aibilitjy  were  meicribed  almost  in  the 
Ymj  words  I  naye  used  by  an  Order  of 
the  Qneen  in  Council,  passed  in  March, 
1872,  when  my  right  non.  Friend  Mr. 
Goschen  was  First  Lord  of  the  Admi- 
ralty,  founded  jopon  a  former  Order 
framed  by  Mr.  Ohilders,  and  it  has  re- 
mained in  force  up  to  the  present  time. 
My  L(»rds,  during  the  last  25  years  I 
haye  been  connected  with  the  Admiralty 
in  different  capacities.    I  was  Private 
Secretaxy  to  Lord  Halifax  at  the  end  of 
the  Crimean  War,  and  afterwards  Civil 
Lord  under  him.    I  was  subsequently 
Seeretaxy  to  the  Admiralty  under  the 
noble  Duke  (the  Duke  of  Somerset).    I 
have,  therefore,  some  experience  in  the 
matter;  and  I  can  say,  with  perfect  sin- 
cerity, that  I  believe  the  Department 
has  never  been  in  better  workmg  order 
dian  it  is  under  the  provisions  of  the 
Order  in  Council   which   was   passed 
by  Mr.  Goschen  in   1872.    My  Iiords, 
while  this  is  so,  I  have  found  it  gene- 
xally  admitted  that  the  machinery  of 
administration  which    deals  with  the 
wmtirid  requires  strengthening.    I  use 
the  word  "  streng^ening  "  deliberately, 
for  I  do  not  wish  it  to  be  supposed  that 
I  desire  to  make  any  substantial  change. 
Li  my  opinion,  and  I  believe  in  that  of 
all  my  nedecessors,  it  is  essential  that 
the  responsibility  for  the  matiriel  of  the 
Navy  should  be  placed  upon  a  Naval 
officer     of   distinction — such    as    Bear 
Admiral  Brandreth,  who  now  fills  the 
office  of  Controller — who  knows  the  re- 
quirements of  the  Service,  and  possesses 
Uie  confidence  of  the  Navy.    As  to  the 
oonstructive  and    engineering   staff,   I 
have  taken  every  opportunity  of  ascer- 
taining the  sentiments  of  officers  of  the 
Navy  and  other  professional  men  ;  and  I 
feel  confident  that  the  constructive  staff 
of  the  Admiralty  may  fearlessly  chal- 
lenge comparison  in  respect  to  the  ships 
of  war  built  of  late  years,  and  their  en- 
gines, with  the  Naval  Constructors  of 
any  other  nation.  But  the  want  which  I 
have  indicated  has  been  pressed  upon 
me  by  the  very  men  who  are  engaged 
upon  this  important  work — by  Admiral 
Sir  Houston  Stewart,  the  distinguished 
officer  who  for  10  years  filled,  and  who 
has  only  very  lately  left,  the   office  of 
Controller,    and  by  Mr.  Barnaby,  the 
able  and  accomplished  Director  of  Naval 
Construction ;    and  the  reason  of  this 
want  requires  but  little  explanation.    It 
bas  arisen  from  the  vast  changes  which, 


as  everybody  knows,  have  taken  place 
of  late  years  in  the  types  of  our  ships 
and  guns,  and  in  the  introduction  of 
torpedoes  as  an  arm  of  ofibnce  and  de- 
fence. These  changes  involve  not  only 
new  problems  of  Naval  construction,  but 
engineering  and  mechanical  contrivances 
of  great  intricacy  and  delicacy,  upon 
which  the  efficiency  of  our  fighting  ships 
must  in  future  greatly  depend.  Tour 
Lordships  will  readily  perceive  that  it 
has  thus  become  not  onlj  greatly  to  the 
advantage  of  the  Pubhc  Service,  but 
even  an  absolute  necessity,  that  the  Ad- 
miralty should  be  able  to  command  the 
ablest  advice  and  assistance  from  out- 
side upon  these  subjects.  It  is,  there- 
fore, proposed  to  make  no  substantial 
change  in  the  duties  or  responsibility 
of  the  Oontroller  of  the  Navy,  or  in 
the  Oonstructive  Department,  but  to 
strengthen  the  Oontroiler  by  giving  him 
the  assLstance  of  a  gentleman  who,  to 
use  tibe  terms  of  the  proposed  Order  in 
Oouiudl, 

'*  Shall  posMM  special  medumioal  andenfji- 
neering  knowledge,  as  well  as  administntiTe 
experience  in  thB  ■nperintendenoe  of  large 
pnyate  estabHshments.^' 

The  best  and  most  appropriate  posi- 
tion for  our  new  Adviser  is  that  he 
should  have  a  seat  at  the  Board  of 
Admiralty  as  an  additional  Oivil  Lord, 
and  this  necessarily  involves  replac- 
ing the  Controller  upon  the  Board 
— a  position  which  he  held  for  some 
time  before  the  Order  in  Council  of 
1872.  It  will  be  provided  that  neither 
the  office  of  additional  Naval  nor  that  of 
additional  Civil  Lord  shall  be  held  by  a 
Member  of  Parliament.  By  this  plan 
the  Board  of  Admiralty  will  secure  the 
advice  and  assistance  we  require  in  the 
most  convenient  manner,  and  with  the 
least  jpossible  interference  with  present 
arrangements.  I  must,  however,  frankly 
admit  to  your  Lordships  that  the  success 
of  such  a  proposal  as  I  have  sketched 
must  mainly  depend  upon  the  selection 
of  a  fit  and  proper  person  to  fill  the  new 

Eost  upon  tne  Board  of  Admiralty.  I 
ave  the  satisfaction  of  feeling  that  in 
this  the  Government  have  been  fortu- 
nate, for  they  have  been  able  to  secure 
the  services  of  Mr.  George  Kendel,  who 
is  well  known  as  one  of  the  ablest  en- 
gineers and  mechanicians  of  the  day, 
and  who,  as  one  of  Sir  William  Arm- 
strong's partners  in  the  management  of 
the  great  Els  wick  factories — a  connection 
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which  he  will,  of  course,  now  giye  up — 
has  had  large  experience  in  the  con- 
struction of  the  wonderful  hydraulic 
machinery  which  many  of  your  Lord- 
ships may  have  admired  on  hoard  the 
InfleaihU  and  others  of  our  most  recent 
men-of-war,  as  well  as  in  the  designing 
and  fitting  of  ships  of  war,  and  in  the 
management  of  a  large  manufactory.  I 
have  neyer,  in  the  course  of  my  ex- 
perience, found  so  great  an  unanimity  of 
opinion  among  all  persons  qualified  to 
judge,  as  upon  the  value  of  Mr.  Gborge 
Bendel's  services  in  the  particular  posi- 
tion which  I  have  indicated.  I  am 
authorized  by  my  Predecessor  in  my 
present  Office  (Mr.  W.  H.  Smith),  to 
state  to  your  Lordships  that  he  had 
come  to  the  conclusion  that  it  would  be 
greatly  to  the  public  advantage  to  ob- 
tain Mr.  HendePs  services,  and  that  he 
had  already  entered  into  some  communi- 
cations widi  him  on  the  subject  before 
Lord  Beaconsfield's  Administration  re- 
signed. This  change,  my  Lords,  which 
will  immediately  be  proposed  for  the 
approval  of  the  Queen  in  Council,  and 
carried  into  effect  as  soon  as  I  am 
satisfied  of  the  concurrence  of  the  other 
House  of  Parliament,  will  add  two 
members  to  the  Board  of  Admiralty, 
although,  as  respects  one  of  them — the 
Controller — it  is  hardly  a  real  addition, 
for  he  has  now  the  right  to  attend 
the  Board  when  business  relating  to 
the  matiriel  is  under  discussion.  The 
number  of  the  Board  will  be  six  besides 
the  First  Lord,  and  I  am  satisfied  that 
no  practical  inconvenience,  will  result 
from  this  addition.  The  Board  of  Admi- 
ralty is  now,  as  your  Lordships  are  pro- 
bably aware,  used  as  a  consultative  body 
only  for  the  discussion  of  subjects  of 
oonsiderable  importance ;  and,  as  a  mat- 
ter of  fact,  the  number  of  members  will 
now  be  no  more  than  the  number  which 
composed  the  Board  during  the  30  years 
which  ended  with  1822.  I  may  observe 
that  the  Order  in  Council  has  been  so 
drawn  as  to  provide  that,  in  case  my 
successor  at  the  Admiralty  should  wish 
to  revert  to  the  present  arrangement, 
the  Controller,  if  no  longer  appointed  to 
be  a  member  of  the  Board,  would  con- 
tinue to  hold  his  Office  for  the  term  of 
five  years  for  which  he  was  originally 
appointed,  and  the  Office  of  ad£tionaI 
CHvil  Lord  would  lapse.  Your  Lord- 
ships will  understand  that  it  would  not 
be  consistent  with  the  constitution  of  the 
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Board  of  Admiralty  that  the  tenure  of 
Office  of  any  member  of  the  Board 
should  depend  upon  anything  else  than 
the  Letters  Patent  issued  from  time  to 
time  by  the  Crown.  Mr.  Bendel  fully 
understands  this,  and  has  accepted  the 
position  subject  to  the  same  conditions 
as  attach  to  the  tenure  of  Office  of  other 
Lords  of  the  Admiralty.  I  feel  that  I 
shall  be  excused  for  not  dwelling  any 
longer  upon  my  own  reasons  for  the 
conclusions  which  I  have  thus  shortly 
explained  when  I  inform  your  Lordships 
that  the  changes  which  I  have  described 
have  received  the  unanimous  and  cordial 
support  of  Sir  Cooper  Key  and  the 
other  members  of  the  Board  of  Admi- 
ralty, as  well  as  of  Mr.  Trevelyan,  who 
so  wen  fills  the  Office  of  Parliamentary 
Secretary  to  the  Admiralty.  We  trust 
that  the  change  will  promote  the  effi- 
ciency of  the  administration  of  the  Navy, 
as  well  as  the  most  advantageous  dis- 
posal of  the  sums  of  money  which  the 
liberality  of  Parliament  places  at  the 
disposal  of  the  Board  of  Admiralty.  I 
may  take  this  opportimity  of  mentioning 
a  smaller  change,  which,  if,  indeed,  it 
can  be  rightly  termed  a  change  at  all, 
will  be  proposed  in  the  new  Order  in 
Council.  Under  the  scheme  of  1872 
three  Secretaries  to  the  Admiralty  were 
provided — the  Parliamentary  Secretary, 
the  Permanent  Secretary,  and  the  Naval 
Secretary.  Li  1877,  when  Mr.  Vernon 
Lushing  ton  left  the  Office  of  Permanent 
Secretary,  it  was  decided,  I  think  rightly, 
that  two  Secretaries  besides  the  Parlia- 
mentary Secretary  were  not  required. 
The  Office  of  Permanent  Secretary  has 
accordingly  not  since  been  filled  up,  and 
the  secretarial  duties  have  been  faith- 
fully discharged  by  the  Naval  Secretary, 
Vice  Admiral  Hall,  without  a  Colleague. 
The  term  of  service  of  Vice  Admiral 
Hall  will  shortly  expire,  and  it  is  pro- 
posed to  revert  to  the  old  arrangement — 
that  besides  the  Parliamentary  Secre- 
tary there  shall  be  only  one  Secretary, 
who  shall  be  called  the  Permanent  Se- 
cretary, and  who,  as  in  former  times, 
may  be  a  Naval  officer  or  a  civilian.  I 
have  much  pleasure  in  informing  your 
Lordships  that  when  Vice  Admiral 
Hall's  term  of  Office  expires,  the  Office 
will  be  filled  by  Mr.  Hamilton,  the  Ac- 
countant Gheneral  of  the  Navy,  one  of 
the  ablest  members  of  the  permanent 
Civil  Service,  who  will,  I  am  confident, 
be  a  worthy  successor  to  the  many  die- 
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tfngnidied  m«ii  irho  liaTe  filled  that  im-  yQ  xiCE 

LoBO    ELPHINSTONB   said,    that  — -o-chk— 

lie  had  hoped  to  hear  from  the  noble  PARLIAMENT  —  BUSINESS    OF    THE 

Sail  that  very  much  more  subatantial  HOUSE— THE  NEW  BXTLES  OP  PBO- 

eha&gee  were  about  to  be  mado.  He  was  OEDURE. 

slad  to  hear  diat  the  Oontroller  was  ^        rrkTrxT -kj*  a  xtxtci-dq          -kt  x* 

Ooiit  to  luiTe  •  test  at  the  Board ;  bnt  .^J?^  'pHN  MANOTSS  gave  Noboe 

nothiiig  WM  aaid  about  the  Oonrtnlotor.  ^  **»?  following  Ajnendmeiit  to  the  liit 

He  wmld  simreet  tiiat  in  Tiew  of  the  J^®®^!'^^^^   moved    by  Mr.  Gladstone 

large  number^^persons  in  this  country  ^  **^«  «^^J^  ^'  *^  ^mAub^  of  the 

who  ware  engaged  in  tiie  ship-building  ^^^^® '~~ 

tradOy  the  GK>Temment  should  deal  with  "  To  move  as  an  addition  at  the  end  of  the 

the  matter  of  constmotion  on  a  broader  Beedation  the  words. '  Provided  aJsottat  on 

n-mjUvilA  «l.«i«  ♦l..^.  ^».  »i»:^i.  4i.«»«  «^»  ^^7  "^ch  division  the  rotes  shall  be  taken  hy 

pmaptoth^  that  on  whidi  they  now  .eciet  baUot.' " 

aoted— 4liat  it  would  be  far  better  if  the 

Admiralty,  having  first  settled  as  to  what  q  UE8TI0N8, 

ships  they  wanted,   should  throw  the  

msSteor  open  to  the  whole  Kingdom,  in-  — *ok>*«< 

ntiag  designs,  and  leaving  the  Board  to  POST  OPFIOE— LETTER  CARRIERS,  kc, 

dsei&  aa  to  what  shijps  should  be  built.  IN  RURAL  DISTRICTS. 

Sud^a  qrrtem  would  prevent  the  De-  ^^  GEORGE  BU88ELL  asked  the 

pvtment  from  Mling  mto  any  parto-  postmaster  General,  Whether  it  is  the 

i^w   groove.    He   oongrat^ted   the  ^^^  ^^^^  j,^      j^  l^l^ter  carriers   and 

Government  ot  havmg  secured  the  ser-  ^^^er  post  office  servante  in  towns  have 

vioea  of  Mr.  Bendel.  regular  hoUdays,  no  such  holidays  are 

AinneirPT  ttpow  twtb  ttito  o»  ttttr  ^ovtb^  to  similar  officials  in  rural  dis- 

ATTRMPT  UPW^LIFB  OP  HER  ^^ .  ^^^  .^  ^^  whether  he  would  be 

jiAJifiHriY.  prepared  to  extend  to  the  rural  officials 

ADDBiss  TO  HEB  XAJBBTT.  the  Same  indulgence  as  is  enjoyed  by 

Ifessage  from  the  Commons  that  they  *k<>»®  ^^RW^JS*^^®  ^ 

have  appointed  Mr.  Gladstone,  Secretary  Mh.  FAWCETT  :  Speaking  generally. 

Sir  William  Harcourt,  the  Comptroller  Sir,  it  is  the  case,  as  stated  by  my  hon. 

of  the  Household,   and  the  Vice-Cham-  Friend,  that  rural   letter-camers  have 

berlain  of  the  Household  to  go  with  the  ^o  holidays.     I  am  glad,  however,  to 

Lords    mentioned  in    their    Lordships'  ^e  able  to  say  that  a  proposal  I  recently 

message  to  wait  upon  Her  Majesty  with  ^^^^  has  just  been  sanctioned  by  the 

the  Address  of  both  Houses  of  Parlia-  Treasury,  which  will  henceforward  enable 

ment  respecting  the  attempt  upon  the  rural  letter  earners  to  have  a  week's  holi- 

life  of  Her  Majesty.  day  in  each  year.     With  regard  to  town 

auxiliary    letter-carriers    having    holi- 

Houee  adjourned  at  Six  o'clock,  ^ayg^  this   is  one  of  the   points  which 

till  To-morrow^^haW  pwt  ^^  ^^^  ^^:^^  considered  in  connection 

with  the  Memorials  they  have  forwarded 
to  me. 

INDIA— THE    MAHARAJAHS    SCINDIA 

HOUSE     OF     COMMONS,  AND  HOLKAR. 

Baron  HENET  DE  WORMS  (for  Mr. 

Thunday,  9th  Jfarehf  1882.  Onslow)  asked  the  Secretary  of  State  for 

India,  Whether  it  is  true  that  a  meeting 

is  to  take  place  between  the  Maharajahs 

MINUTES.1-NBW  Membbb  SwoHN-Charles  Scindia  and  Holkar;  and,  if  so    what 

William  Miles,  esquire, /or  Malmesbury.  steps  Her  Majesty  s  Government  have 

SiLBCT  CoMMiTTSs — Distress  (Law  of),  nomi-  taken  to  express  tibeir  approval,  through 

nuted.  the  Viceroy  of  India,  of  such  an  auspi- 

Pviuc  BuAJB—Ordered^Firtt  Reading— Vdjnsh.  QJQ^Q  event? 

#lwJ'i^i^-lit«nnent.(Felodeae).[98].  ^.The  Mabquebs  OF  HARTINGTON: 

CmmtU^—Rtpori—^oMQT  Explosions  [4].  Sir,  I  have  no  information  with  regard 
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to  this  event,  except  what  has  appeared 
in  the  newspapers.  I  have  no  doubt 
that  the  Qovemment  of  India  will  take 
any  steps  which  they  think  necessary  in 
the  matter.  We  have  not  thought  it 
necessary  to  issue  any  directions  to  them 
on  the  subject. 

ARMY— MILITIA  SERGEANTS. 

Lord  BURGHLEY  asked  the  Secre- 
tary of  State  for  War,  Whether  it  is 
usual  for  Militia  Sergeants  receiving 
two  shillings  a-day  and  four  pence 
lodging  allowance,  with  no  rations  or 
allowance  for  rations,  to  be  ordered  to 
mess  at  the  Brigade  Depot  Sergeants' 
Mess,  where  the  line  Sergeants  receive, 
in  addition  to  their  pay,  sixpence  a-day 
or  a  free  ration  ? 

Mb.  CHILDERS  :  Yes,  Sir ;  unless 
they  are  married.  But  it  is  not  the 
case  that  Militia  sergeants  receive  only 
28.  Ad,  a- day.  Those  who  are  serving 
on  their  line  engagements  have  that 
pay,  besides  6<f .  or  a  ration  in  kind ;  and 
those  serving  on  their  Militia  engage- 
ments have  2%,  or  2%,  3d.  a-day,  besides 
their  Army  pensions,  which  vary  from 
Bd.  a- day  to  the  highest  non-commis- 
sioned rates.  The  low  rate  of  pay  is 
only  received  by  Militia  sergeants  who 
have  never  served  in  the  Army,  or  who 
were  discharged  without  pension. 

CRIMINAL  LAW  —  AGGRAVATED  AS- 
SAULT8— PUNISHMENT  OF  FLOGGING 
—LEGISLATION.    . 

Baron  HENRY  DE  WORMS  asked 
the  Secretary  of  State  for  the  Home  De- 
partment, Whethey,  in  view  of  the  pre- 
valence of  ag^avated  assaults,  he  will 
introduce  a  Bill  this  Session  for  the  pur- 
pose of  amending  the  provisions  of  the 
Act  26  and  27  Vic.  c.  44,  so  as  to  extend 
the  punishment  of  flogging  to  persons 
convicted  of  such  assaults,  thereby  ren- 
dering them  liable  to  the  same  punish- 
ment as  that  inflicted  under  the  said 
Act  on  persons  committed  for  assaults 
with  intent  to  rob  ? 

Sm  WILLIAM  HARCOURT  :  Sir, 
this  matter  was  very  carefully  considered 
in  1875,  when  my  Predecessor  in  Office 
introduced  a  Bill  having  the  object  in- 
dicated by  the  hon.  Member.  There 
was  a  Blue  Book  laid  on  the  Table  with 
the  opinions  of  Judges,  magistrates,  and 
other  authorities  in  regard  to  extending 
die  punishment  of  flogging.    After  that 
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Bill  was  discussed  in  this  House  the  late 
Government  very  wisely,  I  think,  aban- 
doned it,  and  I  do  not  propose  to  re- 
introduce it. 

COOLIES  (INDIA)  AT  LA  REUNION. 

Sib  GEORGE  CAMPBELL  asked  the 
Under  Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign 
Affairs,  Whether,  considering  the  im- 
portant and  difficult  questions  regarding 
the  treatment  of  the  Indian  Ooolies  in 
the  French  Colony  of  Reunion  which 
have  occurred  for  several  years  past, 
and  are  now  pending.  Her  Majesty's 
Government  is  represented  in  Reunion 
by  an  officer  who  has  special  qualifica- 
tions for  dealing  with  these  Coolie  ques- 
tions, including  a  knowledge  of  the  lan- 
guage and  habits  of  the  Coolies;  and, 
whether,  the  British  Consul  was  respon- 
sible for  the  protection  of  the  British 
subjects  despatched  from  Reunion,  in 
the  Coolie  ship  **  Francis,"  which  put 
into  the  Seychelles  in  October  last  leaj:y, 
overloaded,  and  without  hospital  accom- 
modation ? 

Sib  CHARLES  W.  DILKE :  Sir, 
Mr.  Annesley,  Her  Majesty's  Consul  at 
Reunion,  was  appointed  in  1878,  and 
should  be  familiar  with  the  habits  of  the 
Coolies.  It  is  not  known  whether-  he 
personally  has  a  knowledge  of  Hindo- 
stani ;  but  there  is,  at  least,  one  inter- 
preter attached  to  the  Consulate  for  the 
especial  benefit  of  Indian  immigrants. 
The  immigration  of  Coolies  to  Reunion 
is,  for  the  time  being,  virtually  stopped 
by  the  Indian  Government  pending  a 
more  satisfactory  understanding  thau  at 
present  exists  with  the  French  Gt)vem- 
ment  as  to  their  treatment.  As  regards 
the  second  portion  of  the  hon.  Member's 
Question,  Consul  Annesley  reported,  on 
the  27th  of  September  last,  that  he  had 
visited  the  ship  Francis  previous  to  her 
departure,  and  added — 

**  I  inspected  and  questioned  these  immi- 
grants individually  before  their  embarkation, 
and,  in  reply  to  all  my  inquiries,  they  declared 
that  they  had  no  complaints  to  make,  and  they 
appeared  well  satisfied  to  leave  this  Colony." 

Consul  Annesley  makes  no  reference  in 
his  despatch  to  the  ship  being  over- 
loaded or  wanting  hospital  accommoda- 
tion, and  was,  of  course,  not  qualified  to 
pronounce  any  opinion  as  to  the  sea- 
worthiness of  the  vessel. 

Sib  GEORGE  CAMPBELL  asked  the 
Secretary  of  State  for  India,  If  he  has 
ascertained   the   circumstances  of  the 
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treatment  of  the  Ooolies  on  board  of 
her.  The  67  Coolies  detained  were  pre- 
vented by  the  Chief  Commissioner  from 
embarking  on  the  St.  Jaquet,  that  officer 
considering  that,  according  to  the  terms 
of  the  Coolie  ConTcntion  of  1861  with 
France,  there  was  not  room  for  them  in 
the  8t  JaquM,  Eventually,  shortly  after 
the  sailing  of  the  8t,  Jaques,  the  67  who 
had  been  detained  were  despatched  to 
India  by  the  Mauritius  Government  in  a 
ship  chartered  for  the  purpose.  Various 
questions,  suggested  by  the  case  of  these 
Uoolies  who  siuled  from  B6union  in  the 
FVancUf  are  still  under  consideration  in 
the  Indian  Office,  the  Colonial  Office, 
and  the  Foreign  Office. 


Oodlie  dii]^  **Eranois,"  from  Beunion,. 
which  put  into  the  SejcheUes  in  October 
last  in  distress ;  and,  whether  it  is  true 
that  in  an  unrafe  vessel  of  three  hun- 
dred and  fifty  tons  were  packed  four 
hundred  and  ten  human  beings;  that 
there  was  no  hospital,  insufficient  and 
improper  food,  and  very  little  medicine ; 
and  that  the  people  were  landed  in  the 
Beiycliclles  in  a  state  of  great  suffering 
and  destitution ;  that  another  vessel,  the 
"  St  Jaques,"  sent  fbr  them,  also  proved 
insufficient,  and  that  further  delay,  suf- 
fering, and  mortality,  were  occasioned  ? 
Thb  ICabqubss  of  HASTINOTON  : 
Sir,  I  have  received  Ml  information  as 
to  the  oiicumstanoes  of  the  voyage  of 
the  Frmmm  with  Ooolies  from  Beunion, 
whidh  vessel  put  into  the  Seychelles  in 
distress.  The  FirmneU  is  of  330  tons, 
snd  when  she  sailed  from  Beunion  had 
on  board  about  410  souls,  including  her 
erew  and  Indian  return  Coolies  officially 
sniored  as  representing  367  statute 
sdnlts.  The  customary  official  insjpec- 
tions  of  the  vessel  were  held  at  B6union, 
and  xeported  to  the  British  Consul. 
therSy  who  made  the  usual  inspection  of 
the  Ctoblies  before  embarkation.  In  the 
Beports  of  these  inspections  there  was 
Bottdng  whidi  indicated  that  more 
Ooolies  than  the  French  law  allowed 
were  despatched.  The  ship,  when  eight 
days  out,  sprung  a  leak,  and  had  to  put 
into  the  Seychelles^  where  the  Coolies 
were  landed  on  the  10th.  Meanwhile, 
three  deaths  had  occurred  on  board, 
and  five  more  happened  on  shore.  The 
emigrants  complained  to  the  British 
Chief  Commissioner  of  the  Seychelles 
that  the  food,  space,  and  medical  attend- 
ance on  board  the  Francis  had  been  in- 
sufficient and  bad ;  and  some  of  them 
looked  ill  and  in  an  unsatisfactory 
condition.  They  seem  to  have  been 
neglected  by  the  French,  who  were  in 
change  of  them  on  first  landing  at  the 
8ey(£elles,  and  much  sickness  prevailed 
among  them.  After  attention  had  been 
eaUed  to  their  condition,  however,  all 
care  seems  to  have  been  taken  of  them  ; 
and  about  five  weeks  after  reaching  the 
Seychelles  they  all — except  67  of  them — 
again  embarked  on  board  the  St.  Jaques, 
a  vessel  of  390  tons,  sent  by  the  Bounion 
Government  to  take  on  the  Coolies  ex 
Fr§nei9f  which  ship  was  unable  to  con- 
tinue her  voyage.  The  St,  Jaques  reached 
India  in  due  course,  and  the  Indian 
Qoremment  have  reported  well  of  the 


MEBCANTILE  MARINF.— THE  PILGEIM 
SHIP  "  JBDDAH." 

Sib  aEORGE  CAMPBELL  asked  the 
President  of  the  Board  of  Trade,  If  he 
has  satisfied  himself  that  there  is  no 
criminal  Law  applicable  to  the  case  of 
the  master  of  the^ritish  shijp  "  Jeddah," 
who,  on  the  voyage  from  oinffapore  to 
Arabia,  abandoned  his  ship  with  many 
hundred  pilgrims  on  bof^,  and  that 
there  is  no  means  by  which  that  captain's 
conduct  can  be  submitted  to  the  ordeal 
of  a  criminal  prosecution,  or  by  which, 
in  any  way,  he  can  be  subjected  to  penal- 
ties more  severe  than  the  temporary  sus- 
pension of  certificate  imposed  by  the  local 
Wreck  Commissioners  at  Aden;  or,  if 
he  has  not  ascertained  these  points,  with 
what  Department  of  Her  Majesty's  Go- 
vernment the  function  of  doing  so  lies  ? 

Mr.  CHAMBERLAIN,  in  reply,  said, 
that  when  the  Report  of  the  local  Wreck 
Commissioners  on  the  abandonment  of 
the  Jeddah  became  known  the  Board  of 
Trade  felt  that  the  punishment  of  the 
master  was  altogether  inadequate  to  the 
magnitude  of  the  offence  ;  and,  accord- 
ingly, the  whole  case  was  reviewed  by 
them.  But  the  difficulties  in  the  way  of 
a  criminal  prosecution  were  found  to  be 
insuperable,  owing  to  the  absence  of 
witnesses  and  the  fact  that  the  captain 
had  gone  on  to  Singapore,  and  probably 
to  New  Zealand.  He  learned  that  the 
question  had  been  under  the  considera- 
tion of  the  Government  at  Singapore, 
and  the  Attorney  General  there  advised 
that  no  criminal  prosecution  should  be 
undertaken.  Though  the  suspension  of 
the  certificate  for  three  years  was  an  in- 
adequate punishment,  he  did  not  think 
that  the  penalty  would  be  ooufincd  to 
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that.  It  appeared  to  him  from  the 
Btigxna  attacning  to  his  character  the 
captain  never  could  obtain  employment 
as  master  of  a  ship  again. 

PARLIAMENT  —  PUBLTO  BUSINESS  — 
RIVERS  CONSERVANCY  AND  FLOODS 
PREVENTION  BILL. 

Mb.  salt  asked  the  President  of  the 
Local  Government  Board,  If,  inasmuch 
as  the  Hivers  Conservancy  Bill  contains 
important  provisions  for  the  creation  of 
new  rates,  new  areas,  and  new  local 
authorities,  he  will  endeavour  to  place 
the  Bill  as  a  first  Order  of  the  Bay,  or 
postpone  the  Bill  until  the  proposals  re- 
lating to  local  administration,  promised 
in  Her  Majesty's  Most  Gracious  Speech, 
have  been  brought  before  the  considera- 
tion of  the  House  ? 

Mr.  R.  H.  PAGET  asked  the  Presi- 
dent of  the  Local  Government  Board,  If 
he  will  be  good  enough  to  inform  the 
House  on  what  day  he  proposes  to  pro- 
ceed with  the  Bivers  Conservancy  and 
Floods  Prevention  Bill;  and,  whether, 
in  deference  to  the  amount  of  interest 
taken  in  this  measure,  he  will  undertake 
to  put  it  as  a  first  Order  of  the  Dav,  and 
will  fi^ive  sufficient  notice  of  the  time  at 
which  he  proposes  to  bring  it  forward  ? 

Mr.  DODSON,  in  reply,  said,  that  he 
would  willingly  endeavour  to  make  the 
Bill  the  first  Order  of  the  Day ;  but, 
looking  to  the  state  of  Business,  he 
should  be  only  misleading  hon.  Mem- 
bers if  he  were  to  enter  into  any  under- 
taking on  the  subject.  He  could  only 
repeat  what  he  had  said  before,  that  he 
was  aware  of  the  desire  of  several  hon. 
Gentlemen  to  have  some  discussion  on 
this  subject  with  the  Speaker  in  the 
Chair.  He  would,  therefore,  use  his 
best  efforts  to  bring  on  the  Bill  at  a 
reasonable  hour.  With  regard  to  the 
first  Question,  it  appeared  to  him  that 
no  advantage  would  be  gained  by  post- 
poning the  consideration  of  the  measure 
untU  the  County  Government  Bill  was 
passed.  From  the  nature  of  rivers  which 
often  flowed  through  several  counties, 
and  many  of  which  flowed  between  dif- 
ferent counties  and  formed  their  boun- 
daries, he  thought  that  the  watershed 
was  the  area  to  be  considered.  That 
was  the  view  taken  by  the  Select  Com- 
mittee of  the  Lords  which  inquired  into 
the  Bubject,  and  by  the  Committees  of 
boUi  Houses,  to  which  the  Bill  had  been 
referred  last  year.      It  was  also  the  view 

Mr.  Chamherlam 


taken  by  the  Local  Gbvemment  Board, 
when  the  hon.  Gentleman  himself  (Mr. 
Salt)  was  connected  with  it,  and  by  the 
late  Government  when  they  proposed  to 
legislate  on  the  two  subjects. 

CRIMINAL  PROCEDURE   AMENDMENT 
BILL  (INDIA). 

Mb.  O'DONNELL  asked  the  Secre- 
tary of  State  for  India,  Whether  it  is 
true  that,  according  to  the  new  Criminal 
Procedure  Amendment  Bill  (India),  a 
magistrate  may  not  inflict  upon  a  Euro- 
pean British  subject  imprisonment  for  a 
longer  period  than  three  months,  but 
that  he  may  inflict  upon  an  Indian 
British  subject  imprisonment  for  three 
years  and  solitary  confinement  ? 

The  Marquess  of  HAETINGTON  : 
Sir,  the  Criminal  Procedure  Amend- 
ment Bill  does  not  make  any  alteration 
in  the  law  relating  to  this  point.  As 
this  Question  appears  to  point  to  some 
proposed  alteration,  it  would  be  hardly 
necessary  to  trouble  the  House  by  enter- 
ing into  the  subject. 

Mr.  O'DONNELL  asked,  Whether 
this  was  not  a  re-enactment  of  a  pre- 
vious measure,  and  whether  it  was  not 
true  that  under  its  provisions  no  Euro- 
pean British  subject  might  be  sentenced 
to  more  than  one  year's  imprisonment, 
while  an  Indian  subject  might  be  sen- 
tenced l>y  the  same  Court  to  imprison- 
ment for  14  years,  to  transportation  for 
life,  and  even  to  the  penalty  of  death  ? 

The  Marquess  of  HARTINGTON 
said,  that  the  Criminal  Procedure 
Amendment  Bill  did  propose  to  re- 
enact  the  existing  law  with  regard  to 
which  there  was  an  undoubted  disparity. 

INDIA  (REVENUE,    &c.>-SALE  OF  IN- 
TOXICATING  DRINKS. 

Mb.  O'DONNELL  asked  the  Secre- 
tary of  State  for  India,  If  he  is  aware 
that  the  Lieutenant  Governor  of  the 
Punjab  has  announced  that  the  Ex- 
cise Beport  of  the  Punjab  for  the  year 
1880  shows  that 

"  The  Excise  Reyenuo  for  the  year  1888-1 
is  the  largest  income  yet  collected  in  one  year, 
notwithstanding  an  enhancement  of  the  rates 
of  still  head  duty;" 

and  whether  he  will  lav  upon  the 
Table  of  the  House  the  letter  of  the 
Beverend  Mr.  Evans,  Baptist  mission- 
ary at  Mongh3rr,  to  Lora  Bipon,  de- 
ploring the  enormous  increase  of  drunk- 
enness among  hitherto  sober  populations 


at        Mm4-  JlUJfa-Mf         IHabcbS,  1863)  Zruk  CotuttAtdtMrf.        »« 

JB^rftaSi^foTthl  SLTS;  '^^  «^  DIirrHBSS  tlEBIASD)- 

tfMiiwting  '^'"'t^f  in  oomMction  with  the  objsi/  rvri  aj^jjsp. 

I^^nltopartanant  of  the  Barraue  ?  "»■  O-OONNOE  POWEE  akked  Mr. 

Thi  UuQinaa  o*  HABTINGTON :  Attorney  Gonerel  for  Ireland,  If  it  ia 

Sr,  itiaooneofcthattheEzoiaaBeveniie  ^">"  '^^  ™«>7  tanaot  fanners  in  the 

of  Ow  Punjab  for  1880-81  ia  the  largest  dirtriot  of  Addergoole,  and  Union  of 

jat  oolleoted,  ihe  groaa  reoeipto  having  Ballina,  are  now  liable  for  the  payment 

baoo  Ite.ll,09,U00,  agunrt  Ea.lO,4»,000  "'  >®»^  potatoes  obtained  on  credit  from 

ia  1«76,  theMOM*  rfUie  inoteaae  are—  ^^^  Gaardiana  of  the  Poor,  bat  which. 

neorvrj  of  the  Ftorinoe  from  agrioul-  owing  to  their  inferior  oharaoter,  prored 

tiiraldoprMn(ai,aiidr*tnniDfthetioope  ^  ^^  uoaleaa;  whathar  the  IriihLooot 

■nd  oamp  followeMfrom  A&haniatan.  GoTemment  Board  have  given  due  oonat- 

Tlw  Punwb  ratM  of  taxation  on  ooontry  deration  to  the  repreeentationa  addressed 

liqnor  are  Tory  high,  and  the  Exrase  *<>  ^^lem  on  this  eubjeot  by  the  Adder- 

Bvrflnne  lower  per  head  of  population  e°ole  Belief  Committee ;  and,  whether 

than  in  any  other  Prorinoe.  &e  reason  "ome  means  ean  be  devised  to  relievo 

ofthia  iathat  theoonmmptionofoonntiT  ^^^  tenant  ftemers,  to  whom  bad  and 

liquor  ia  •mall,  a  lawe  part  of  the  popu-  osoless  seed  was  distribnted,  from  the 

irtwa   ^"VB  opium  instead  of  %uor.  payment  <rf  «  «*«  l»"»d  on  aooount  of 

Hie  hon.  llember  is,  of  oonrse,  aware,    *****  •e*^ !! ,-,— .,«^ .  - 

though  the HoaeemTynothaYrnotioed,  ^^^^^OmET  GENEEAL  fob 
tbatHr.Enna'sletterhaanothingtodo  IRELAND  (Mr.  W.  M.  JoMeoii) : 
with  the  Punjab  Excise  Bevenue.  It  ?«■■  I  *"  informed  that  Addergoole  la 
nlatea  to  ^  drinking  habits  of  the  >"  OasUebar  tTnion,  and  that  some  ten- 
popnlatian  at  Monghyr,  in  BeaMl,  ant  fermere  oomplained  that  the  scheme 
Sirij  900  milea  distant  from  the  oapi-  had  faUwJ ;  tiiey  were,  howerer,  aftei- 
tal  rf  the  Fnaiab :  and  it  aaeigna  as  the  **^"  "^*^  ^7  ^'^  mnU  of  need  from 
suae  of  an  ioorease  of  drunhenness  at  charitable  souroee.  Oastlebar  is  one  of 
Xooglnr,  the  snbatitution  of  the  ■'  out-  *•  Unions  in  which  the  payment  of  the 
1^"  for  the  "•ndderdistilleir"  sys-  first  instalment  of  the  seed  rate  was  post- 
tern  of  raising  a  revenue  from  country  P""*"^  *«'  *  J^ar,  and  the  Loaal  Govom- 
liqaor,  the  ■*  sudder  distillery  "  system  m™*  B""^  have  farther  authonred  its 
alone  being  in  force  in  the  Punjab.  The  collection  in  four  aonu-U  matalments.  It 
letter,  with  the  Beport  of  the  Govern-  '»  "ot  oonsidered  that  further  measures 
ment  of  Bengal,  and  the  Orders  of  the  "^  °^™?^'y- ^„  rx<r^r^^y^r.^  u  a 
Government  of  India,  can  be  laid  on  the  ,^\-  ARTHUR  O'CONNOR  asked 
Table,  if  the  hon.  Member  likee  to  move  whether  the  Government  would  be  pre- 
fer them  pared  to  extend  the  same  treatment  to 
all  places  where  bad  seed  had  been 

HWTBCnON   OF   PERSON  AND   PRO-  ^^thb    ATTORNEY    GENERAL   tos 

PERTT    (IRELAND)    AOT,    18S1-THE  IRELAND    {Mr.    W.    M.    Johmson)  : 

"SOSPECra"  (EXPENSES).  In   the   majority  of  Unions  the  indul- 

Ur.  FITZPATEICK  asked  Mr.  At-  genoe  haa  been  extended  more  or  leas. 

tomev  General  for    Ireland,  Whether  „           „  ,     ,„,„„    „„„ 

there^s  any  obiection  to  laying  upon  ^^^^^-^^-^^i    ^O^*^,  ^^^=    ^«- 

the  Table  of  thekonse  a  Return  of  the  BTABULART. 

extra  expenses  incurred,  up  to  the  pre-  Mb.  REDMOND  asked  Ur.  Attorney 

sent    date,    in    providing    accommoda-  General  for  Ireland,  If  it  is  a  fact  that, 

tion  for  "  suspects, "  and  in  repairs  of  during  last  year,   300  members  of  the 

^Is  for   that   purpose,  or  in  the  em-  Royal    Irish    Coostabularv    Force    re- 

ployment   of  extra  warders   and  other  signed;    and,  if  so,  whether  this  woe 

officials  F  due  to  the  nature  of  the  duties  recently 

Thx    ATTORNEY    GENERAL   fob  devolving  upon  the  police  in  Ireland  ? 

IBELAND    (Mr.    W.    M.    Johnson)  :  Tub   ATTOENEY    GENERAL   fob 

Sir,  there  ia  no  objection  to  the  Eoturu  IRELAND  (Mr.  W.  M.  Johnson)  :  Sir, 

siked  for  being  laid  upon  the  Table  of  the  total  number  of  reaignations  in  tbe 

ths  House;  and  I  will  give  directions  Royal  Irish Couatabulary  Force  in  1881 

far  its  preparation.  was  362  j  of  those  151  were  rooruitowho 
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had  never  done  any  police  duty.  The 
reasons  assigned  by  the  others  were 
generally  **to  better  their  condition," 
or  ** required  at  home,"  or  "to  emi- 
grate." Very  few,  indeed,  of  this  loyal 
and  trustworthy  force,  of  which  it  is 
impossible  to  speak  too  highly,  have 
assijrned  **  the  nature  of  the  duties  re- 
cently devolving  on  them  "  as  any  rea- 
son for  quitting  the  Service. 

INLAND    REVENUE  —  INCOME    TAX 
CIRELAND)-SCHEDULE  A. 

Sib  WALTER  B.  BARTTELOT  asked 
Mr.  Attorney  General  for  Ireland,  Whe- 
ther the  Income  Tax  in  Ireland,  Schedule 
A,  being  paid  directly  by  the  landlord, 
the  Government  are  prepared  to  allow 
those  landlords  who  have  received  no 
rent  during  the  past  year  time  for  the 
payment  of  such  Tax? 

Lord  FREDERICK  CAVENDISH: 
Sir,  instructions  were  given  last  year 
that,  in  the  case  of  agricultural  lands  in 
Ireland,  the  Income  Tax  under  Schedule 
A  should  be  accepted  from  landlords  on 
the  actual  rents  received ;  supplemental 
lists  of  subsequent  receipts  of  rents 
being  furnished  by  them,  on  which  the 
duty  would  be  received  until  the  full 
charge  was  accounted  for.  Those  in- 
structions have  been  repeated  for  the 
present  financial  year. 

Mr.  gill  asked  whether  it  was  not 
the  case  that  for  many  years,  if  not 
since  the  institution  of  the  Income  Tax, 
the  landlords  of  Ireland  had  only  paid 
on  the  Government  valuation,  while  they 
received  rents  very  much  in  excess  of 
that  valuation  ? 

Lord  FREDERICK  CAVENDISH : 
Yes,  Sir. 

POOR  LAW  (IRELAND)— DR.  J.  E. 
KENNY. 

Mr.  gray  asked  Mr.  Attorney 
General  for  Ireland,  Whether,  in  the 
event  of  Dr.  Kenny,  who  was  dismissed 
by  the  Local  Government  Board,  Ireland, 
because  of  being  a  political  suspect, 
being  reinstated  in  his  office  under  the 
Board,  his  ten  years  service  will  count 
towards  future  claim  for  superannua- 
tion? 

The  ATTORNEY  GENERAL  for 
IRELAND  (Mr.  ,W.  M.  Johnson)  :  Sir, 
if  Dr.  Kenny  should  be  re-elected  by 
the  Board  of  Guardians  his  former 
t^rvioe  will  count  in  computing  his  pen- 
•u>n. 

n$  AtUrmy  General  for  Ireland 


MADAGASCAR— VISIT  OF  ADMIRAL 
GORE  JONES  TO  THE  QUEEN. 

Mr.  GOURLEY  asked  the  Under 
Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign  Affairs, 
If  it  is  true  that  Admiral  Gore  Jones,  of 
the  Indian  Station,  recently  landed  and 
marched  to  the  Royal  residence  of  the 
Queen  of  Madagascar,  for  the  purpose 
of  arranging  a  Treaty  engaging  to  re- 
cognise and  assist  her  in  assuming 
Sovereignty  over  the  whole  of  the  Island, 
he  being  aware  at  the  time  that  some 
of  the  tribes  on  the  West  Coast  claim 
to  be  independent  of  the  Hova  Queen, 
and  that  in  the  exercise  of  their  inde- 
pendence they  had  at  various  times  pre- 
sented sketches  of  their  Coast  to  France, 
and  also  granted  charters  to  French 
settlers ;  and,  whether,  if  true.  Admiral 
Jones  acted  upon  his  own  responsibility 
or  with  the  authority  of  the  Home  or 
Indian  Governments  ? 

SiE  CHARLES  W.  DILKE :  Sir,  the 
recent  visit  of  Admiral  Qtore  Jones  to  the 
Queen  of  Madagascar  was  intended  as 
one  of  compliment,  and  in  response  to  a 
wish  expressed  by  the  Hova  Govern- 
ment. Admiral  Gore  Jones  did  not 
attempt  to  arrange  any  Treaty,  although 
the  state  of  the  South- Western  coast  of 
Madagascar,  and  the  question  of  estab- 
lishing the  Queen's  authority  over  that 
portion  of  territory,  was  referred  to  by 
the  Queen  of  Madagascar  and  the  Prime 
Minister. 

POST    OFFICE— TELEGRAPH  DEPART- 
MENT—SECRECY OF  TELEGRAMS. 

Mb.  sexton  asked  the  Secretary  of 
State  for  the  Home  Department,  If  any 
warrant  issued  by  him  to  authorise  in- 
fringement of  the  secrecy  of  telegrams 
is  at  present  in  force  in  the  Post  Offi.ce 
Telegpraph  Department  ? 

SiK  WILLIAM  HARCOURT:  Sir, 
in  the  debate  which  took  place  the  other 
night  I  informed  the  hon.  Member  that 
this  is  a  subject  on  which  it  would  be 
entirely  contrary  to  my  duty  to  g^ve  in- 
formation. 

INDIA— THE  MADRAS  CIVIL  SERVICE. 

•  Me.  GIBSON  asked  the  Secretary  of 
State  for  India,  Whether,  since  the  date 
of  his  last  reply,  any  step  has  been 
taken  by  the  Government  of  India  to 
remove  the  g^evances  of  the  Madras 
Civil  Servants,  except  to  inquire  how  far 
the  contemplated  introduction  of  certain 
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The  ATTOENEY  GENEEAL  fob 
lEELAND  (Mr.  W.  M.  Johnson): 
Sir,  as  to  the  first  Question  of  the 
hon.  Member,  this  inquisition  has  been 
quashed  by  the  Queen  s  Bench  Division 
of  the  High  Court  of  Justice  in  Ireland 
on  the  ground  of  the  misconduct  of  the 
Coroner  and  jury.  As  to  the  second  and 
third  Questions  of  the  hon.  Member,  a 
considerable  civil  and  military  force  was 
sent  to  Ballyragget,  on  the  9th  of  October 
last,  to  preserve  the  peace  on  the  occa- 
sion of  a  Land  League  meeting.  There 
was  no  magistrate  there ;  but  ail  passed 
off  quietly,  and  the  force  proceeded  to 
the  railway  station  to  return  by  train 
to  their  quarters.  The  police  were  fol- 
lowed, and,  without  any  provocation, 
were  savagely  attacked,  and  stoned  by  a 
riotous  mob,  and  to  save  themselves 
they  were  obliged  to  charge  and  drive 
back  the  mob.  The  Government  is  in 
full  possession  of  all  the  circumstances, 
and  further  investigation  is  not  contem- 
plated. 

IRISH  LAND  COMMISSION— RETURN 
OF  JUDGMENTS. 

Mb.  J.  N.  EICHAEDSON  asked 
Mr.  Attorney  General  for  Ireland,  Whe- 
ther, according  to  the  Eeturns  recently 
placed  before  Parliament,  there  are  not 
4,998  originating^  notices  for  fixing  a 
fair  rent  from  the  county  Armagh  on 
the  books  of  the  Land  Commission, 
whereof  only  eighteen  cases  have  been 
adjudicated  upon  by  the  Sub-Commis- 
sioners up  to  28th  January ;  and,  whe- 
ther the  Chief  Commissioners  intend, 
either  by  the  appointment  of  a  Sub- 
Commission  specially  for  Armagh,  or  by 
some  other  means,  to  accelerate  the 
hearing  of  cases  in  that  county  ? 

The  ATTOENEY  GENEEAL  for 
IEELAND  (Mr.  W.  M.  Johnson)  :  Sir, 
the  figures  were,  as  stated  by  the  hon. 
Member  in  his  Question,  up  to  the  28th 
of  January;  but  on  the  7th  of  March 
they  were  different.  On  the  7th  of 
March  5,038  originating  notices  had 
been  received,  and  152  cases  disposed 
of.  The  subject  of  expediting  the  hear- 
ing of  cases  ripe  for  disposal  is,  I  be- 
lieve, engaging  the  attention  of  the 
Land  Commission. 

Mr.  GIBSON  asked  Mr.  Attomev 
General  for  Lreland,  Whether  he  wiU 
give  directions  that  any  further  Eeturns, 
showing  the  rent  decisions  of  the  Land 


Commission,  shall  contain  columns  indi- 
cating when  last  before  the  decision  the 
old  rent  had  been  varied,  and  what  had 
been  the  amount  of  such  old  rent  before 
such  variation  ? 

The  ATTOENEY  GENEEAL  for 
IEELAND  (Mr.  W.  M.  Johnson)  :  Sir, 
the  Land  Commission  have  settled  the 
forms  of  their  books  in  which  the  pro- 
ceedinfi^  are  recorded,  and  any  variation 
from  those  forms  will  necessarily  cause 
considerable  inconvenience;  but,  not- 
withstanding this,  the  Commissioners 
are  desirous  of  giving  all  information 
which  can  reasonably  be  asked  for,  and 
I  am  requested  by  the  Chief  Secretary 
for  Ireland  to  state  that  he  has  ascer- 
tained that  the  Commissioners  will  not 
object  to  furnishing  what  is  requested 
by  my  right  hon.  and  learned  Friend's 
Question. 

TUNIS— THE  ENFIDA  ESTATE. 

The  Earl  of  BECTIYE  asked  the 
Under  Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign 
Affairs,  When  a  decision  will  be  arrived 
at,  by  arbitration  or  otherwise,  with 
respect  to  the  Enfida  Estate  in  Tunis, 
from  which  Mr.  Levy,  a  British  subject, 
was  forcibly  ejected  a  few  months  ago 
by  persons  acting  under  the  orders  of 
the  Soci6t6  Marseillaise ;  and,  if  Her 
Majesty's  Government  will  present  to 
the  House  all  Correspondence  on  this 
and  other  matters  connected  with  Tunis 
(in  continuation  of  Parliamentary  Paper, 
Tunis,  No.  8)  ?  Also,  Whether  the 
French  Government  intend  M.  Eoustan's 
successor  at  Tunis  to  discharge  not  only 
the  duties  of  French  Consul  and  Political 
Agent,  but  also  those  of  sole  intermediary 
between  the  Bey's  Government  and  the 
representatives  of  Foreign  Powers ;  and, 
if  so,  what  arrangements  Her  Majesty's 
Government  propose  making  in  order  to 
safeguard  our  Treaty  rights  with  the 
Bey? 

Sib  CHARLES  W.  DILKE :  Sir, 
the  Enfida  case  is  still  pending  before 
one  of  the  Native  tribunals  at  Tunis, 
and  no  final  decision  has  been  pro- 
nounced on  Mr.  Levy's  claim.  Further 
Papers  on  the  subject  will  be  laid  on 
the  Table.  Her  Majesty's  Government 
have  not  been  informed  that  the  position 
of  M.  Eoustan's  successor  will  be  dif- 
ferent from  that  occupied  by  him ;  and 
t^ey  do  not  propose  to  make  any 
new  arrangements  for  safeguarding  our 
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his  attention  has  been  called  to  the  large  '  attain  the  very  desirable  .object  of  the 
proportion  of  light  sovereigns  now  in  hon.  Member,  they  would  have  to  sub- 
circulation;  and,  whether  Her  Majesty's  mit  his  proposition  to  the  House.  In 
Government  propose  to  take  any  steps  pleading  this  cause  before  me,  the  hon. 
in  the  matter  ?  Member  is  appealing  to  a  tribunal  which 
Mb.  GLADSTONE :  Sir,  the  hon.  may  not  be  ^together  impartial.  I  can 
Baronet  asked  me  a  Question  on  this  only  say  that  whatever  donations  and 
important  subject  in  the  first  Session  of  contributions  of  time  the  House  may 
the  present  Parliament.  I  was  then  be  graciously  pleased  to  make  to  us 
obliged  to  point  out  that  the  question  with  the  view  of  expediting  the  Public 
of  the  site  of  the  Mint  was  in  so  un-  Business  will  be  most  thankfully  re- 
settled a  state  as  to  render  it  impossible    oeived  by  us. 

to  enter  into  any  particulars,  or  to  hold  Mb.  MAO  IYER  said,  he  also  desired 

out  any  definite  prospects  on  the  subject,  to  make    an  appeal  to  the  right  hon. 

Since  that  time  the  site  of  the  Mint  has  Gentleman    respecting    the    course    of 

been  determined,  and  the  works  neces-  Public  Business  and  the  rights  of  private 

sary  for  the  extension  of  its  power  and  Members.     It  would  be  in  the  recollec- 

machinery  are  now  in  rapid  progress,  tion  of  the  House  that  there  was  a  very 

I  am  not,  however,  encouraged  to  hope  late  Sitting  on  Monday  night,  and  that 

that  the  Mint  will  be  able  to  resume  the  Gt)vemment  took  until  3  o'clock  on 

gold  coinage  before  the  close  of  the  pre-  Tuesdav  morning  for  the  consideration  of 

sent  year,  after  which  time  I  hope  its  the  Estimates,  and  that  very  large  sums 

energy  and  resources  will  be  devoted  in  of   money  were  voted  at    that    hour, 

the  direction  indicated  in  the  Question  It  would  also  be  in  the  recollection  of 

of  my  hon.  Friend.  the  House  that,  entirely  through  the 

fault  of  the  Government,  a  ''  count  out " 

INDIA— THE  FINANCIAL  STATEMENT,  ^ok  place  on  Tuesday  night.     [  Criei  of 

**  Order  ^  "1 

Mb   ARTHUR  ARNOLD  asked  the  ^^  SPIIaKER  :  The  hon.  Member 

Secretary  of  State  for  India,  Whether  ^  ^^^^^^  ^  ^^^  ^^^^  ^^^  ^  ^ 

he  has  received  any  details  of  Major  necessary  to  make  his  Question  clear  ; 

Banng  8    financial    statement    to    the  ^ut  he  is  out  of  Order  in  referring  to 

Legislative  Oouncd  of  India,  and  when  controversial  matters. 

It  IS  proposed  to  abohsh  the  import  duty  ^^  ^^q  j^ER  said,  he  wished  to 

on  manufactured  goods  m  India  ?  ^^  ^^^   p^^^e  Minister,   whether   he 

T^  Mabqubss  OF  HARTINGTON:  ^^^^  ^^^3^^^  to  the  debate  being  ad- 
Sir,  I  am  aware  it  was  the  intention  of  joumed  to-night  at  a  reasonable  hour,  in 

Major  Banng  to  make  his  statement  to  '^^^^  ^^^^  ^^^  important  Motions  which 

the  Legislative  Council  yesterday;  but  I  ^^^^             ^^^  §^^^3  p          ^^  ^. 

have  not  received  any  official  mforma-  sorrow  night  might  be  properly  con- 

tion  respecting  It.     The  contemplated  ^^^^^^     By  taking  the  Estimates  at  so 

remission  of  duty  wiU  date  from  the  ^^^  ^^  ^^^^  ^  ^^^^l^  injustice  was  done 

commencement  of  the  financial  year.  _^^  ^^^  ^^  pl^^^  the  House  was  too 

weary  to  listen   to    private  Members' 

PARLIAMENT-ARRANGEMENT  OF  Motions  brought  foi-ward  on  the  follow- 

PUBLIC  BUSINESS.  j^g  night ;  and,  secondly,  the  Estimates 

Babon  DE  FERRIERES   asked  the  were  passed  in  a  hurry,  without    due 

First  Lord  of  the  Treasury,  Whether,  consideration  being  given  them.     The 

considering  that  private  Members' nights  fault  of  the  recent  ''counts  out"  lay 

were  subjects  to  counts  out,  and  a  great  entirely  with  Her    Majesty's  Govem- 

waste.  of  time  was  thus  occasioned,  Her  ment. 

Majesty's  Government  would,  in  order  Mb.  GLADSTONE :  I  am  not  quite 
to  expedite  Public  Business,  take  more  sure.  Sir,  that  I  entirely  comprehend 
than  two  nights  a-week  for  the  discus-  the  hon.  Member's  Question.  But  I  do 
sion  of  the  important  measures  now  understand  it  to  contain  a  request  to  me 
awaiting  the  consideration  of  Parlia-  to  pledge  myself  to  consent  to  the  ad- 
ment  ?  joumment  of  the  debate  that  is  about  to 
Mb.  GLADSTONE :  Sir,  I  am  afraid  oe  resumed  at  an  early  hour  this  even- 
that  the  Government  have  no  power  in  ing.  I  certainly  cannot  give  such  a 
the  matter,  and  that  before  they  could  pledge,  becaufe  I  believe  that  it  is  the 
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his  attention  has  been  called  to  the  large  attain  the  very  desirable  object  of  the 
proportion  of  light  sovereigns  now  in  hon.  Member,  they  would  have  to  sub- 
circulation;  and,  whether  Her  Majesty's  mit  his  proposition  to  the  House.  In 
Gbvemment  propose  to  take  any  steps  pleading  this  cause  before  me,  the  hon. 
in  the  matter  ?  Member  is  appealing  to  a  tribunal  which 
Mr.  GLADSTONE :  Sir,  the  hon.  may  not  be  altogether  impartial.  I  can 
Baronet  asked  me  a  Question  on  this  only  say  that  whatever  donations  and 
important  subject  in  the  first  Session  of  contributions  of  time  the  House  may 
the  present  Parliament.  I  was  then  be  graciously  pleased  to  make  to  us 
obliged  to  point  out  that  the  question  with  the  view  of  expediting  the  Public 
of  tne  site  of  the  Mint  was  in  so  un-  Business  will  be  most  thankfully  re- 
settled a  state  as  to  render  it  impossible  oeived  by  us. 

to  enter  into  any  particulars,  or  to  hold  Mr.  MAC  lYEB  said,  he  also  desired 

out  any  definite  prospects  on  the  subject,  to  make    an  appeal  to  the  right  hon. 

Since  mat  time  the  site  of  the  Mint  has  Gentleman    respecting    the    course    of 

been  determined,  and  the  works  neces-  Public  Business  and  the  rights  of  private 

sary  for  the  extension  of  its  power  and  Members.     It  would  be  in  the  recollec- 

machinery  are  now  in  rapid  progress,  tion  of  the  House  that  there  was  a  very 

I  am  not,  however,  encouraged  to  hope  late  Sitting  on  Monday  night,  and  that 

that  the  Mint  will  be  able  to  resume  the  Government  took  until  8  o'clock  on 

gold  coinage  before  the  close  of  the  pre-  Tuesdav  morning  for  the  consideration  of 

sent  year,  after  which  time  I  hope  its  the  Estimates,  and  that  very  larg^  sums 

energy  and  resources  will  be  devoted  in  of   money  were  voted  at    that    hour, 

the  direction  indicated  in  the  Question  It  would  also  be  in  the  recollection  of 

of  my  hon.  Friend.  the  House  that,  entirely  through  the 

fault  of  the  Gt)vemment,  a  ''  count  out " 

INDIA— THE  FINANCIAL  STATEMENT.  *^<>^  pl^ce  on  Tuesday  night.     [  Cri$9  of 

**  Order'"! 

Mr   ARTHUR  ARNOLD  asked  the  ^r.  SPiUkER  :  The  hon.  Member 

Secretary  of  State  for  India,  Whether  j^  ^^^j^^^  ^  ^^^  ^^^^  ^^^  ^  ^ 

he  has  received  any  details  of  Major  necessary  to  make  his  Question  clear  ; 

Banng  8    financial    statement    to    the  ^ut  he  is  out  of  Order  in  referring  to 

Legislative  OouncU  of  India,  and  when  controversial  matters, 

it  IS  proposed  to  abohsh  the  import  duty  ^^  ^^^  lyjjR  g^id,  he  wished  to 

on  manufactured  goods  in  India  ?  ^^  ^he   Prime  Minister,    whether   he 

T^  Marqubss  or  HARTINGTON:  ^^^^  ^^^^^^  ^  ^y^^  debate  being  ad- 

Sir,  I  am  aware  it  was  the  intention  of  joumed  to-night  at  a  reasonable  hour,  in 

Major  Baring  to  make  his  statement  to  ^^^^^  ^^^^  ^^^  important  Motions  which 

the  Legislative  Council  yesterday;  but  I  ^^^^             ^he  Notice  Paper  for  to- 

have  not  received  any  official  mforma-  sorrow  night  might  be  properly  con- 

tion  respecting  It.     The  contemplated  ^^^^^^     By  taking  the  Estimates  at  so 

remission  of  duty  wiU   date  from  the  ^^^3  ^^  ^^^^  ^  ^^^§1^  injustice  was  done 

commencement  of  the  financial  year.  _^^  ^^^  ^^  pl^^^^  the  House  was  too 

weary  to  listen   to    private  Members' 

PARLIAMENT-ARRANGEMENT  OF  Motions  brought  foi-ward  on  the  foUow- 

PUBLIC  BUSINESS.  j^g  night ;  and,  secondly,  the  Estimates 

Babon  DE  FEEEIEEES   asked  the  were  passed  in  a  hurry,  without    due 

First  Lord  of  the  Treasury,  Whether,  consideration  being  given  them.     The 

oonsideringthat  private  Members' nights  fault  of  the  recent  "counts  out"  lay 

were  subjects  to  counts  out,  and  a  great  entirely  with   Her    Majesty's  Govern- 

waste  of  time  was  thus  occasioned.  Her  ment. 

Majesty's  Government  would,  in  order  Mr.  GLADSTONE :  I  am  not  quite 

to  expedite  Public  Business,  take  more  sure,   Sir,  that  I   entirely  comprehend 

than  two  nights  a-week  for  the  discus-  the  hon.  Member's  Question.     But  I  do 

sion  of  the  important    measures  now  understand  it  to  contain  a  request  to  me 

awaiting  the  consideration    of   Parlia-  to  pledge  myself  to  consent  to  the  ad- 

ment  ?  joumment  of  the  debate  that  is  about  to 

Mb.  GLADSTONE :  Sir,  I  am  afraid  be  resumed  at  an  early  hour  this  even- 

that  the  Government  have  no  power  in  ing.     I  certainly  cannot   g^ve  such  a 

the  matter,  and  that  before  they  could  pledge,  because  I  believe  that  it  is  the 
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▼erj  general  meh  of  the  Housn  that 
that  debate  ehall  be  brought  to  a  dose 
to-night. 

ABMT— THE  HEPORT  OF  THE  INSPEC- 
TOR GENERAL  FOE  RECRDITINQ. 
CiOMiTEL  AIiEXANDEB  asked  the 
SeoTBtapy  of  State  for  War.  When  the 
Beport  of  the  Inspector  Qeneral  for  £e- 
cruiting  would  be  ready  ? 

Ma.  DHILDEB8  :  Sir,  had  the  hon. 
and  gallant  Gentleman  given  me  due 
Notice  of  this  Question  I  should  have 
been  able  to  have  answered  it  without 
difficnlty.  I  ma;,  however,  bbj  that 
it  will  not  be  long  before  the  Beport  to 
which  he  refers  is  prepared. 

RELIEF  OF  DISTRESS  (IRELAND)— 

SEEDS  SUPPLY  AOT,  18B0. 
Hb.  GBAT  asked  Mr.  Attorney  Qene- 
ral fc^  Ireland,  Whether  the  Local 
Qovemment  Board  have  power  to  post- 
pone the  payments  due  under  the  seed 
Supply  Act  of  1880,  in  cases  where  they 
may  be  satisfied  that  owing  to  the  high 
prices  chafed,  the  low  rates  now  pre- 
vailing, and  other  circumstances,  its 
stringent  enforcement  would  inflict  hard- 
ship upoD  those  for  whose  benefit  the 
Act  was  intended  ? 

Tub  ArrOBNEY  GENERAL  foe 
IRELAND  (Mr.  W.  M.  Johnson)  :  The 
Local  Government  Board  were  empow- 
ered by  the  Relief  of  Distress  Amend- 
ment Act  of  ISSO  to  postpone  payment 
of  each  special  rate  for  one  year,  and  by 
the  Act  of  last  Session  to  divide  each  rate 
into  two  equal  parts,  leviable  in  succes- 
sive years.  In  the  majority  of  the 
Uoione  in  Ireland  these  powers  have 
been  exercised. 


said  Address  with  their  Lordships: — 
Message  eontidwtd. 

Ordtred,  That  Mr.  Gladstone,  Secre- 
tary Sir  William  Harcourt,  the  Comp- 
troller of  the  Household,  and  the  Vice 
Chamberlain  of  the  Household,  do  go 
with  The  Lords  mentioned  in  their 
Lordships'  Message,  to  wait  upon  Her 
Majesty  with  the  Address  of  both 
Houses  of  Parliament  respecting  the 
attempt  upon  the  Life  of  Her  Majesty. 

Ordered,  That  a  Message  be  sent  to 
The  Lordsto  acquaint  them  therewith : — 
And  that  the  Clerk  do  cany  the  said 


Message  from  TXa  Zorrf»,  — That  they 
do  aegvaint  this  House  that  Her 
Majesty  has  appoioted  To-morrow,  at 
One  o'clock,  at  Windsor  Castle,  to  re- 
ceive the  Address  of  both  Houses  of 
Parliament  respecting  the  Attempt  upon 
the  Life  of  Her  Majesty,  aud  thfit  The 
Lords  have  appointed  the  Lord  Steward 
and  the  Lord  Chamberlain  to  prosont 
the  said  Address  on  the  part  of  their 
Lordships;  and  that  The  Lords  do  desire 
this  House  to  appoint  a  proportionate 
number  of  its  MTembera  to  present  the 


ORDER     OF    THE    DAT. 


LAND  LAW  (IRBLAND)-OPERATION 

OF  THE  ACT.— RESOLUTION. 
AJMOITBKED  DEBATE.      [POimTH  NIOHT.J 

Order  read,  for  resuming  Adjoomed 
Debate  on  Question  [27th  February], 
that  the  Question  then  proposed, 

"That  Parlinmeiitary  inquiry,  at  the  present 
time,  into  the  working  of  the  Irish  Luid  Act 
tenda  ta  defeat  the  operation  of  that  Aot,  and 
most  tie  injimouB  to  the  intereate  of  good 
government  in  Ireland," — {Mr.  0(ad»ltiu^ 

— be  now  put. 

P/-«iio«»Que*(  ton  again  proposed, "That 
the  Original  Question  be  now  put." — 
(JTr.  Gihton.) 

Debate  rttumed. 

Mr.  butt  said,  that,  if  any  justifica- 
tion were  required  for  this  Motion,  it 
was  to  be  found  in  the  action  of  the 
Conservative  Party,  who  had  since  the 
commencement  of  the  debate  entirely 
changed  their  front.  He  could  not  help 
thinking  that  that  Party  were  now  con- 
ficioue  that  inappointingthat Committee 
they  had  made  a  very  serious  mistake. 
It  had  been  stated  in  the  public  journals, 
and  it  had  been  repeated  on  the  Front 
Opposition  Bench,  that  a  certain  letter 
had  been  written  by  the  Chairman  of  the 
Committee  to  Ministers  making  eome 
offer  that  the  Committee  should  not  go 
into  the  question  of  the  judicial  adminis- 
tration of  the  Act ;  but  if  that  offer  were 
intended  to  have  had  any  binding  effect, 
it  should  have  been  made  in  the  form  of 
an  Instruction  by  the  House  of  Lordsto 
their  Committee.  The  truth,  however, 
was  that  the  Committee  was  appointed 
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mainly  with  the  object  of  showing  that 
the  Sub-0ommis8ioners  had  miscon- 
ducted themselves  in  the  discharge  of 
their  judicial  duties,  and  had  acted  as 
partizans  rather  than  as  Judges,  and  this 
offer  to  limit  the  scope  of  the  inquiry 
was  a  mere  after-thought.  He  believea 
that  the  result  would  show  that  the 
decisions  of  the  Sub-Oommissioners  had 
not  been  so  much  in  favour  of  the 
tenants,  and  so  much  opposed  to  the 
interests  of  the  landlords,  as  hon.  Gen- 
tlemen opposite  supposed.  The  Land 
Act  was  in  less  danger  from  hon.  Gentle- 
men from  Ireland  than  it  was  from  the 
hostility  of  the  Conservative  Party.  It 
was  a  striking  fact  that  the  Act  was 
attacked  with  equal  virulence  by  the 
Bepresentatives  of  the  landlords  and  the 
apostles  of  the  Land  League.  They  had 
been  told  that  this  Besolution  was  a  Vote 
of  Censure,  and  a  direct  attack  on  the 
prerogatives  of  the  House  of  Lords. 
j3ut,  he  would  ask,  was  not  the  action  of 
the  other  House  in  bringing  that  matter 
forward  an  attack  on  uie  Administra- 
tion? Nay,  more;  was  it  not  so  in- 
tended ?  The  Sub-Commissioners  were 
only  at  the  threshold  of  their  inquiry, 
and  yet  a  Committee  was  to  sit  to 
inquire  into  the  way  these  function- 
aries discharged  their  duties,  on  the 
suggestion  that  they  had  acted,  not  as 
Judges,  but  as  partizans.  The  tribunal 
before  whom  the  action  of  those  officials 
was  to  be  called  in  question  was  com- 
posed of  landlords,  some  of  whom  were 
Irish  landlords.  What  must  be  the 
effect  on  the  minds  of  the  people  of 
Ireland  if  that  were  allowed  to  pass 
unchallenged,  and  if  some  such  Besolu- 
tion as  the  one  under  discussion  were 
not  come  to,  declaring,  in  unmistakable 
terms,  the  opinion  of  the  majority  of 
that  House  that  such  a  proceeding  was 
dangerous  to  the  public  welfare,  and 
tended  to  hamper  the  action  of  the  Go- 
vernment in  the  administration  of  Ire- 
land under  the  present  difficult  cir- 
cumstances ?  The  non.  Member  for  Lei- 
trim  (Mr.  Tottenham)  had  stated  that  if 
a  re-valuation  were  made  the  rateable 
value  of  property  in  Ireland  would  be 
found  to  have  increased  by  £4,000,000 
sterling.  But  what  had  brought  about 
that  augmentation  in  value?  Was  it 
due  to  the  action  of  the  landlords  or  of 
the  tenants  ?  If  the  allegation  of  the 
hon.  Member  were  true,  there  could  be 
little  doubt  that  that  effect  had  been 

Mr.  Butt 


produced  by  tenants'  improvements.  If 
that  were  so,  what  was  the  value  of  the 
suggestion  ?  The  hon.  Member  had  also 
taken  exception  to  the  Sub-Commission- 
ers. He  seemed  to  think  that  no  persons 
other  than  landlords  were  eligible  for 
those  offices.  He  would  be  pleased  with 
nothing  else  than  the  Committee  of  In- 
quiry which  was  then  sitting,  and  the 
appointment  of  which  they  were  then 
criticizing.  It  appeared  to  him  that  the 
hon.  Member  for  Leitrim  went  to  the 
very  confines  of  the  propriety,  not  to 
say  the  decency,  of  debate,  when  he 
described  those  functionaries  by  such 
words  as  he  had  heard  him  use.  He 
said  the  appointments  were  "parodies 
of  justice ; ''  that  the  Sub-Commis- 
sioners were  a  **  medley  crew,"  **  a  horde 
of  inexperienced  persons ; "  and  he  ac- 
cused them  of  having  been  guilty  of 
''  malversation  of  justice,"  whatever 
that  might  mean.  His  rieht  hon.  and 
learned  Friend  the  senior  Member 
for  the  University  of  Dublin  (Mr. 
Plunket)  had  made  a  great  impression 
on  his  mind — as,  doubtless,  on  the  minds 
of  all  who  hea^rd  him — by  the  letter 
which  he  read  from  an  Irish  landowner 
and  J.P.  for  the  cotmty  in  which  he 
lived,  who  described  himself  and  his 
family  as  brought  to  such  a  pass  that 
they  contemplated  emigrating  to  Aus- 
tralia. It  was  a  sad  and  touch- 
ing letter,  and  it  lost  nothing  of  its 
pathos  from  the  tones  in  which  it 
was  read  by  such  a  master  of  his  art 
as  the  right  hon.  and  learned  Gentle- 
man. But  he  ventured  to  say  that  such 
cases  ought  not  to  have  any  effect  on 
the  question  before  the  House.  He 
would  not  dwell  upon  the  fact  that  the 
writer  of  the  letter  was  giving  an  ac- 
count of  a  litigation  to  which  he  had 
been  an  unsuccessful  party.  He  would 
not  pause  to  ask  whether  that  litigation 
alone  was  the  cause  of  the  distress  of 
that  family  ?  Whether  greater  frugality 
in  the  past  and  the  adoption  of  an- 
other style  of  living  might  not  have 
saved  them  from  their  present  neces- 
sities ?  Besides,  was  there  not  another 
side  to  the  question?  Had  there  not 
been  numerous  cases  in  which  a  suffer- 
ing, striving,  and  despairing  tenantry, 
forced  to  pay  rents  totally  incommensu- 
rate with  their  means  of  subsistence, 
had  been  driven  to  look  upon  emigra- 
tion as  their  only  hope  ?  The  fiact  was 
that  such  letters  had  little  to  do  with  the 
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to  the  sing^ar  misapprehension  of  his 
hon.  and  learned  Friend  (Mr.  Butt),  as 
to  the  mode  in  which  the  Motion  had 
been  met  by  the  Opposition.     Instead  of 
presenting  a  Motion,  for  the  purpose 
of  attracting  the  support  of  hon.  Members 
below  the  Gangway,  with  whom  they  had 
had  no  sympathy,  the  course  his  right 
hon.  Friend  took  was  to  make  a  Motion 
which  excluded  the  hope  of  the  support 
of  those  hon.  Members.     Consequently 
they  would  go  to  a  division  as  a  united 
Conservative  Party,  speaking  their  de- 
liberate conviction  that  in   supporting 
the  action  of  the  House  of  Lords  they 
were  doing  that  which   was  just  and 
wise  and  necessary  in  vindication  of  the 
first  principles  of  right  and  wrong.     In 
opening  this  debate,    the    right    hon. 
Ghentleman  at  the  head  of  the  Govern- 
ment made  the  astounding  assertion  that 
the  whole  Province  of  Ulster  would  be 
prepared  to  go  against  the  Government 
— and  by  that  he  presumed  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  meant  that  they  would 
pass  into  the  ranks  of  disloyal  and  dis- 
orderly men — if  there  were  any  tamper- 
ing with  the  Land  Act.     The  words  of 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  which  betook 
down  at  the  time,  and  had  since  veri- 
fied, were — **A11  the  Northern   popu- 
lation is  ready  to  go  against  you  if  there 
is  any  tampering  with  the  Land  Act." 
In  carrying  out  the  policy  commenced 
by  the  Solicitor  General  at  the  Derry 
Election,  the  estimate  formed  by  Her 
Majesty's  Government  concerning  the 
loyal    population    of   Ulster  was    that 
their  loyalty  and  order  were  only  to  be 
depended   upon   if  they  were    bought 
with  sugar-plums.     He  was  astonished 
that  the  hon.  Member  for  Tyrone  (Mr. 
T.  A.  Dickson),  who  considered  himself 
a  Leader  in  Ulster,  did  not  vindicate  the 
loyalty  of   his  Liberal  friends,  and  of 
Ulster  generally.     Instead  of  that,  the 
hon.  Gentleman  warned  the  House  that 
if  this  Kesolution  were  not  passed  a  new 
agitation  would  be  commenced  in  Ulster 
on  more   extended  lines.     That  was  a 
somewhat  mysterious  threat,  and  it  was 
not  BO  outspoken  as  the  statement  of  the 
Prime  Minister.     He  (Mr.  Lewis)  had 
been  for  10  years  the  Hepresentative  of 
an  important,  though  not  an  ag^cultural, 
constituency,  in  Ulster;  and  he  main- 
tained it  was  a  libel — at  all  events  on 
the  Protestant  population  of  that  Pro- 
vince— to  ajBsert  that  their  loyalty  de- 
pended upon  their  being  bribed.   What 
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I  was  the  state  of  this  discussion  ?     Was 
I  there  any  interest  excited  in  it  within 
j  the  House  ?    Were  not  the  Benches  of 
the  House  almost  deserted  as  it  pro- 
ceeded ?  What  was  the  feeling  through 
the  House  generally  ?    Was  it  not  that 
they  were  engaged  in  a  simple  wanton 
discussion  and  waste  of  time,  for  which 
there  was  no  need  from  the  beginning, 
and  to  which  there  appeared  no  likeli- 
hood of  our  reaching  an  end  ?  The  House 
had  been  told,  in  the  strongest  possible 
terms,    by  the  Prime   Minister,    in  his 
most  impassioned  speech,  that  this  was 
a  great  Constitutional  question.     One 
House  of  Parliament — one  Estate  of  the 
Bealm — had  set  itself  up  to  destroy  and 
to  annihilate,  or  to  emasculate,  an  Act 
passed  only  a  year  ago ;  and  they  were 
told,  in   the  mdst  impassioned  terms, 
that  the  action  of  this  House  would  lead 
either  to   something  like  rebellion   in 
Ireland,  or  to  great  disorder.   They  had 
had  so  many  prophecies  from  the  Trea- 
sury Bench  during  the  last  two  years, 
every  one  of  which,  in  reference  to  law 
and  order,  had  been  falsified  by  subse- 
quent events,  that  the  Government  must 
pardon  them  if  they  were  not  prepared 
to  be  afraid  of  the  evils  with  which  they 
threatened  them,  so  as  to  be  induced  to 
alter  a  vote  or  a  speech  on  the  subject. 
Then,  what  was  the  state  of  feeling  in 
the  country  ?    The  Birmingham  Caucus 
and    Confederation  had    piped    loudly 
enough ;    but    the    country  refused  to 
dance.    The  bell  was  rung,  as  usual, 
by  Schnadhorst  and  Co.  ;  but  the  British 
public  thought  more  about  the  fate  of 
*' Jumbo"  than  about  the  fate  of  the 
Eesolution.     Anyone  who  had  read  the 
papers  during  the  last  fortnight,  while 
the  Eesolution  had  been  under  discus- 
sion,  would    have  supposed   that    the 
House  of  Commons  was  meeting  at  the 
Zoological  Gardens,  and  that  the  great 
question  of  the  fate  of  the  Constitution 
was  involved  in  the  question   whether 
"Jumbo"  was  to  be  shipped  on  board 
the  Assyrian  Monarch,     Where  were  the 
signs  of  that  great  public   excitement 
with  which  they  were  threatened  because 
the  House  of  Lords  had  dared  to  lift  up 
the  sword  of  justice  and  fair  play,  for 
the  purpose  of  protecting  the  unfortu- 
nate landowning  class  in  Ireland  ?    The 
speeches  delivered  by  hon.  Gentlemen 
opposite  had  been  remarkably  contradic- 
tory.    What  was  the  logic,  for  example, 
of   his  hon.  and  learned  Friend    the 
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jection  that  was  made  was  verj  singular. 
He  was  quite  certain,  when  he  heard 
this  Resolution  propounded,  that  the 
suggestion  would  be  made— "Why,  you 
are  pulling  up  the  piant  to  see  how  it 
grows; ''  but  if  that  analoffv  were  com- 
plete and  accurate  it  would  be  an  idle, 
it  would  be  a  ridiculous  and  childish 
operation  to  which  the  House  of  Lords 
was  putting  its  hand.  But  was  that  so  ? 
A  plant  that  was  growing  was  subject 
to  the  ordinary  laws  of  nature  and  pro- 
gpress,  unchecked  by  other  than  natural 
causes.  Was  the  Land  Act  subject  to 
the  ordinary  act  of  nature  and  of  law  ? 
Why,  it  was  the  Act  of  Parliament  which 
prevented  economic  laws  from  taking 
effect.  It  prevented  people  from  doine 
what  they  liked  with  their  own,  which 
was  the  ordinary  condition  of  the  growth 
and  character  of  property.  Therefore, 
he  denied  there  was  any  analogy  between 
the  Land  Act  and  the  plant  that  was 
gprowing,  the  true  analogy  was  this — 
they  had  a  patient  in  a  high  state  of 
fever,  and  the  quack  doctor  thought  he 
had  a  nostrum  which  he  would  pro- 
pound. The  patient  did  not  improve 
under  the  treatment,  and  accordingly 
they  called  in  some  other  people  to  ad- 
vise. They  asked  what  were  the  neces- 
sities of  the  case,  so  that  they  might 
ascertain  whether,  under  their  treat- 
ment, they  could  improve  the  patient. 
That  was  more  like  the  analogy  than 
that  they  had  heard  in  the  course  of  this 
debate — that  of  pulling  up  the  plant  to 
see  if  it  was  gprowing.  So  far  from  the 
charges  brought  against  the  House  of 
Lords  being  true,  he  thought  there  was 
every  g^und  for  such  an  inquiry  as  they 
desired.  There  was  one  thing,  and  one 
thing  only,  which  might  have  justified 
the  Land  Act,  and  that  was  its  success. 
Had  it  been  successful  from  any  point 
of  view  ?  Had  it  been  as  successful  as 
was  prophesied  by  hon.  Members  upon 
the  opposite  Benches,  who  said  that 
within  six  months  they  could  restore 
order  and  peace  to  Ireland?  They 
knew  upon  the  highest  authority — the 
authority  of  the  Chief  Secretary  for  Ire- 
land himself,  who  had  been  visiting  the 
disturbed  districts — that  thinss  were 
now  far  worse  than  they  were  believed 
to  be,  instead  of  being  far  better.  What 
was  the  condition  of  affairs  ?  Why, 
nearly  600  men  of  all  classes  and  ranks 
of  society  were  now  in  Kilmainham  and 
other  gaols,  placed  there,  not  under  the 
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ordinary  process  of  the  law,  but  without 
trial,  and  by  orders  that  were  necessarily 
and  distinctly  given  by  the  Government 
in  order  to  attempt  to  restore  order  and 
peace.  By  placing  these  men  in  gaol 
there  had  been  a  suspension  of  ordinary 
law,  in  addition  to  a  failure  in  the  pro- 
tection of  life  and  property  in  Ireland 
through  the  ordinary  tribunals.  He 
thought  he  was  not  mistaken  when  he  said 
that  February — last  month — was  more 
rife  in  actual  murders  and  most  diabolical 
outrages  than  any  month  in  the  18 
months  preceding  it.  If  they  looked  at 
the  Returns  which  had  been  placed  on 
the  Table  of  this  House,  what  was  the 
state  of  the  facts  ?  Taking  the  whole  of 
last  year,  there  was  a  larger  average 
of  crime  of  an  agrarian  character  in  the 
latter  half  of  the  year  than  in  the  first, 
while  the  past  month  of  January  last  was 
worse  than  the  latter  half  of  last  year ; 
so  that,  instead  of  the  Act  having  re- 
sulted in  such  general  public  advantages 
as  might  have  palliated  the  condition 
of  the  landowners,  it  in  no  way  ap- 
proached that  end.  Now,  they  were 
obliged  to  put  up  with  the  lame  and  in- 
condusive  promise  of  the  Chief  Secre- 
tary for  Ireland  that  he  hoped,  within 
five  years,  to  see  the  working  of  this  Act 
result  in  the  restoration  of  peace  and 
order.  He  did  not  know  how  long  they 
were  to  have  the  blessing  of  a  Liberal 
Government;  but  if  a  Liberal  Govern- 
ment was  to  stay  in  power  for  five  years 
for  the  purpose  of  keeping  alive  an  im- 
broglio of  such  a  disastrous  character  in 
Ireland,  all  he  could  say  was,  that  he 
hoped  England  and  Scotland  would  find 
some  process  for  ridding  themselves  of 
such  a  nuisance.     But  he  just  now  ap- 

E reached  the  other  side  of  the  question — 
ad  this  Act  been  a  success  from  a  land- 
lord's point  of  view?  He  supposed  it 
was  not  passed  merely  to  please  the 
tenants,  for  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
opposite  put  it  forward  as  a  boon  to 
both.  He  did  not  believe  the  Prime 
Minister's  righteous  and  just  mind  would 
have  framed  this  Act  merely  in  the  in- 
terest of  the  tenant.  He  believed  it 
would  answer  the  purpose  of  the  land- 
owner as  well  as  the  occupier.  But  had 
it  ?  It  was  said  they  were  asking  this 
a  little  too  early,  and  that  they  had 
better  wait  until  there  had  been  5,000 
or  10,000  cases  decided.  But  what  was 
the  case  ?  Why,  there  were  indications 
that  all  over  Ireland;  in  every  Province— 
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agitation  there  would  be  more  changes, 
more  reductions,  and  further  curtailment 
of  the  landlords'  power.  More  than  any- 
thing else  the  speeches  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  opposite,  as  compared  with  his 
utterances  in  the  year  1870,  had  embit- 
tered the  feelings  with  which  the  Act  was 
regarded  by  the  landed  interest  in  Ireland. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  must  pardon 
him  if  he  appropriated  for  the  occasion, 
with  a  slight  alteration,  a  phrase  once 
used  by  him  in  reference  to  the  noble 
Lord  the  Member  for  Woodstock  (Lord 
Bandolph  Churchill),  and  said  that  there 
was  nothing  essential  connected  with  the 
Land  Question,  and  denied  by  him  in 
1870,  that  he  did  not  now  affirm,  and 
nothing  affirmed  by  him  then  that  he  did 
not  now  deny.  The  House,  then,  had  it 
upon  the  authority  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  that  any  idea  of  fixing  rents 
by  a  Judicial  Court  was  one  of  the  wildest 
and  idlest  things  that  could  be  suggested ; 
and  that  was  only  one  of  the  propositions 
affirmed  in  1870,  that  had  now  been 
opposed  and  destroyed  by  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman's  present  actions,  language, 
and  principles.  But,  however  that  might 
be,  it  was  more  important  to  inquire 
whether  there  were  not  fair  grounds  for 
an  investigation  into  the  working  of  the 
Act — as,  for  instance,  whether  or  not  it 
was  operating  justly  with  regard  to  the 
owners  of  land.  For  himself,  he  held 
that  this  class  was  not  receiving  justice, 
either  from  the  Sub-Commissioners  or 
from  their  Chiefs.  The  first  act  of  the 
Head  Commissioners,  before  they  were 
sworn,  was  to  compose  a  Circular,  not 
addressed  to  both  parties  of  the  litigants, 
but  published  as  a  manifesto  to  draw  the 
tenants  into  Court  as  the  persons  to  be 
supported  against  the  landlords.  When- 
ever the  halo  of  the  sacredness  of  their 
functions  was  flung  round  the  Commis- 
sioners he  asked  himself  whether  that 
act  was  consistent  with  the  conduct  of  a 
judicial  body.  The  next  distinction 
earned  by  the  Commissioners  was  due  to 
the  dictum  of  their  Chief,  that  in  esti- 
mating a  fair  rent  they  had  to  consider 
whether  the  tenant  could  live  and  thrive 
upon  his  holding  at  the  rent  he  was  pay- 
ing. Was  any  such  principle  ever  before 
enunciated  in  any  Court  or  Chamber  of 
either  Law  or  Commerce?  What,  for 
example,  would  be  the  effect  of  a  doc- 
trine that  would  raise  or  lower  the  price 
of  a  commodity  according  to  the  number 
of  the  purchaser's  family,  or  the  fruga- 


lity  or  profligacy  of  his  private  life? 
That  was  just  the  effect  of  the  speech, 
he  might  say  the  peal  of  bells,  which 
the  Chief  Commissioner  thought  pro- 
per to  ring  when  he  entered  the  Land 
Court.  Beally,  it  looked  as  if  the  land- 
lord was  to  suffer  for  the  number  of  wants 
of  the  children  of  the  tenant  as  if  they 
were  his  own.  It  might  next  be  asked 
whether  the  Irish  landed  interest  had 
been  fairly  treated  in  the  appointment 
of  the  Sub-Commissioners.  He  ventured 
to  say  that  never  before  in  the  whole 
range  of  legal,  social,  or  commercial 
arbitrations  nad  men  been  appointed 
with  so  little  regard  to  the  representation 
of  the  different  interests  concerned.  Not 
the  slightest  effort  had  been  made  on 
the  part  of  the  Government  to  secure  the 
services  of  any  impartial  body  of  men 
who  might  be  said  to  represent  the  in- 
terests of  both  classes,  to  say  nothing  of 
the  absolute  absence  of  all  who  might 
be  supposed  to  be  favourably  inclined 
towaras  the  landlords.  There  was  an- 
other point  upon  which  inquiry  should  be 
made.  What  was  the  unhappy  condi- 
tion of  the  landlords  of  Ireland,  great 
and  small,  who  had  to  meet  the  fixed 
charges  on  their  rent  rolls,  notwithstand- 
ing those  rent  rolls  were  reduced  ?  It 
was  impossible  to  keep  up  that  glorious 
indifference  assumed  by  hon.  Gentlemen 
opposite  to  the  suffering  and  distress 
which  the  landlords  had  to  go  through 
in  consequence  of  recent  and  deplorable 
events.  The  Legislature  was  bound  to 
provide  some  mode  of  redress,  even 
though  it  should  be  by  what  hon.  Gentle- 
men opposite  might  consider  the  odious 
means  of  compensation.  The  landlords 
had,  many  of  them,  fixed  rents,  with 
upwards  of  60  years'  title ;  yet,  now, with 
one-third  of  those  rents  taken  away, 
with  still  the  same  charges  to  pay,  they 
found  themselves  in  a  helpless  con- 
dition in  having  to  meet  charges  which 
could  not  be  reduced,  but  which  were 
created  with  reference  to  the  old 
rental.  The  Ministry  might  harden 
their  hearts  against  such  a  state  of 
things ;  but  when  the  landlords  were 
seen  to  fall,  one  after  another,  into  a 
condition  of  abject  misery  and  poverty, 
they  might  rest  assured  that  the  English 
and  Scotch  people  would  at  last  be 
aroused  to  feel  that  a  state  of  things 
existed  which  demanded  the  sympathy 
of  the  Legislature.  Then,  there  was 
another  matter,  upon  which  inquiry  waQ 
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abioliitdy  eaaeiitial,  and  thai  was  the 
aflBoienoy  of  the  Land  Oourt.  The 
Attorney  General  for  Ireland  had  stated 
that  two  or  three  years  would  suffice  to 
settleall  the  claims;  but  he  had  not  taken 
into  aooount  the  numerous  appeals  that 
the  landlords  would  feel  bound  to  make 
in  the  hope  of  escaping  annihilation. 
No  information  had  oeen  g^ven  as  to 
how  the  block  in  the  Oourte  was  to  be 
•topped.  The  Ooremment,  like  the 
oednoh,  had,  as  regarded  the  Ohief  Ck>m- 
miflsioners,  thought  proper  to  place  their 
headain  the  sand,  and  imagined  there  was 
no  obstmction  in  the  way.  The  delay  in 
getting  cases  tried  by  the  Ohief  Ck>mmis- 
aionera  was  one  of  the  gravest  questions, 
and  which  the  Attorney  Goneral  for  Ire- 
land did  not  tonch.  But,  eren  as  regarded 
the  Snb-Ctommissioners,  there  were  5,0(K) 
eases  awaiting  trial  in  one  county  alone, 
whiohy  as  the  junior  Member  for  Tyrone 
had  pointed  out,  could  not  possibly  be 
disposed  of  under  some  years.  There- 
fore,  that  was  a  question  which  de- 
maibded  inquiry.  Then  there  was  the 
utter  failure  of  the  Arrears  Glauses. 
Gould  anybody  who  knew  anything  of 
the  matter  help  being  struck  by  the  un- 
workable clause  by  which  the  landlord 
had  to  forgive  the  tenant  one  half  the 
rent,  and  become  debtor  to  the  Go- 
Temment  for  the  other  half?  It  was 
said  that  the  intention  was  to  assist 
both  the  tenant  and  the  landlord  ;  but, 
as  a  matter  of  fact,  the  tenant  remained 
under  the  old  conditions,  and  the  land- 
lord did  not  get  his  money.  Moreover, 
the  Purchase  Glauses  had  proved  a 
grievous  failure.  Even  if  the  Act  wore 
a  success,  which  it  was  not,  the  present 
tenants  would  alone  receive  any  benefit ; 
the  next  race  of  tenants  would  be  in  a 
much  worse  condition.  In  Ulster,  so 
enormous  in  many  instances  had  become 
the  value  of  tenant  right,  that  that 
right,  instead  of  being  a  blessing,  had 
become  a  curse.  If  a  man  wanted  to 
put  his  son  into  a  farm  of  20  or  30  acres, 
the  price  demanded  was  so  high  that  he 
had  to  borrow  the  money  at  an  exorbi- 
tant rate  of  interest,  and  lead  a  miserable 
existence  under  the  thumb  of  the  village 
money-lender.  What  would  be  the  effect 
of  lowering  the  rents  in  Ulster  ?  The 
result  would  be  that  the  difficulty  of 
buying  farms  at  a  moderate  rate  would 
become  g^radually  greater,  the  number 
of  money-pressed  destitute  tenants  would 
increase,  and  a  state  of  things  would  be 


produced  which  would  require  another 
Land  BilL  This  was  a  point  which  had 
never  yet  been  answered.  He  had  in- 
tended to  make  his  concluding  observa- 
tions during  the  debate  on  the  Address, 
but  had  been  prevented  from  doing  so 
until  the  present  moment.  In  order  to 
afford  the  Solicitor  General  for  Ireland, 
who  had  already  spoken,  a  fair  oppor- 
tunity of  answering  his  remarks,  and 
not  place  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentle- 
man at  a  disadvantage,  he  would  move 
the  adjournment  of  the  House.  During 
the  course  of  the  debate  on  the  Bill  last 
year,  he  was  afraid  the  very  distinguished 
Gentleman  who  then  filled  the  office  of 
Attorney  General  for  Ireland  must  have 
thought  him  very  pertinacious  on  one 
point — the  appomtment  of  the  Sub- 
uommissioners.  To  use  a  common 
phrase,  he  thought  he  ''smelt  a  rat."  He 
thought  it  was  me  intention  of  the  Go- 
vernment to  do  what  it  had  since  done. 
Although  they  had  told  the  House  that  it 
was  a  high  judicial  office,  they  had  broken 
the  Constitution  by  getting  the  people 
to  do  the  work  either  by  the  job  or  the 
day.  He  was  told  by  the  present  Lord 
Ohancellor  of  Ireland  that  it  was  not  in- 
tended to  do  anything  of  the  sort ;  but, 
pressing  the  question  further,  he  ex- 
tracted from  him  the  confession  that  it 
might  be  necessary  to  appoint  Sub- 
Commissioners  for  a  short  period,  but 
that  the  usual  appointment  would  be  for 
seven  years.  What  was  the  fact? 
Twelve  had  been  appointed  for  seven 
years,  and  24  for  one  year,  and  were 
going  about  the  country  endeavouring 
to  earn  and  maintain  their  character 
with  the  Government,  which  they  could 
not  do  unless  they  earned  and  main- 
tained their  character  with  the  tenants 
by  reducing  rents.  He  was  not  prepared 
to  admit  that  these  were  judicial  ap- 
pointments ;  but  on  the  assumption  that 
they  were,  was  there  ever  anything  so 
foreign  to  the  spirit  of  the  Constitution 
as  to  appoint  men  who  had  to  adminis- 
ter justice  between  man  and  man  for 
short  periods,  leaving  the  appointment 
renewable  under  the  auspices  of  the 
Government  of  the  day?  The  conso' 
quence  was  seen  in  what  happened  at 
the  Derry  Election,  and  in  the  return  of 
the  Solicitor  General  for  Ireland.  The 
election  was  on  the  6th  of  December, 
and,  being  an  elector,  he  received  a  cir- 
cular dated  the  22nd  of  November  from 
the  Solicitor  General's  Committee  Boom, 
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signed  by  B.  H.  Todd,  agent,  informing 

him  where  his  polling  station  was,  and 

adding,  in  large  letters — 

"  Mr.  Gladstone,  in  the  present  oircnmstanoes, 
asks  you  to  return  his  Solicitor  General  for 
Ireland,  among  other  reasons,  as  a  mark  of 
your  approval  of  the  Land  Act.'* 

On  a  fly-sheet  it  was  stated  that  the 
Land  Act  had  given  reductions  of  rent, 
and  the  decisions  of  the  Sub-Commis- 
sioners— who,  however,  had  not  begun 
their  "  angel  visits  "  to  the  county  of 
Derry  at  that  time.  But,  as  a  specimen 
of  what  might  be  expected  from  them, 
examples  were  g^ven  of  reductions  from 
£19  2«.  6d.  to  £9  lU.  3d.,  from  £16  to 
£6  5ir.,  and  from  £4  10«.  to  £l.  There 
might  have  been  no  harm  in  pointing 
out  that  the  Act  had  operated  bene- 
ficially in  cases  judicially  decided ;  but 
the  matter  did  not  end  there.  The 
county  was  saturated  with  handbills, 
copies  of  which  he  produced.  These 
proclaimed — **  What  Gladstone's  Land 
Act  has  done  for  the  farmer.  Bents  re- 
duced nearly  40  per  cent."  The  state- 
ments were  addressed  to  the  tenant  far- 
mers, whose  loyalty,  they  were  told,  was 
not  to  be  depended  upon  if  the  Land 
Act  were  tampered  with,  whose  loyalty 
was  consistent  only  with  the  proceed- 
ings of  the  Sub-Oommissioners  being 
unchecked.  These  were  the  tenant 
farmers  r.f  Ulster  who  were  appealed  to 
by  the  Solicitor  General  for  Ireland, 
who  had  talked  about  the  greed  excited 
by  the  Land  Act.  The  virus  of  the 
whole  thing  in  the  placards  was  the 
question,  '*  What  will  Porter  do?"  The 
answer  was,  **  Preserve  the  Land  Act ; 
maintain  Gladstone's  fair  rents."  But 
it  did  not  end  there.  Hon.  Members 
were  familiar  with  the  instructions  to 
benighted  voters,  as  to  the  filling  up  of 
voting  papers,  that  were  sent  out  before 
the  polling  day.  Now,  he  was  speaking 
the  truth  strictly,  as  he  had  done  in 
everything  he  had  narrated,  when  he 
stated  that  just  before  the  poll  a  circular 
was  sent  to  the  electors  which  contained 
these  words — 

**  Vote  for  Porter;  preserve  the  Land  Act; 
xnaintain  the  present  fair  and  honest  Commis- 
sioners, and  seure  fair  rents." 

In  other  words,  like  a  political  '*  House 
that  Jack  built,"  they  were  to  vote 
for  Porter,  who  would  keep  in  the  Go- 
vemmenty  who  would  keep  in  the  Oom* 
miisioQera,  who  would  reduce  the  rents. 
Vfhy  were  certain  men  in  Oanterbury 

^r.  L0WU 


Oaol?  At  the  time  these  oirculan 
were  being  issued  wholesale  to  the 
electors  of  Derry,  men  were  crossing 
^e  streets  of  London  handcuffed  on 
their  way  to  Canterbury  Gaol  for  petty 
acts  of  bribery.  What  respect  could  the 
receivers  of  such  circulars  have  for 
bribery  laws,  or  the  proposal  of  the 
Attorney  General  formulated  last  Ses- 
sion in  reference  to  corrupt  practices? 
Was  there  not  in  this  mode  of  treating 
the  Land  Act  a  pandering  to  the  greed 
and  avarice  of  the  constituency  ?  Was 
this  not  conduct  of  a  far  worse  character 
than  any  that  had  been  heard  of  before 
the  Bribery  Commissioners?  But  the 
matter  did  not  end  there,  for,  imme- 
diately after  the  election,  three  of  the 
prominent  supporters  of  the  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  were  appointed  Sub- 
Commissioners.  He  charged  the  Go- 
vernment with  having  appointed  these 
three  gentlemen,  who  had  gone  about 
intreating  the  electors  to  vote  for  a  Mem- 
ber of  the  Government  on  the  ground 
that  it  would  keep  the  Sub-Commission- 
ers in  power,  and  that  they  would  reduce 
the  rents.  He  asked,  in  face  of  the 
House  and  country,  if  it  could  be  ex- 
pected that  the  Land  Act  would  go  down 
to  history  as  an  Act  j  ustly  and  righteously 
administered  towards  the  landlords,  after 
these  occurrences  ?  One  of  the  gentle- 
men appointed  was  a  Mr.  Morrison,  a 
legitimate  representative  of  the  farming 
class,  and  no  doubt  a  very  proper  man 
to  appoint,  if  there  had  also  oeen  repre- 
sentatives of  the  landlord  class.  But  it 
seemed  to  be  forgotten  that  the  landlord 
had  rights.  It  was  thought  that  every 
sort  of  obloquy  and  distress  should  be 
thrown  upon  him.  Mr.  Morrison  was  a 
prominent  supporter  of  the  hon.  and 
learned  Member.  Another  was  Mr. 
Weir,  an  inhabitant  of  the  adjoining 
county  of  Tyrone,  who  **  coached"  the 
Solicitor  General  for  Ireland,  and  went 
about  with  him  as  one  of  his  prominent 
supporters.  Then  there  was  Mr.  John 
Cunningham,  of  Foyle  Street,  Derry,  a 
constituent  of  his  own,  whose  history  he 
knew.  Twelve  or  15  years  ago  Mr. 
Cunningham  was  a  clerk  to  a  wine  mer- 
chant; now  he  was  a  meal  and  corn 
merchant  in  the  middle  of  the  city  of 
Derry.  All  that  he  had  to  do  with  agri- 
culture was  that  he  had  a  mill  some 
eight  miles  off,  with  a  small  quantity  of 
land  attached  to  it ;  and  his  chief  distinc- 
tion—and  no  doubt  it  was  bis  chief 
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qnilification  in  the  eyes  of  the  Govem- 
ment — was  that  he  was  a  leading  Liberal 
and  a  prominent  supporter  of  the  hon. 
and  learned  Member.    When  a  Liberal 
Law  Officer  went  down  to  an  Lrish  conntj 
oonstitoencj,  there  was  no  end  to  the 
benefits,  large  and  small,  which  he  con- 
ftned  on  his  political  supporters.    Even 
the  Londonderry  Lunatic  Asjlnm  did 
not  escape  the  handling  of  the  Solicitor 
Oeaeral.    And  although  there  was  only 
room  Ibr  10  people  in  tM  Board  Boom  and 
these  were  25  Qoremors,  he  appointed  11 
more  at  a  stroke,  and  all  of  them  his  own 
supporters.     That  was  the  political  use 
maae  of  theLand  Act,  into  which  it  might 
laptimately  answer  the  purpose  of  that 
House  or  the  House  of  Lords  to  make 
dose  and  scrutinising  inquiry.  He  could 
not  kelp  thinking  that  the  conduct  of  the 
hon.  and  learnt  Solicitor  Oeneral  for 
Ireland,  which  he  had  now  placed  before 
the  House  upon  facts,  figures,  and  docu- 
mentSy  had  been  entirely  misconceived 
by  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  him- 
self when  he  suggested,  upon  a  previous 
oooasion,that  he  supposed  he  wascharged 
with  sajring  that  he  would  influence  the 
Sub-Comndsmoners.     Nobody  had  sug- 
gested that.  Unfortunately,  he  did  what 
was  ten  times  worse— he  influenced  the 
constituency,  and  influenced  wholesale, 
under    circumstances    compared    with 
which  the  famous  "rabbit  case"  of  which 
they  had  all  heard  so  much  was  perfect 
purity.     The  Solicitor  Oeneral  for  Ire- 
temd  had  acted  as  a  kind  of  political  Cheap 
Jack,  putting  up  theinterestsof  the  land- 
owning class  to  a  Dutch  auctiou.     Now, 
what  were  the  real  objects  of  the  Motion 
before  the   House?       As  to  anybody 
caring  for  it  outside  of  the  House,  they 
could  all  judge  by  the  state  of  public 
feeling.    The  Prime  Minister,  no  doubt, 
thought  he  could  by  that  Motion  charm 
back  the  allegiance  of  hon.  Gentlemen 
below  the  Gangway  on  that  (the  Opposi- 
tion) side.      The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
lately  threw  out  a  bait  to  that  quarter  in 
the  shape  of  a  Home  "Rule  speech,  and 
this  Motion  was  thought  a  fitting  supple- 
ment for  obtaining  their  votes.     He  did 
not,  however,  believe  that  the    device 
would  succeed.  But  another  object  which 
prompted  the  action  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman   had   been    answered.     The 
Ministerial  Benches  had  become  disorga- 
nized.   There  had  been  great  discontent 
in  the  Liberal  ranks.     Wild  shieks  of 
liberty  h^d  been  heard.    The  Govern- 


ment had  been  defeated  in  the  hapless 
controversy  on  the  Bradlaugh  question  ; 
and  it  was  necessary  to  summon  their 
shattered  forces  to  Drowning  Street.  The 
Liberal  Party  could  now  congratulate  one 
another  on  their  wonderful  union — such 
as  had  not  been  seen  for  years — in  that 
attack  on  the  House  of  Lords.  One  of 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman's  chief  objects 
apparently  was  to  "  Feed  flat  the  ancient 
grudge,"  which  he  had  long  borne  to- 
wards the  House  of  Peers,  and  to  excite 
the  people  against  it  as  an  Estate  of  the 
Bealm.  If  the  latter  had  been  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman's  object,  he  thought  it 
had  signally  £Euled.  At  one  time  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  had  evoked  the  Prero- 
gative of  the  Crown  to  punish  the  House 
of  Lords  for  the  exercise  of  its  Constitu- 
tional rights  in  regard  to  the  measure 
on  Purchase  in  the  Army ;  and  now  he 
invoked  the  House  of  Commons  to  punish 
the  House  of  Lords  because  they  dared 
to  say  they  did  not  believe  in  hveland  legis- 
lation, and  wished  to  kno^  a  I jttle  smut 
its  effect.  Whatever  might  b^  the  exact 
figures  of  the  impending  divisioii',  they 
might  feel  assured  that  the  country  un- 
derstood who  were  its  real  frieads  and 
the  value  of  the  House  of  Lords.  When 
he  heard  the  speech  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  other  night,  it  reminded 
him  very  forcibly  of  what  he  had  often 
experienced  in  a  passing  Atlantic  storm 
— it  was  so  fierce,  so  grand,  so  violent, 
and  so  short  for  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man— it  was  so  innocuous,  and  it  passed 
away  without  leaving  a  trace  behind. 
The  House  of  Lords  had,  however, 
weathered  that  storm  like  a  well-built 
well-found  ship ;  and  notwithstanding 
all  the  opprobrium  sought  to  be  cast  on 
the  House  of  Lords  for  their  conduct  in 
reference  to  a  question  of  such  trans- 
cendent importance,  and  that  the  right 
hon.  Gentieman  and  his  Colleagues 
said  they  would  be  no  party  to  the 
investigation  instituted  by  the  other 
House,  and  would  not  assist  in  its 
fair  prosecution,  the  result  of  the  in- 
quiry, one-sided  though  they  might  call 
it — and,  if  it  was  so,  it  was  the  Govern- 
ment's own  fault  —  would  prove  that 
there  were  great  evils  to  be  remedied, 
great  mistakes  requiring  to  be  corrected, 
and  that,  in  pursuing  the  course  it  had 
done,  the  House  of  Lords  had  been  fol- 
lowing the  path  of  righteousncsR,  good 
sense,  and  justice.  He  now  begged  to 
move  the  adjournment  of  the  debate. 
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Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed,  be  worse  than  that  of  giving  voters  the 

"  That  the  Debate  be  now  adjourned."  power  of  freely  shooting  rsibbits.     His 

— (l/f*.  Lewis.)  crime  was  that  he  had  pointed  out  to 

Mk.  SPEAKER:  The  hon.  Member  the  inhabitants  of  a  county  in  which  the 

has  moved  the  adjournment  of  the  House  ^^  ^*'*    ^"    "°*"®^,  *''%  hene&ts 

for  the  avowed  purpose  of  enabling  a  which  it  was  capable  of  a)nfemng  if 

Member  of  the  House  who  has  alreadv  P«>Perlj  admmwtered.      If   there  was 

addressed  the  House  to  sppak  a  second  "''y  analogy  between  the  two  cases,  of 

time,  in  contravention  of  the  order  of  «0""e  the  hon.  Member  would  have  the 

our  debate.     I  wish  to  point  out  to  the  advantage  of  it.     But  the  charge  that 

House  that  such  a  practice,   if  often  was  made  against  him  was  a  matter  fax 

pursued,  would  lead  to  very  great  in-  more  grave  than  that  he  had  mflueneed 

convenience  *"®  Commissioners,   and  he  said   that 

Mr.  lewis  :  I  beg  to  withdraw  my  »'  **»«  charge  that  he  had  bribed  the 

Motion  constituency-  had    any    foundation,    it 

Me.  speaker  :  I  would  submit  to  ^^e^K  *?  ^»«»7®   ^"^    brought   before 

the  hon.  Member  and  the  House,  that  !^*-   Jnbunal,   where    it    could    alone 

the  more  regular    and    proper  course  t*?»,^««'>  properly  inquired  into.     It 

would  be  for  the  House  to  extend  its  h?d  been  openly  stated,  on  behalf  of 

indulgence  to  the  hon.  and  learned  Gen-  ^^'^  Conservative  opponent,  whose  only 

tlemen  complaint  against  the  Land  Act  was  that 

.,  ..'      ,     ,  ...  ,  it  did  not  iro  far  enoutrh,  that  he  would 

Uotion,  hy  lefive,  mthdrawn.  ^^^^^^^   ^|^j^3^  the   return    in    order 

The  solicitor  GENERAL  fob  to  have  that  matter  raised.  And 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Porter)  said,  he  had  that  not  having  been  done,  and  the 
to  thank  Mr.  Speaker  and  the  House  Party  to  which  the  hon.  Gentleman 
for  affording  him  an  opportunity,  which  belonged  having  deliberately  abandoned 
he  trusted  he  should  not  abuse,  of  that  to  which  they  had  been  challenged, 
saying  a  few  words  of  personal  expla-  it  was  not  fair  to  bring  that  matter  for- 
nation  on  matters  which  had  been  ward  now.  There  was  one  other  matter 
brought  forward  by  the  hon.  Member  — with  reference  to  the  appointment  of 
opposite  (Mr.  Lewis).  It  was  quite  three  of  the  Sub-Commissioners  who, 
true  that  the  hon.  Member  had  on  the  the  hon.  Gentleman  said,  were  pro- 
6th  of  last  month  informed  him  that  he  minent  supporters  of  his  in  the  county 
intended  to  draw  attention  to  some  of  Londonderry,  and  were  appointed  in 
matters  connected  with  his  personal  con-  consequence.  The  hon.  Gentleman  pro- 
duct ;  and  he  was  glad  to  find  that  the  faced  that  allegation  by  saying  that 
hon.  Member's  voice  had  sufficiently  he  was  *' now  going  to  state  the  exact 
recovered  to  enable  him  to  formulate  his  truth."  The  hon.  Member  said  that 
charges  against  him  after  he  had  twice  Mr.  Morrison  was  a  perfectly  competent 
addressed  the  House:  He  had  to  thank  man.  Well,  he  had  nothing  to  do  with 
the  hon.  Member  for  welcoming  him  to  the  appointment — it  rested  with  others — 
the  House,  although  the  hon.  Member  although  he  believed  it  was  a  good  one. 
evidently  considered  that  a  more  appro-  But  this  he  could  say,  that  until  he 
priate  place  could  be  found  for  him  in  attended  a  meeting  of  his  supporters  in 
Canterbury  Gaol.  Now,  he  did  not  a  remote  country  town,  he  had  never 
mean  to  repeat  what  he  had  already  said  seen  or  heard  of  Mr.  Morrison,  and  from 
in  the  House,  nor  to  go  again  over  his  that  day  he  had  never  laid  eyes  upon 
speeches  at  Londonderry.  As  to  the  him.  He  never  knew  that  Mr.  Morrison 
election  placards,  as  a  matter  of  fact,  he  had  any  political  position  in  the  county, 
had  liad  nothing  whatever  to  do  with  He  had  since  been  informed  that  Mr. 
their  preparation,  nor  had  he  ever  Morrison  was  not  a  prominent  politician. 
Been  them  until  they  appeared  on  the  and  that  he  had.  no  commanding  in- 
walls.  But,  of  course,  he  was  re-  fluence  in  the  county ;  but,  at  all 
sponsible  for  them,  and  he  had  never  events,  he  had  nothing  to  do  with  Mr. 
endeavoured  to  repudiate  that  respon-  Morrison's  appointment,  good,  bad,  or 
sibility.  But  there  was  an  opportunity  indifferent.  Then  as  to  Mr.  Weir,  that 
on  which  his  responsibility  could  or  gentleman  was  not  a  voter  of  the  county 
ought  to  have  been  tested.  He  was  —was  never  upon  his  committee,  never 
aooosed  of  conduct  which  was  said  to  "coached"  him  on  any  occasion;  and  all 
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lie  knew  of  Mr.  Weir  was  that  he  be- 
lieved him  to  be  one  of  the  best  Qualified 
pereons  appoiiited  as  Sab  -  Oommis- 
monen.  With  Mr.  Weir's  appointment 
he  had  aomething  to  do,  and  it  was  this. 
In  the  Bommer,  he  belieTod  it  was  in 
Angost  last,  before  any  Taoanoy  ooourred 
in  Londonderry,  and  long  before  he  had 
the  slightest  notion  of  ever  being  Soli* 
dtor  General  for  Ireland,  or  contesting 
anj  oonstitaenoy,  Mr.  Weir,  who  was 
known  to  him,  called  upon  him  and 
asked  him  for  his  testimony  as  to  his 
fitaieas  for  the  office  of  Sub-Oommis- 
■ioneir.  He  gave  him  that  recommen- 
dation, and,  except  that,  he  never  had 
anything  to  do  with  his  appointment. 
lb.  Oonningham  had  been  spoken  of  as 
hftTing  a  plaoe  in  Londonderry.  Until 
the  hon.  Member  (Mr.  Lewis)  men- 
tiimed  that  fitct,  he  was  not  aware  of  it; 
but  he  did  not  know  that  Mr.  Oanning^ 
ham  was  not  a  Toter,  nor  was  he  a 
member  of  his  committee.  Mr.  Oun- 
ningham  was  not  a  supporter  of  his,  so 
far  as  he  was  aware,  in  any  shape  or 
fixrm,  and  he  knew  nothing  of  that  gen- 
tlemaa's  appointment  until  it  was  com- 
peted. These  were  the  real  facts,  and 
all  the  &cts,  and  he  left  them  to  the 
House. 

Sa  PATRICK  O'BBIEN  said,  it  was 
a  source  of  deep  regret  to  him  that,  in 
the  present  sad  and  critical  condition  of 
Ireland,  when  the  Houses  had  under 
conBideration  a  Besolution  referring  to 
that  condition,  this  debate  should  have 
been  turned  into  a  miserable  squabble 
by  the  hon.  Gentleman  opposite,  because 
Ms  mind  might  have  been  affected  by 
the  success  of  a  political  opponent.  That 
hon.  Gentleman  was  an  Irish  Member, 
but  he  rejoiced  to  say  that  he  was  not  an 
Irish- bom  Member.  The  hon.  Member 
spoke  of  the  peculiar  loyalty  of  the  North 
of  Ireland  as  if  the  name  of  Orr  was 
unknown  in  Ulster,  and  as  if  the  hon. 
Member  never  knew  that  the  Irishmen 
who  nearly  a  century  ago  almost 
rerolutionized  that  country  were  prin- 
cipally composed  of  those  loyal  gentle- 
men to  whom  the  hon.  Gentleman  in 
Ids  ignorance  referred.  A  London  soli- 
citor, accustomed  to  questions,  and  to 
quarrelling  and  fighting,  was  doubtless 
the  proper  person  to  put  up  to  make  a 
Party  speech.  But  the  subject  now  be- 
fore the  House  was  one  which  ought  not 
to  be  made  a  question  of  Party.  The 
^usstion  they  had  to  consider  was  not 


one  of  controversy  between  the  Whig 
and  Tory  Benches,  but  how  to  bring 
back  to  a  state  of  repose  a  country 
which  they  all  knew  to  sadly  need 
it.  He  ventured  to  intrude  in  the 
debate  because  hon.  Members  opposite 
had  given  him  notice  to  quit.  Tnat  he 
did  not  object  to ;  but  they  had  used  a 
term  to  which  he  did  object,  inasmuch 
as  they  had  described  him  and  other 
hon.  Gentlemen  who  acted  with  him  as 
being  discredited.  He  repelled  that 
observation,  and  would  repeat  what  he 
had  often  said,  that  since  the  time  that 
he  first  entered  the  House,  when  the 
name  of  Sharman  Crawford  was  on 
every  lip,  down  to  the  present,  he  had 
always  oeen  an  advocate  of  the  claims 
of  the  tenants.  They  had  been  sue- 
cessfUl  in  carrying  a  measure  which  he 
still  believed  would  be  of  the  greatest 
advantage  to  the  country ;  and  uie  Be- 
solution of  the  right  hon.  (Gentleman  he 
regarded,  not  as  an  attack  upon  the 
House  of  Lords,  but  as  the  necessary 
defence  of  an  Act  they  had  spent  s6 
much  time  last  Session  in  endeavouring 
to  pass.  The  hon.  Member  for  SHm 
(Mr.  Sexton),  in  the  able  speech  he 
made  in  that  debate,  had  been  guilty  of 
the  common  error  of  rash  generalization. 
He  had  almost  entirely  confined  his  ob- 
servations as  to  the  failure  of  the  Act  to 
couuties  like  Galway,  Mayo,  and  Done- 
gal, excluding  other  counties  where  its 
good  action  was  undeniable.  When  the 
**  Undertakers  "  commenced  this  agita- 
tion they  selected  Mayo  as  their  best 
ground,  well  knowing  that  the  smallness 
of  the  farms,  coupled  with  the  arid  na- 
ture of  the  soil,  would  incapacitate  any 
unassisted  tenant  from  living  by  the 
land,  if  he  even  held  it  for  nothing.  But 
there  were  other  parts  of  Ireland  which 
even  the  hon.  Member  for  Sligo  had  not 
denied  would  be  benefited  by  this  Act 
if  it  were  fairly  administered.  Neither 
the  hon.  Member  for  ISligo,  nor  the  Gen- 
tlemen around  him — who  talked  so  much 
that  one  would  think  their  brains  were 
in  their  throats — had  stated  whether 
their  object  was  to  promote  the  '*no 
rent "  manifesto.  He  would  like  to  be 
informed  whether  hon.  Gentlemen  oppo- 
site were  recusants  to  the  manifesto,  or 
was  it  to  be  an  open  question  ?  If  rumour 
was  to  believed,  there  was  not  that 
unity  among  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite 
which  once  they  boasted  of,  for  it  was 
said  that  at  the  meeting  the  other  day. 
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at  which  they  mustered  only  ''  a  baker's 
dozen,"  when  they  were  to  decide  on  the 
course  to  be  adopted,  even  that  small 
number  was  divided,  he    believed — as 
eight  to  five.     He  should  not  be  justified 
in  making  those  remarks  had  not  his 
motives,  and  those  of  some  hon.  Gentle- 
men near  him,  been  misrepresented  by 
those  men  who,  out  of  the  House,  in 
America,  and  in  Paris,  described  them- 
selves as  **  the  great  Irish  Party."     The 
hon.  Member  for  New  Boss  (Mr.  Bed- 
mond)  asked  why  were  the  number  of 
ejectments  increasing  in  Ireland?    His 
answer  was  because  of  the  ''  no  rent  " 
manifesto.     Let  hon.  Members  opposite 
abuse  the  Act,  and  call  it  an  imposture 
and  a  sham  ;  yet  he  (Sir  Patrick  O'Brien) 
insisted  that  no  man  10  years  past,  no 
matter    of   what    opinion,   could  have 
dreamt  of  such  a  beneficent  measure  ever 
becoming  law.     The  hon.  Member  for 
Dungarvan  (Mr.  O'Donnell)  was  almost 
the  last  man  he  would  have  expected  to 
have  seen  in  league  with  hon.  Gentlemen 
opposite.     The  hon.  Member  reminded 
him  of  the  lady  in  Nicholas  NiekUbj/y  who 
was   **  so  kitteny  playful,   and  yet  so 
sewerely  wirtuous."    But,  unless  he  was 
blind,  he  had  seen  a  letter  which  Mr. 
Egan  once  wrote,  not  very  complimen- 
tary to  the  hon.  Gentleman.    Would  the 
hon.  Gentleman  inform  the  House  was 
he  the  Leader  of  the  Irish  Party  ?    The 
hon.  Member  for  Londonderry  had  said 
there  was  no  excitement  in  Ireland  in 
regard  to  that  Committee.      He  could 
understand  there  was  no  excitement  in 
Ireland  amongst  those  who  were  under 
the  tutelage  of  the  Land  League,  be- 
cause the  Lords'  Committee  was  doing 
sound  Land  League  work  in  that  trans- 
action. They  were  doing  what  hon.  Gen- 
tlemen opposite  were  endeavouring  to  do 
— namely,  destroying  all  confidence  in 
the  Land  Act,  which  had  amalgamated 
within  it  that  doctrine  for  which  the 
people  of  Ireland  were  so  long  crying  out 
—namely,  the  *'  three  F's."     The  only 
hon.  Member  who  had  the  courage  to 
defend  the  **  no  rent "  manifesto  in  that 
House  was  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Lord  Mayor  of  Dublin,  and  he  did  so  on 
high  theological  grounds,  taken  from  the 
Fathers  of  the  Church.     No  doubt,  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  had  authority  to 
speak  dogmatically  of  the  opinions  of 
the  ancient  Fathers — Tertullian,  Chry- 
flostom,  St.  Bernard,  and  others — and 
Iiad  opportunities  of  instruction  in  ab- 
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struse  theology  from  high  sources  not 
open  to  humble  individuals  like  himself. 
For  his  part,  wanting  the  Lord  Mayor  of 
Dublin's  special  knowledge,  he  was  con- 
tent to  accept  the  instruction  which  his 
Church  taught  him  was  inspired — **To 
give  unto  Csesar  the  things  which  were 
Ceesar's,  and  to  God  the  things  which 
were  God's."     But  hon.  Members  op- 
posite opposed  the  Act    because,   for- 
sooth, landlordism  must  be  destroyed! 
Was  Ireland  its  only  refuge?     What 
about  France,  where  one-third  of  the 
land  was  subject  to  rent?    What  about 
America?     Were  there  no  Junkers  in 
Prussia?     Was  Lord  Clare,  was  Lord 
Dillon,  was  Sarsfield,  Earl  of  Lucan,  a 
landlord?    Was  the  Lord  Charlemont 
of  "  82  "  ?    These  were  names  often  in 
the  mouths  of  hon.  Gentleman  opposite. 
When  they  boasted,  too,  of  American 
sympathy,  had  they  likewise  made  allu- 
sion to  the  law  in  the  United  States  ? 
Had  they  forgotten  the  terrible  manner 
in  which  an  Irish  riot  in  New  York  some 
years  ago  was  suppressed?    He  could 
not  then  hear  the  screams  of  the  Irish 
National  Press  against  what,  if  it  had 
occurred  in  Ireland,  they  would  have 
assailed  as  a  butchery.     Hon.  Gentle- 
men opposite  also  talked  of  America  as 
if  it  were  a  sort  of  Irish  nation,  for- 
getting that  the  Germans  outnumbered 
the  Irish  in  the  Union,  and  that  the 
very  Yankee  accent  was  imported  into 
Massachusetts    by  Wintbrop,   its    first 
Governor,   and  the  Sutfolk    men   who 
accompanied  him.   He  was  there  to  give 
his  unqualified  condemnation  of  the  dis- 
honest manifesto,  and  he  thought  the 
Irish  people  were  entitled  to  learn,  by 
their  declarations  in  that  House,  how 
many  men  representing  Irish  constitu- 
encies supported  that  manifesto.     [Mr. 
Healy  ;    If  you  allude  to  me,  I  do.] 
He  (Sir  Patrick  O'Brien)  never  meant 
to  allude  to  the  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Member    for    Wexford,    because    that 
hon.  Member  always  advanced  unblush- 
ingly  and  openly  any  opinion  he  enter- 
tained.    He  did  not  share  the  opinion 
of  the  hon.  Member  for  Wexford ;  and 
had  he  alluded  to  him,  and  had  it  been 
necessary  to    say  so,   he  would    have 
done  so  fearlessly.     He  was  speaking  of 
those  who  were  opposed  to  robbery  of 
that  description,  who  said  they  did  not 
want  the  feeling  and  opinion  of  the 
country  demoralized,  and  who  said  they 
were  not  prepared,  for  the  sake  of  a 
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pdlitioal  adTantage,  to  pull  the  oonntrj 
that  aant  them  to  the  House  through  the 
ma%  and  not  of  the  hon.  (Gentleman. 
Let  ihoee  hen.  Gentlemen  sav  what  they 
thought  about  the  "  no  rent ''  manifesto. 
He  and  others  had  been  told  they  would 
be  «nluded  from  seats  in  that  House. 
If  tiiey  should  be  excluded,  they  would 
fsel  that  they  had  performed  their  pro- 
mises to  l^eir  oonstituents ;  and  he,  for 
one,  would  deoline  to  sacrifice  his  opi- 
nions, erren  lor  the  sake  of  a  seat  in  that 
Honse.  Hon.  Kembers  who  spoke  about 
their  ezdusion  must  know  that  they 
would  die  with  "harness  on  their  backs." 
For  the  last  90  years  be  had  been  hear- 
ing periodically  about  his  "last  Session." 
Tet  ne  was  slow  to  believe ;  and  it  was 
a  question  which  would  have  to  be  de- 
tennined,  and  which  he  meant  to  try, 
whether  the  people  for  whom  the  Land 
Aet  had  been  passed,  and  the  benefits 
of  wbdeh  would  beeome  apparent  to  all 
before  the  next  General  Election,  would 
prefer  to  live  under  its  adTantages,  or 
under  the  rale  of  "  Oaptain  Moonught." 
Amongst  all  those  who  acted  with  him 
there  was  the  common  feeling — that  if 
tilisj  oonld  not  command  success,  they 
would  do  all  they  could  to  deserve  it. 

Mn.  M'OOAN  said,  he  would  en- 
deavonr  to  respond  to  the  challenge  of 
the  hon.  Baronet  in  reference  to  the 
"no  rent "  manifesto.  It  had  been  very 
fiidrly  made,  and  he  hoped  every  man 
near  him  would  have  the  courage  to  de- 
clare his  opinions  in  reply  to  it.  He 
flhould  have  been  content  to  have  given 
a  silent  vote  on  that  occasion  had  it  not 
been  for  some  of  the  speeches  which  had 
been  made  from  the  Benches  behind 
him.  Kecog^izing  the  right  of  those 
▼ho  had  made  them  to  hold  extreme 
opinions,  and  to  express  them  freely,  he 
<£dmed  for  himself  a  similar  right  to 
hold  and  to  express  opinions  which  were 
not  extreme.  He  understood  the  narrow 
iBSue  now  before  the  House  was  whether 
the  beneficent  operation  of  the  Land  Act 
^for  he  regarded  it  as  beneficent — was 
to  be  paralyzed  and  discredited  by  vir- 
tually pulling  that  measure  up  by  the 
roots  to  see  how  it  was  growing;  for 
that  would  certainly  be  the  effect  of 
the  action  of  the  Lords  in  this  matter. 
Not  only  was  he  opposed  to  inquiry  by 
the  Committee  of  the  House  of  Lords, 
but  he  equally  objected  to  any  inquiry 
that  might  be  conducted  in  the  spirit  of 
file  speeoh  of  the  hon.  Member  for  Sligo 


(Mr.  Sexton).  He  thought  it  would  be 
not  only  premature,  but  absolutely  mie- 
ohierons.  The  Land  Aet  had  only  been 
a  few  months  in  operation,  and  ito  trial 
was  not  oompleto,  and  had  not  been 
exactly  fsur.  That  the  Act  had  many 
defidtswas  recognised  byprobablythree- 
fourths  of  the  Members  of  that  House. 
Oertainly,  the  Lease  Glauses  had  prored 
disappointing;  the  Arrears  Glauses  had 
also  proved  a  failure ;  and  the  Purohase 
Glauses  had  met  with,  practically,  no  suc- 
cess. But  it  needed  no  inqmry  to  de- 
monstrate all  this,  either  from  the  ten- 
ant's or  the  landlord's  pcnnt  of  view. 
At  the  proper  time,  he  should  have  no 
objection  to  support  any  amending  legis- 
lation ;  but  he  should  certainly  oppose 
any  attempt,  from  whateirer  quarter,  to 
tamper  with  the  Stetuto  at  the  present 
moment.  He  entirely  shared  the  hon. 
Baronefs  opinion  with  regard  to  the 
''  no  rent "  manifesto.  He  &d  for  some 
months  been  a  member  of  the  Land 
League.  When  the  Dublin  State  Trials 
came  on,  he  joined  it  to  show  his  sym* 
pathy  with  the  traTorsets^  whom  he  be- 
lieved to  be  the  objects  of  an  attack 
by  Cbvemment  prosecution  of  which  he 
did  not  approve ;  and  during  his  mem- 
bership of  the  association,  he  had  endea- 
voured to  advance  what  he  believed  to 
be  its  legitimate  objects.  But  when  it 
developed  new  methods  of  operation,  and 
disclosed  new  aims  with  which  he  had 
no  sympathy,  he  lost  no  time  in  disso- 
ciating himself  from  it.  On  the  very 
day  following  the  issue  of  the  '*  no 
rent "  manifesto  he  severed  his  connec- 
tion with  the  body,  as  he  regarded  the 
issue  of  the  manifesto,  not  only  as  a 
g^ave  moral  offence,  calculated  to  de- 
moralize the  whole  Irish  tenantry,  but  as, 
even  from  the  lowest  ground  of  policy, 
a  suicidal  blunder.  That  manifesto  had 
immensely  discredited  the  Party  who 
issued  it,  and  had  alienated  from  them 
the  sympathies  of  all  honest  land  re- 
formers, without,  in  return,  giving  them 
the  support  of  the  classes  who  were  now 
dishonestly  profiting  by  it.  His  own 
political  creed  as  regarded  Irish  Land 
Eeform  was  comprised  in  the  ''three 
F.'s  ;"  and,  in  his  opinion,  this  Act  not 
only  gave  the  Irish  people  the  **  three 
F.'s,"  but  a  good  deal  more — in  fact, 
it  had  effected  nothing  short  of  a  bene- 
ficent revolution.  On  the  subject  of  coer- 
cion, he  wished  to  say  that  when  the  Acto 
of  last  Session  were  passing  through  that 
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House,  he  had  honestly  done  his  best  to 
obstruct  and  oppose  them  as  being  un- 
necessary, and  not  likely  to  prove  success- 
ful in  pacifying  Ireland,  and  everything 
that  had  occurred  since  had  abundantly 

i'ustified  that  view.  In  spite  of  all  the 
LOnesty  and  good  intentions  of  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Chief  Secretary  for 
Ireland,  the  endeavour  to  administer 
those  Acts  had  resulted  in  immense  in- 
justice, and  therefore  he  should  be  glad 
to  see  their  application  very  greatly  re- 
stricted. He  personally  knew  of  several 
such  cases  in  the  County  Wicklow,  and 
he  felt  certain  that  hon.  Gentlemen 
around  him  knew  of  many  more.  He 
would  rejoice  if  it  were  possible  to  so 
reduce  its  application,  or,  better  still,  to 
g^ant  a  complete  amnesty  to  the  pri- 
soners. The  pacifying  effects  of  such  a 
measure  would  be  very  great  throughout 
Ireland.  He  thought  he  could  state  the 
solution  of  the  whole  Irish  difEculty  in 
a  few  words.  It  lay,  he  believed,  in 
two  things — the  immediate  remedy,  or 
the  abandonment  of  a  coercive  policy ; 
and  the  agrarian  remedy, or  the  extended 
operation  of  the  Land  Act,  especially  in 
the  direction  of  abolishing  landlords 
altogether  and  making  the  farmers  the 
owners  of  the  soil.  Nothing  short  of 
this  would  solve  the  difficulty.  But  with 
this,  and  the  political  concessions  of  which 
some  foreshadowings  had  been  given  by 
the  Prime  Minister,  he  had  strong  hope 
of  the  reconciliation  of  England  and  Ire- 
land, and  that  a  happy  modus  vwendi 
might  be  established  between  the  two 
countries.  But  without  some  such  radical 
remedies  as  these,  it  would  be  hopeless 
to  expect  loyal  contentment  on  the  part 
of  the  Irish  people,  or  to  escape  n:om 
Irish  obstruction  in  that  House. 

Mb.  LEAMY  said,  it  had  been  at- 
tempted to  show,  by  speeches  on  both 
sides  of  the  House,  that  in  opposing  the 
Motion  of  the  Prime  Minister  the  Irish 
Members  were  supporting  the  Committee 
of  Inquiry  instituted  by  the  House  of 
Lords ;  and  in  order  to  justify  that  con- 
clusion they  had  been  told  that  the 
Motion  of  the  Prime  Minister,  though 
declaring  against  any  Parliamentary  in- 
quiry into  the  working  of  the  Land  Act, 
was  solely  directed  against  the  inquiry 
instituted  by  the  House  of  Lords.  But 
they  felt  that  if  they  were  to  support  the 
Motion  of  the  Prime  Minister,  or  if  they 
did  not  dlBtinotly  vote  against  it,  they 
troold  oommit  themMlves  to  the  pro- 
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position  that  i inquiry  of  any  kind  would 
defeat  the  operation  of  the  Act.  He  did 
not  believe  that  any  inquiry,  whether 
conducted  by  the  House  of  Lords  or  by 
a  Committee  of  this  House,  could  really 
interfere  with  the  operation  of  the  Act 
at  all.  A  great  deal  had  been  said  by 
the  hon.  Members  for  Ulster  about  the 
serious  effect  which  would  be  produced 
upon  the  popular  mind  in  Ireland  if  this 
Committee  of  the  Lords  was  agreed  to 
without  a  Vote  of  Censure,  for  that  was 
practically  what  the  Prime  Minister's 
Motion  amounted  to.  But  for  the  last 
two  months  there  had  been  serious  and 
growing  dissatisfaction  in  Ireland,  not 
only  amongst  the  landlords,  who  were 
seeking  this  inquiry,  but  amongst  the 
tenants,  respecting  the  administration  of 
the  Land  Act.  The  hon.  Member  for 
Tyrone  (Mr.  Dickson)  had  told  them 
that  if  the  working  of  the  Act  had  failed 
— and  he  seemed  to  think  if  this  Com- 
mittee were  allowed  to  go  forth  one  of 
the  results  would  be  the  failure  of  the 
Act — the  tenant  farmers  of  Ulster  were 
ready  to  begin  the  agitation  again  with 
increased  vigour  and  upon  very  advanced 
lines.  His  answer  was  that  all  this  had 
already  happened.  The  farmers  of  Ulster 
had  not  only  begun  a  fresh  agitation, 
but  were  carrying  it  forward  on  advanced 
lines.  At  a  meeting  of  farmers  recently 
held  a  resolution  was  passed  condemning 
the  Sub-Commissioners  and  affirming 
that  a  rent  equal  to  half  of  Griffith's 
valuation  was  quite  enough  for  the  tenant 
farmers  of  the  North  of  Ireland  to  pay. 
His  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  Sligo 
(Mr.  Sexton)  had  been  represented  by 
the  hon.  Member  for  Tyrone  to  have 
been  in  favour  of  an  inquiry  to  be  con- 
ducted in  ''  another  place."  His  hon. 
Friend  said  nothing  of  the  kind.  He 
had  said  that  some  inquiry  was  neces- 
sary— ^that  the  Act  had  failed — and  that 
it  would  be  impossible  even  for  noble 
Lords  to  shut  out  entirely  evidence  in 
favour  of  the  tenants.  His  hon.  Friend 
thought  that  even  such  an  inquiry  was 
better  than  none  at  all.  It  was  said 
that  an  inquiry  by  a  Committee  of  the 
House  of  Lords  would  be  hostile  to  the 
interests  of  tenants.  He  did  not  deny 
that  that  was  its  object ;  but  he  thought 
it  would  be  impossible  for  the  Committee 
of  the  House  of  Lords  to  shut  out  from 
their  inquiry  evidence  that  would  be  of 
material  advantage  to  the  hon.  Mem- 
bers from  Ireland,  who  believed    this 
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Aot  needed  improyement  and  extensiye 
amendment.  The  position  they  took  up 
waa  ihia — ^the  Prime  Minister  wished 
them  to  beliere  it  would  defeat  the 
working  of  the  Aot;  but  they  believed 
inquiry  waa  neooesary,  and  would  be 
moat  advantageous  to  the  people  of  Ire- 
land. The  hon.  and  learned  Solioitor 
General  fbr  Ireland  had  said  there  was 
no  precedent  for  such  an  inquiry.  But 
neither  was  there  a  precedent  for  the 
Land  Act^  which  really  introduced  a 
brand  new  land  systom  into  the  country. 
He  did  not  say  there  was  not  the  amplest 
justification  for  such  a  change—indeed, 
the  ehanffe  did  not  go  far  enough.  They 
were  told  that  the  enactment  of  the  mea- 
sure could'  only  be  justified  by  impera- 
tive necessity ;  and,  if  that  were  so,  how 
could  it  be  argued  that  an  inquiry  into 
its  operation  and  effects  should  not  take 
^aoe  at  the  earliest  possible  moment  ? 
reiiiaps  the  strongest  proof  that  some 
inquiry  waa  necessary  lay  in  the  fact  that 
propoaala  to  amend  the  Act  had  come, 
net  only  ftom  hon.  Gbntlemen  sitting  on 
that  aide  of  the  House,  but  from  some  of 
the  stoutest  supporters  of  Her  Majesty's 
Government.  Hon.  Members  from  Uie 
North  of  Ireland  and  hon.  Members  on 
his  aide  of  the  House  intended  to  bring 
in  a  Bill  to  amend  the  Aot ;  but  they 
might  be  told  that  it  was  premature  to 
attempt  to  amend  it  until  it  had  been  in 
operation  for  a  sufficiently  long  time  to 
enable  them  to  judge  of  its  working. 
It  was  admitted  that  the  Act  had  failed 
in  some  respects.  That  was  allowed  by 
the  hon.  and  learned  Member  for  Dun- 
dalk  (Mr.  Charles  Russell),  who  said 
that  the  Act  had  failed  in  respect  of  the 
Arrears  Clause.  It  bad  failed,  too,  in  the 
Leases  Clause,  and  in  the  clause  dealing 
with  agricultural  labourers.  The  hon. 
and  learned  Member  for  Dundalk  said, 
"  We  know  all  this ;  we  do  not  want  an 
inquiry  into  it."  But  there  was  no  evi- 
dence that  the  Government  recognized 
these  truths.  If  the  Government  gave 
them  any  assurance  that  they  intended 
to  legislate  without  any  inquiry,  and 
that  inquiry  was  unnecessary,  as  they 
knew  the  defects  and  shortcomings  of 
the  Act,  of  course  they  would  not  think 
it  necessary  any  longer  to  contend  that 
an  inquiry  was  necessary;  but,  unfor- 
tonately,  they  did  not  hear  anything  of 
this  kind  from  the  Government.  It  was 
ssid  that  the  Act  had  been  received  with 
great  satiifiaotion  by  the  Irish  people. 


The  &ct  was  the  only  people  who  were 
satisfied  with  the  Act  were  those  who 
had  personally  benefited  by  its  operation. 
But  the  people  who  had  made  the  Act 
possible— rthe  vast  majority  of  the  tenants 
— were  left  out  in  the  cold,  because  there 
had  been  no  adequate  provision  for  cases 
of  arrears.  The  non.  and  learned  Mem- 
ber for  Dundalk  had  trulv  said  that,  not« 
withstanding  the  Land  Act,  the  work  of 
extermination  was  going  on  in  Ireland. 
Surely  there  could  be  no  stronger  argu- 
ment in  favour  of  the  view  that  some  in- 
quiry into  the  operation  of  the  Act  was 
necessary  and  would  be  advantageous. 
They  believed  that  the  defects  in  the 
liand  Act  were  so  serious,  that  the  mise- 
ries brought  about  by  the  f  adlitiee  which 
the  landlords  still  had  for  oppressing  and 
evicting  the  tenants  were  so  numerous, 
that  they  could  not  stave  off  inquiry  if 
they  were  to  have  peace  in  Ireland.  But 
they  could  not  in  a  month  hence  put  a 
Motion  on  the  Table  for  an  inquiry  into 
the  Act  if  they  declared  theniselves  in 
favour  of  the  Prime  Minister's  Motion. 
As  the  Prime  Minister's  had  chosen  to 
make  his  Motion  in  general  terms,  and 
as  they  thought  an  mquiiy  was  neces« 
sary  to  develop  a  feeling  which  would 
lead  the  House  to  approach  the  work  of 
amending  the  Act,  they  considered  it 
their  duty  to  vote  against  the  proposition 
of  the  Government,  but  they  did  not  in- 
tend to  vote  on  the  Previous  Question. 

Mr.  a.  MOORE  said,  the  chief  bur- 
den  of  the  charge  they  heard  from  the 
other  side  of  the  House  was  that,  to  use 
the  words  of  the  hon.  Member  for  Sligo 
(Mr.  Sexton),  the  operation  of  this  Act 
was  **  partial  and  feeble  to  a  singular 
degree."  But  why  was  it  so  ?  The  rea- 
son why  the  Act  was  not  now  in  rapid 
operation  throughout  the  country,  so  far 
as  his  experience  went,  was  this  —  it 
was  suppressed  by  terrorism.  There 
was  no  other  word  for  it.  There  was 
an  organized — and  lavishly  subsidized 
by  foreign  money — system  of  terrorism 
throughout  the  country.  It  was  not  the 
work  of  the  people  at  large — it  was  an 
organized  system  of  ruffianism  and  as- 
sassination. When  the  hon.  Member 
spoke  of  the  Act  as  '^partial  and  feeble," 
did  he  forget  the  ** no  rent"  manifesto? 
While  this  agitation  was  going  on,  that 
manifesto  was  posted  throughout  the 
county  of  Tipperary,  and  one  of  his  con- 
stituents had  forwarded  him  a  copy  of 
that  document.    He  said — 
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"  J  luive  pleasure  in  sending  you  a  copy  of 
the  ducument  which  troubles  you  so  much. 
During  the  last  week  I  have  sent  lUO  copies  to 
your  tenants  in  Tipperary.  Tour  speech  in  the 
House  will  not  be  forgotten." 


The  real  gist  of  this  document 
"  Do  not  pay  rent,  and  avoid  the  Land 
Courts."  It  had  been  argued  that  the 
document  merely  meant  a  postponement 
of  the  payment  of  rent.  In  reality  it 
meant  nothiug  of  the  kind.  He  might 
observe  that  it  was  signed — '*  By  order; 
Patrick  Egan,  treasurer."  This  was  the 
reason  why  the  Land  Act  was  not  work- 
ing throughout  large  districts  in  Ire- 
land. Then  they  were  told  a  g^eat  deal 
about  the  increase  in  the  number  of 
evictions.  Who  had  caused  the  evic- 
tions ?  What  were  those  orders  that  had 
oome  out?  Was  it  not  that  no  rent 
should  be  paid  till  the  landlord  had  been 
forced  to  the  greatest  degree  of  incon- 
venience— that  the  costs  would  not  be 
paid  if  the  tenant  paid  his  rent  one  hour 
Before  the  sheriff  came  to  his  door? 
And  many  of  the  tenants  who  had  paid 
their  costs  had  been  left  in  the  lurch, 
and  would  not  get  their  costs  at  ail. 
Why,  in  many  districts  people  were  more 
terrified  at  the  approach  of  the  officers 
of  the  Land  League  than  of  the  officers 
of  the  law.  This  was  the  reason  why 
the  Act  was  not  working.  There  were 
some  obstacles  to  it,  and  to  which  he 
would  call  the  attention  of  the  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Duchy  of  Lancaster,  though 
he  was  afraid  he  would  not  have  a  very 
sympathetic  hearer  in  him.  He  did  not 
wish  to  argue  the  question  of  compen- 
sation; but  he  called  the  attention  of 
the  Government  to  the  fact  that  there 
was  an  idea  that  compensation  would  be 

fiven,  but  not  to  those  whose  rents  had 
een  compulsorily  lowered  in  Court. 
The  consequence  was  that  many  were 
holding  back  because  they  feared  they 
would  lose  all  title  to  compensation  if 
they  entered  into  arrangements  with 
their  tenants.  It  would  be  for  the  Go- 
vernment to  take  notice  of  that  point. 
In  his  opinion,  the  Act  would  work  in 
spite  of  all  the  opposition  it  had  met 
with.  As  to  the  labourers,  they  had 
been,  he  might  almost  say,  betrayed 
throughout  the  course  of  this  agitation. 
A  great  deal  had  been  done  by  the  Go- 
vernment— at  least,  the  Government  had 
Aown  great  goodwill  towards  the  labour- 
ing dasBee.  They  put  in  a  very  important 
clause  in  the  Lana  Bill  for  their  benefit. 
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But  the  labouring  classes  had  for  two 
years  been  out  of  employment.  Farmers 
who  had  not  paid  their  rent  had  not 
paid  their  labourers ;  and  the  cry  of  the 
labourers  went  up  from  one  end  of  the 
coun^  to  the  other.  In  point  of  fact, 
the  clause  in  question,  empowering  the 
Commissioners  to  order  the  erection  of 
buildings  for  labourers,  was  practically 
useless.  He  believed  that  the  Act  only 
required  a  few  modifications  to  become 
thoroughly  workable ;  there  could  be  no 
doubt  the  Act  would  work  well  when 
the  present  disaffection  was  put  an  end 
to.  He  could  not  support  the  Govern- 
ment in  the  policy  of  these  arrests  on 
suspicion.  He  voted  staunchly  against 
the  Coercion  Bill,  and  could  only  view 
these  arrests  with  dismay  and  detesta- 
tion. When  these  powers  were  obtained 
from  the  House  it  was  clearly  under- 
stood that  they  were  obtained  for  re- 
pression and  not  for  punishment.  When 
he  saw  an  hon.  Member  ^  the  House 
detained  in  solitary  confinement  for  seven 
days  under  them ;  when  others  were 
locked  up  in  their  cells  for  18  hours 
a-day,  he  could  not  believe  that  that 
pledge  had  been  kept.  Not  only  did 
these  arrests  create  a  wide  circle  of  dis- 
content and  disaffection  in  the  districts 
in  which  they  occurred — a  disaffection  not 
alone  amongst  the  humbler  classes,  but 
rising  to  the  middle  class — but  he  could 
not  disguise  from  himself  that  some  day 
the  men  would  come  out  of  prison  more 
powerful  than  they  went  in.  He  thought 
that  some  other  remedy  was  required, 
and  not  coercion.  At  the  same  time,  he 
was  by  no  means  blind  to  the  outrages, 
though  he  did  not  believe  that  they 
were  the  work  of  the  great  bulk  of  the 
people.  He  thought  that  the  outrages 
were  the  work  of  an  organized  system 
by  which  the  assassins  and  incendiaries 
were  liberally  paid  with  foreign  money. 
It  was  the  duty  of  the  Government  to 
put  them  down  by  whatever  means  they 
could  ;  and  in  so  doing  he  was  sure 
they  would  have  the  support  of  all  the 
well-disposed  classes  of  the  community. 
The  great  hope  for  the  country  lay 
in  the  rapid  extension  of  the  Purchase 
Clauses  of  the  Act.  They  were  not 
working  well,  and  there  was  an  earnest 
desire  for  their  extension.  The  only 
question  in  his  mind  was,  whether  they 
should  take  this  step  now  or  later,  as  he 
believed  they  would  have  to  take  it. 
The  question  was,  whether  it  was  not 
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iriMT  and  cheaper  and  more  •tateeman- 
like  to  take  it  now,  wken  ihe^  might 
reoeive  the  thanks  of  the  people,  than  to 
postpone  the  change  to  a  time  when 
they  had  widened  the  breach  more  and 
more  between  the  two  oountriea  by  fur- 
ther meaaares.  of  coercion,  and  when 
they  were  impelled  to  it  by  the  duty  of 
aaring  from  annihilation  a  ruined  and 
imporerishedproprietary.  In  his  opi- 
nion, if  the  House  dealt  with  the  ques- 
tion without  delay,  that  would  do  more 
than  anj^hing  else  to  restore  tranquillity 
to  Ireland. 

Mb.  HTZPATBIOK  said,  the  speech 
of  the  Prime  Minister  on  Monday,  when 
introducing  his  Besdution,  had  cleared 
from  hia  mind  a  great  deal  of  the  un- 
certain^ and  hesitation  which  he  miffht 
otherwise  have  had  in  speaking  on  Uiis 
question.  The  Prime  Minister  had 
plainly  told  them  that  the  Land  Act  was 
meant  as  one  more  of  the  sops  which  he 
waa  in  the  habit  of  proriding  for  his 
enemies  when  they  became  too  many  for 
him.  He  aTOwed  that  the  whole  power 
of  .the  Executiye  OoTcmment  was,  in 
Ootober  last,  OTcrwhelmed ;  that  it  could 
do  nothing  more,  and  that  the  only  way 
out  of  the  difficulty  was  to  bid,  by  means 
of  the  Land  Act,  for  the  suffrages  and 
affections  of  the  Land  Leaguers.  There- 
fore, the  Land  Act  need  not  for  the  future 
be  considered  as  a  judical  measure,  since 
it  became  merely  a  political  necessity 
without  finality,  which  mi^ht  be  enlarged 
at  any  time  to  meet  the  danger  of  some 
further  and  more  powerful  agitation. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  apparently 
looked  on  it  not  as  a  grave  Judicial 
Court  settling  with  justice  the  whole 
tenure  of  land  in  Ireland,  and  having 
for  its  end  and  aim  a  vast  reform  of  the 
Land  Laws,  but  rather  as  hush-money 
to  agitation,  which  would  not  bear  ex- 
amination on  any  side,  either  from  those 
to  whom  it  was  given,  or  those  from 
whom  the  black  mail  had  been  exacted. 
This  was,  indeed,  a  false,  an  undignified 
position  for  a  responsible  Minister  to 
place  himself  in.  That  House  was  well 
aware  that  this  Act  was  put  forward  and 
passed  not  as  a  matter  of  political  ex- 
pediency, but  as  a  judicial  reform  or  an 
equitable  re-adjustment  of  the  status  of 
landlord  and  tenant  in  Ireland.  They 
were  told  that  they  were  to  be  glided 
by  the  divine  right  of  justice,  and  that 
in  acting  under  that  guidance  thoy  c^ould 
not  err*     H6  thought  they  had  erred 


very  much  indeed.  They  had  been 
tempted  by  specious  phrases  and  higb- 
sounding  woros  to  do  what  had  proved 
very  unjust  and  unfair  to  a  great  many 
people.  And  now  theyweretdd  that  they 
ougnt  not  to  criticiaethemaladministrap 
tion  of  their  own  handiwork.  Justice 
was  ffenerally  portrayed  as  blindfolded;' 
but  he  could  not  see  why  those  who 
took  her  as  their  guide  should  be  blind- 
folded as  well.  If  they  were  they 
would  probably,  as  in  the  case  of  the 
blind  leading  the  bHnd,  both  fisll  into  the 
ditch,  and  that  was  what  the^  were  now 
asked  to  do.  The  Prime  Mmister  con- 
tended that,  as  the  Act  was  now  law» 
they,  ought,  as  law-abidiuK  citiaens,  to 
abide  by  it  That  might  be  true ;  but 
what  they  said  was  that  the  Act  waa 
being  badly  administered,  and  that  it 
was  being  utilised  in  a  manner  at  vari- 
ance with  the  intentions  with  which  it 
was  passed.  He  believed  that  the  opera- 
tion of  the  Act  tended  to  postpone  the 
restoration  of  law  and  order  in  Ireland. 
What  had  always  been  wanted  in  Ire- 
landy  as  in  many  other  countriea,  waa 
stron^^  and  evenhanded  justice.  Ireland 
especially  req^uired  it,  owinff  to  the  con- 
tinual af^tationa,  pandered  to  by  both 
Parties  m  the  State,  which  had  from 
time  to  time  convulsed  her.  The  ad- 
ministration of  tlie  Land  Oommission 
had  not  persuaded  them  of  its  fairness 
and  its  impartiality.  The  solicitor  of 
the  Commission  had  been  chosen  from 
the  ranks  of  the  Land  League,  and 
nearly  all  the  district  solicitors  were  men 
who  had  conducted  the  work  of  the 
Land  League  branches.  Then  the  Sub- 
Commissioners  had  been  sent  out  with- 
out any  instructions  having  been  pub- 
licly laid  down  by  the  Commissioners  as 
to  the  basis  on  which  fair  rents  were  to 
be  settled.  In  the  fii*st  instance,  only  12 
Sub-Commissioners  were  sent  out,  but, 
finding  the  competition  of  the  Land 
League  severe,  the  number  had  been 
increased  to  36.  The  Sub-Commissioners 
were  not,  for  the  most  part,  men  in 
whose  ability  or  impartiality  they 
could  have  any  confidence.  They  went 
out  without  instruction,  and  yet  they  all 
arrived  at  this  remarkable  result— K)n 
all  estates,  whether  in  Kerry  or  Cork, 
in  Wexford  or  Donegal,  whether  the 
rents  were  high  or  low,  the  reduc- 
tion made  by  the  Sub-Commissioners 
in  rents  averaged  all  round  a  certain 
amount  over  Griffith's  valuation.     &\x 
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Biohard  Qriffith's  Oommission    was    a 
Commission  to  value  land  for  rateable 
purposes ;  but  the  Oommission  they  were 
now  dealing  with  had  a   much  more 
valuable  ana  a  much  more  onerous  task, 
and,  therefore,  all  necessary  instructions 
ought  to  have  been  given  to  them  with 
regard  to  prices,   labour,    and  a  vast 
number  of  other  points.     Such  instruc- 
tions would  have  prevented  them  from 
making   decisions  that  were    perfectly 
absurd  and  contrary  to  Common  Law  and 
common  sense.    If  such  instructions  had 
been  given  the  country  would  have  felt 
greater  confidence  in  these  men.     After 
as  long  a  delay  as  possible,   and  not 
until  public  opinion    began    to    make 
itself   heard  on  the    subject,   did  the 
Court  of  Appeal  sit  in  Belfast ;  and  what 
did  they  do?     They  confirmed  in  most 
cases  the  decisions  of  the  Sub-Commis- 
sioners, and  they  launched  this  threat 
at  the  heads  of  the  landlords — they  said 
they  would  not  alter  any  cases  that  came 
before  them  on  appeal  unless  they  found 
that  the  Sub-Commissioners  **  had  erred 
in    principle  or  seriously  in  amount.'' 
They  therefore  became  practically  not  a 
Court  of  Appeal,  but  a  Court  to  regpister 
the  decisions  of  the  Sub- Commissioners. 
By  the  threat  that  landlords,  by  coming 
into  the  Court  of  Appeal,  might  simply 
add  enormously  to  their  costs,  they  for- 
bade  them  to  come  to   the  Court  of 
Appeal  at  all.     If  the  Court  of  Appeal 
was  to  be  a  mere  Registry  Court,  it  would 
have  been  better  that  it  should  have  had 
only  one  member,  and  that  a  legal  mem- 
ber. What  was  the  advantage  of  having 
Mr.  Yernon,  with  his  great  agricultur^ 
knowledge,  sitting  as  a  member  of  the 
Court  of  Appeal,    if   that    Court   was 
merely  to  register  the  decisions  of  the 
Sub-Commissioners?    While  the  Land 
Bill  was  under  discussion  in  the  House 
the  Prime  Minister  said  that  the  Go- 
vernment had  arrived  at  the  conclusion 
that  the  question  as  to  what  the  rents 
ought  to  be  would  be  left  wholly  to  the 
action  of  the  Sub-Commissioners.  Well, 
the  House,  on  their  part,  left  this  moot 
question  to  the  Head  Commission.  They 
left  it  to  the  Sub-Commission,  and  in- 
asmuch as  most  of  the  Sub-Commis- 
sioners were  themselves  tenant  farmers, 
that  was  like  asking  a  butcher  to  fix  the 
price  of  a  fat  beast  that  you  wanted  him 
to  buy.     The  Sub-Commissioners  bad, 
as^  a  rule,  given  in  their  judgments  no 
principle  to  act  upon.    Then,  again,  it 
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was  difficult  to  find  out  what  the  Sub- 
Commissioners  really  were.     They  were 
a  very  nondescript  sort  of  animal.   They 
acted  as  if  they  were  appointed  to  value 
the  whole  of  Ireland  in  a  panic,  or  under 
the  pressure  of  political  exigency.  Diffe- 
rent opinions  had  been  given  by  different 
Sub-Commissioners  on  the  question  whe- 
ther, in  fixing  a  rent,  the  Sub-Commis- 
sioners were   to  make  an  independent 
valuation  on  their  own  judgment,  or 
were  to  act  on  the  opinions  of  witnesses. 
Mr.  Wylie,  who  was  a  legal  Sub- Com- 
missioner,  in    answer  to  Mr.   Darley, 
County  Court  Judge,  said  on  one  occa- 
sion that  he  was  not  a  valuer.     Clearly 
he  regarded  his  duty  as  merely  to  take 
the  legal  evidence.    Mr.  Garland,  speak- 
ing as  a  non-legal  Commissioner,  said 
they  were   their  own  valuators.      Mr. 
McCarthy,   who    was    very    outspoken, 
said  the   Sub  -  Commissioners   did  not 
care  a  straw  for  the  evidence  of  pro- 
fessional  valuers.     They  had   all    be- 
come   so  mixed   up  in   their  opinions 
of  their  own  functions  that  Mr.  J  ustice 
O'Hagan  found  it  necessary  to  declare 
that  agricultural    Commissioners  were 
not  valuators.   Mr.  Litton,  shortly  after- 
wards, made  confusion  worse  confounded 
by  announcing   ''  the   Sub- Commission 
Courts  are  Courts  of  Arbitration."     Ail 
these  confusing  statements  were  very 
mischievous,  and  an  inquiry  which  would 
help  to  elucidate  them  could  not  fail  to 
to  be  valuable.     He  apologized  for  de- 
taining the  House  so  long ;  but  as  there 
were  very  few  Irish  landlords  in  that 
Branch  of  the  Legislature,  he  thought 
he  had  a  right  to  speak.     No  matter 
how  long  rents  might  have  existed  un- 
changed, they  were  now  ruthlessly  cut 
down.     He  was  prepared  to  hear  from 
the  other  side  of  the  House  that  this 
was  only  done  in  isolated  cases.     He, 
however,   knew  differently,  and  could 
cite  numberless  cases  of  rents  being  re- 
duced on  the  oldest  and  most  liberally- 
managed  estates.     He  thought  it  most 
unfair  that  landlord  and  tenant  alike 
should     be    hampered    in     connection 
with  appeals  by  the  action  of  the  Sub- 
Commissioners.     They  were  told  there 
would  be  no  reversal  of  judgment  except 
in  cases  where  the  Sub-Commissioners 
''  might  err  in  principle  or  seriously  in 
amount."     At  first    the   Sub-Commis- 
sioners gave  some  reasons ;  but  lately, 
however,  those  functionaries  had  enun- 
ciated no  principles.     How,  then,  could 
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the  partJH  exercise  their  right  of  appeal?  Litton  or  he  mast  have  laid  down  the 
The  merits  and  law  of  the  case  were  not  principle,  thej  could  not  naturally  can- 
placed  before  them,  and  no  considera-  eider  their  Sub-Oommieaioners  wrong  in 
tion  was  g:iTen  to  guide  them  as  to  the  the  principle  which  they  had  given  them 
wisdom  of  appeal.  In  one  case.  Com-  for  guidance.  Their  function  ae  an  Ap- 
roiasioner  M'Devitt  had  said  that  argu-  pellate  Court,  was  therefore,  a  farce, 
ments  based  upon  elementary  principles  The  landlords  of  Ireland  had  been  told, 
of  law  had  no  more  effect  upon  the  in  almost  every  speech  that  had  been 
Bench  than  water  on  a  duck's  back ;  made  from  the  other  side  of  the  House, 
and,  after  hearing  that  the  tenant  re-  that  they  should  wait  and  see  what  was 
ceived  &om  some  of  his  land  between  goinz  to  happen ;  but  it  must  be  re- 
£7  and  £8  per  acre,  he  reduced  the  rent,  membered  that  every  drop  of  blood  was 
without  alleging  any  reason,  fVom  £400  being  drained  from  the  veins  of  land- 
to  £360.  Id  another  case  the  only  lords  in  the  meantime.  He  knew  cases 
reason  adduced  for  reducing  the  rent  where  men  were  now  actually  starving, 
was  that  the  land  was  near  Olonmel,  a  and  going  without  the  necessities  of  li^, 
reason  which,  in  his  opinion,  might  con-  in  consequence  of  being  unable  to  get  in 
■titnte  very  good  ground  for  increasing  their  rents.  What  was  the  advantage 
the  rent,  but  certainly  not  for  reducing  of  this  state  of  things?  Did  the  G^- 
it.  When  asked  by  counsel  for  a  reason  vemment  mean  to  buy  up  the  land  now 
for  a  decision,  Mr.  Sub -Commissi  oner  that  they  bad  got  it  at  sufficiently  low 
Iforrison  replied,  "  I  will  give  you  no  price  ?  Was  that  their  object  ?  Even 
reason."  In  another  case  a  most  extra-  the  tenants  did  not  thank  the  Govem- 
ordinary  reason  was  given  for  reducing  ment  for  the  Act.  He  considered  that 
the  rent — namely,  the  Arrears  Clause  bad  been  a  complete 

"  That  as  the  taxm  in  qaeatdon  wai  a  graiiog  foiliK-  The  fact  was  the  Act  had  not 
fum.it  had  not  deteriorated  BO  mnch  at  a  Uliage  succeeded  in  any  direction.  As  a  mes- 
bam  would  have  don*."  gage  of  peace,  the  Act  had  failed,  and 
In  yet  another  case,  Mr.  Sub-Commis-  »»  »  jucQcial  measure,  it  was  regarded 
nonar  Roche  gave  ae  a  reason  for  re-  wi^t  distrust  and  contempt.  He  fid  not 
dudng  rents  from  £  14  to  £13,  and  from  blame  the  Act ;  he  blamed  the  adminis- 
£22  to  £20,  that  the  tenant  had  been  tration  of  the  Act.  From  whatever 
very  improving  and  industrious.  That  Poi°t  ot  view  they  looked  at  the  ques- 
was  a  case  in  which  the  rents  had  not  ''O".  criticism  and  inquiry  were  abeo- 
heen  raised  since  1849,  and  were  but  '"tely  necessary.  But  they  were  told 
very  little  over  Griffith's  valuation.  It  they  were  not  to  criticize  the  Act. 
was  noteworthy  that  the  CoraniisBionere  Why  not?  [Mr.  Gladstone  diss  en  ted.] 
repeatedlyreducedrentsbelowthevalua-  The  right  boo.  Gentleman  shook 
tion  of  the  best  valuators  themselves.  ^"8  head.  The  first  person  who  criti- 
One  Commissioner  had  reduced  rents  in  oized  it  was  the  hon.  Member  for  Cork 
four  cases  out  of  sis  between  10  and  20  C'ty.  Where  was  he  now  ?  Then  others 
per  cent  below  the  valuator's  estimate,  ^^^  *•»«  same ;  they  were  auppreesed. 
having  stated  that  the  valuator's  evi-  Hon.  Members  on  the  other  side  hardly 
dence  was  the  best  and  clearest  he  dared  open  thetr  mouths  ;  the  gag  had 
had  ever  heard.  The  facts  which  he  been  applied  to  them.  Then  because 
hod  glanced  at  led  him  to  the  sup-  the  House  of  Lords  desired  to  criticize, 
position  that  instructions  must  have  they  were  told— "  If  you  do,  we  shall 
been  given  to  the  Sub-Commissionors  obliterate  you.  The  Coercion  Act  had 
to  reduce  rents  in  every  instance.  He  certainly  affected  the  liberty  of  the  sub- 
could  not  forget  the  words  of  Mr.  ject  as  far  as  freedom  of  action  was  con- 
Baldwin cerned ;    but  the  Land  Act  was  appa- 

■' The  principles  on  which  we  have  proceeded  Gently   a    more    Stringent    measure,    as 

in  determioing  a  fair  rent  were  laid  down  before  under  it  even   liberty  of  Spoech  Wns  UOt 

*e  Kt  foot  OD  a  Bod  of  laod,   anil  beforo  we  to  be  permittod.      He   maintained  there 

wmmencod  our  labours  in  the  Court  llonse  of  nmst   DC    Criticism  of   the  Act,    and   to 

^^^'^■"  Btifle  that  would  be  an  act  of  tyranny. 

He  supposed  these  were  the  principles  Mk.  CHAFLIN  said,  that,  under  ordi- 

Mr.  OHagan    epoke  of  when  be  paid  nary  circumstances,  he  should  not  dis- 

Ihey  would  rev(?rse  no  (iecisions  unless  pule  the  ]irr>|joaitic)n  tbnt  the  working  of 

"  wrong    in    brinciple  ;  "    atid,    as  Mr.  an  Act  which  had  been  in  operation  for 
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le68  than  six  months  should  not  be  in- 
quired into.  Perhaps,  under  ordinary 
circumstances,  he  would  be  the  first  to 
admit,  without  pledging  himself  to  its 
words  or  even  to  its  sense,  the  force  and 
justice  of  the  Resolution ;  but  the  cir- 
cumstances under  which  the  discussion 
had  arisen  were  by  no  means  of  an  ordi- 
nary character,  and  there  was,  in  his 
judgment,  a  variety  of  reasons  which 
rendered  it  not  only  expedient  and  wise, 
but  in  some  cases  absolutely  necessary, 
that  inquiry  should  be  made,  and  made 
immediately,  into  this  matter.  He  would 
not  follow  the  remarks  of  the  hon.  Gen- 
tleman who  had  just  sat  down  further 
than  to  say  that  he  hoped  the  House 
would  have  from  the  Treasury  Bench, 
before  the  discussion  concluded,  some 
distinct  explanation  of  the  statement  of 
Professor  Baldwin,  quoted  by  the  hon. 
Gentleman,  that  the  principles  upon 
which  the  decisions  of  the  Commis- 
sioners had  been  given  were  all  laid 
down  before  a  single  case  was  decided. 
He  desired,  with  the  permission  of 
the  House,  to  point  out,  as  briefly 
as  he  could,  one  or  two  of  the  main  rea- 
sons which  appeared  to  him  to  justify 
this  demand  for  inquiry  into  the  work- 
ing of  the  Act.  The  very  first  of  these 
reasons  appeared  to  be  this — that  with 
regard  to  the  great  majority  of  the  tenant 
farmers  of  Ireland,  who  were  supposed 
to  be  those  who  were  to  be  most  benefited, 
the  measure  was  nothing  less  than  an 
absolute  mockery  and  a  farce,  and  it 
neither  had  had,  nor  could  have  in  any 
appreciable  period  of  time,  any  real  or 

Practical  effect  at  all.  That  much  had 
een  already  shown  in  the  course  of  the 
debate  ;  but  as  no  Member  of  the  Govern- 
ment, up  to  the  present  time,  had  deigned 
even  to  notice  the  arguments  that  had 
been  put  forward,  he  must  ask  leave  to 
press  it  again.  A  few  nights  ago  a 
question  was  asked  by  an  hon.  Member 
who  represented  an  Ulster  constituency 
bearing  directly  on  that  point.  That 
hon.  Gentleman  perceived — what,  indeed, 
seemed  to  be  known  to  everyone  except 
the  Government — that  there  was  an  ab- 
solute block  in  the  Land  Court  already. 
To  his  great  surprise  the  hon.  Member 
was  answered  by  the  Attorney  General 
for  Ireland  somewhat  flippantly  and 
certainly  most  curtly.  The  right  hon. 
andleamed  Gentleman  said  there  was  no 
reason  to  suppose  that  any  cases  ripe  for 
hearing  would  be  postponed  for  a  num- 


ber  of  years ;  but  that,  on  the  contrary, 
all  these  cases  would  be  heard  within  a 
reasonable  period  of  time.  He  could 
not  pretend  to  fathom  what  might  be 
considered  a  reasonable  time  by  the 
right  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman ;  but 
the  hon.  Member  for  Sligo  (Mr.  Sexton) 
had  demonstrated,  according  to  the 
figures  he  gave  the  House,  that  this 
''  reasonable  period  "  of  time  could  not 
be  less  than  14  years.  Fresh  Eeturns 
had  been  laid  on  the  Table  of  the  House 
yesterday.  He  had  carefully  examined 
those  Betums,  and  the  case  seemed  to 
him  to  be  even  worse.  According  to 
them,  not  counting  those  applications 
which  were  withdrawn,  or  which  had 
been  dismissed — 841  in  number — the 
total  number  of  applications  for  fair  rent 
had  been  71,567  ;  and  of  these,  exclud- 
ing cases  settled  by  so-called  voluntary 
arrangement  out  of  Court — on  which 
he  should  have  a  word  to  say  directly — 
in  only  2,365  cases  had  fair  rents  been 
fixed  by  the  Sub-Commissioners.  But 
of  these  2,365  cases  only  1,661  had 
been  finally  determined  by  their  action, 
for  no  less  than  704  of  their  decisions, 
or  nearly  half,  had  become  the  subjects 
of  appeal.  Of  these  appeals  only  46 
had  been  decided  up  till  now,  and,  con- 
sequently, if  they  added  46  to  1,661, 
they  arrived  at  the  sum  total  of  the 
cases  which  had  been  decided — namely, 
just  1,707  out  of  the  71,567  applications 
which  were  made  for  the  fixing  of  fair 
rent.  Now,  the  Land  Court  had  been 
sitting  nearly,  if  not  quite,  five  months, 
and,  therefore,  at  the  present  rate  of 
progress,  a  very  simple  calculation  would 
demonstrate  tne  fact  that,  even  accord- 
ing to  their  last  Betums,  if  it  took  five 
months  to  decide  1,707  cases,  it  would 
take  nearly  17  years  to  decide  the  71,567 
cases.  The  total  number,  however,  of 
tenants  in  Ireland  approached  550,000, 
and  the  character  of  the  decisions  had 
been  such  as  to  induce  nearly  all  of 
them,  sooner  or  later,  to  go  into  Court. 
Up  to  the  present  time  no  property  had 
been  safe  irom  the  Sub -Commissioners. 
It  did  not  matter  whether  the  rent  was 
high,  moderate,  or  low,  whether  it  was 
above  or  below  Griffith's  valuation,  or 
whether  the  rent  had  been  stationary 
and  had  been  cheerfully  paid  for  years, 
or  had  been  raised  within  the  last  few 
months,  none  of  these  things  mattered 
to  the  fair,  enlightened,  and  liberal  Sub- 
Commissioners;  and,  under  these  circum- 
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belcxfe  llmii.  Htm  mnal  look  mwm  to 
the  tfane  wIim  au  flieee  (^0,000  tenantB 
wonld  ftPplj  to  tilie  Lind  Oourt.  The 
nimo  fliiiuler  made  a  atatement  the 
oSiar  nig^tiheHkeof  whiohi  heventared 
to  1^,  haA  nevor  before  been  made  by 
aaymgllab  atateBman  withiB  the  waUa  of 
Bttliameiit.  HetoldtlieHoiifleof  Ocm- 
mooB  that  there  were  two  powers  in 
frdand  al  flie  proiiont  tinie— tiie  X'and 
Laagiue  on  the  one  haadi  and  the  Land 
Aet  on  the  other.  They  might  well  atop 
to  inqpiira  what  had  become  of  tiie  Bze- 
eatife  Ckiiremment  of  the  Qneen,  and 
of  Ami  eztraordinanr  powers  whidi  had 
besot oommitted to flieir hands ?  Bnthe 
Aoold  ki  thatpass  for  a  moment.  What 
he  wanted  to  ask  the  Prime  Minister 
waa  tibis-— Snpposmg  Aat  he  oonquered 
in  this  stmgpe,  snpposingAat  even  the 
foeblset  Administration  tiiat  e?er  sat  on 
thoae  Benohea  should  at  last  be  yio- 
toKioaa  in  the  stragffle,  what  wonld  be 
the  position  of  the  Land  Oourt  then? 
!nie  Tesy  moment  the  inftnenoe  of  flie 
Land Iisagiie  and  flie  "no  rent **  maai- 
fosto  duHippeated«  sreiy  one  of  the 
^aO^OM  tmants  wonld  come  damonring 
into  tiie  Oonrt;  and  wiHi  the  present 
rate  d  progrsss  they  might  expect  that 
180  yem  hence  the  last  appeed  under 
this  cariosity  of  legislation — this  memo- 
rable work  of  art — ^wonld  be  finally 
disposed  of — this  memorable  work  of 
art — which  he  believed  would  be  im- 
mortalized in  future  years  as  ''Glad- 
stone's folly."  The  fact  was,  that  had 
happened  with  regard  to  this  Act  which 
ereryone  who  was  not  blinded  by  Party 
feeling  must  have  foreseen  would  hap- 
pen, S  any  considerable  use  or  advan- 
tage was  taken  of  the  Act.  The  ma- 
chinery had  broken  down  already.  It 
was  totally  inadequate,  and,  conse- 
quently, with  regard  to  the  vast  majority 
of  cases  now  before  the  Court,  they  were 
at  a  deadlock,  and  likely  to  remain  so 
for  many  years  to  come.  Last  Session 
he,  as  well  as  other  Members,  ventured 
to  foretell  the  possibility,  nay,  the  cer- 
tainty, of  this  collapse.  They  pressed  it 
on  the  attention  of  the  Government,  but 
no  heed  was  paid  to  their  remonstrances. 
The  Government  were  reminded  of  the 
observation  of  the  Premier  himself,  that 
if  ever  it  was  attempted  to  introduce  the 
principle  of  the  valuation  of  land  by  the 
State,  snoh  were  the  inherent  difficulties 
in  such  a  proposition,  and  such  would  be 
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the  Bmnf  of  experts  and  offlcials  re-^ 
qaired  fSov  tiie  pnrpose,  that,  independmit 
wallotiier  considerations,  it  must  inevi- 
iably  break  down.  Bnt  al1hon|^  they  re« 
oalled  to  tiiie  mind  of  the  Prime  Minister 
tiie  weighty  and  sound  opinions  whidi 
he  had  declared,  they  were  only  flouted 
and  sneered  at  and  ridiculed  for  their 
pains.  However  curious  and  instrootive 
it  m^^ht  be,  it  did  not^  nnfortnnatc^i 
mend  mai^ters  now  to  observe  how  aecii«^ 
ratdy  and  how  justly  the  Prime  Minister 
estimated  at  that  time  the  folly  and 
absnrdity  of  his  own  measure  by  the 
ludicrous  results  that  were  patent  to  flie 
pnblic  to-day.  In  the  interests  of  tiie 
tenantry  of  Ireland  alone  some  inquixr 
into  the  Act  and  some  amendment  of  it 
was  absolutdiy  needed,  and,  indeed, 
should  be  earned  out  without  an  hom'a 
unnecessary  delay.  Buttherewasanotibuw 
class  whose  interests  were  seriously  af*^ 
footed.  They  were  told  that  the  dead*' 
lock  would  uiortly  be  removed  by  av^: 
rangements  made  out  of  Oourt;  and  Imi 
observed  in  these  Betums  tihat  oredtii 
was  taken  for  a  great  many  oases  whidi 
had  bete  settled  in  that  manner.  ZN» 
first  thing  that  struck  him  was  that  thsf 
Betums  oonelusively  proved  that  the 
Land  Oourts,  instead  of  gaining,  were 
losing  gpround  with  reg^ird  to  their 
arrears ;  for  it  was  a  fact  that  the  new 
applications  made  since  the  first  Betums 
were  issued  exceeded  considerably  the 
whole  number  of  cases  decided  up  to 
the  present  time.  And,  with  respect  to 
those  Betums,  although  he  would  not 
say  that  they  were  cooked,  they  certainly 
were  so  adjusted  as-  to  present  a  com- 
paratively imposing,  but  utterly  mis- 
leading, total  of  5,386  cases  of  judicial 
rents  settled  up  till  now.  For,  of  that 
considerable  total,  814  were  cases  which 
had  been  withdrawn,  and  2,180  con- 
sisted of  so-called  voluntary  arrange- 
ments out  of  Oourt.  Now,  he  would 
show  directly  what  the  nature  of  these 
voluntary  arrangements  was,  and  that 
it  was  absolutely  monstrous,  if  they 
were  looking  to  i^ture  arrangements  of 
this  nature,  for  a  solution  of  that  ques- 
tion. But  even  if  these  cases  of  ar- 
rangement were  included,  and  taking 
the  figures  as  they  stood,  the  posi- 
tion of  the  Government,  on  their  own 
showing,  was  ridiculous  enough,  for 
it  would  take  them,  even  then,  some- 
thing like  eight  years  —  or  one  year 
more  than  an  ordinary  lease — to  settle  the 
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applications  which  were  already  await- 
ing the  decision  of  the  Oourt.   He  wanted 
the  House  seriously  to  consider  in  what 
manner  these  private  arrangements  out 
of  Court  were  brought  about.  He  did  not 
hesitate  to  say  that  in  the  great  majority 
of  cases  these  private  arrangements  were 
only  brought  about  by  the  grossest  and 
oruelest  injustice  to  the  owners  of  the 
soil.     He  should  like  to  take  the  case  of 
those  estates  where  the  Sub- Commis- 
sioners found  the  rents  to  be  so  fair,  so 
moderate,  and  so   low,  that  they  had 
been  totally  unable  to  find  any  cause  for 
reducing  them.     He  would  quote  an 
instance,    as  one  instance    was    worth 
any  amount  of  argument,  and  would 
carry  conviction  to  the  House.      It  was 
the  case  of  a  farm  of  41  Irish  acres,  held 
at  a  rent  of  £54  from  Sir  Victor  Alex- 
ander Brooke,  atLisnaskea,  County  Fer- 
managh.    The  case  came  on  before  the 
Sub-Commissioners  on  February  13,  and 
the  old  rent  was  allowed  to  remain  as 
it  was  without  change,  all  buildings  and 
improvements,  except  a  labourers  cot- 
tage, to  belong  to  the  landlord.  No  costs 
were  given  to  the  landlord;  but  even 
though  the  holding  was  a  very  small 
one,    the   costs    actually  amounted  to 
no  less  a  sum  than  £34  IBs,    He  should 
like  to  know  the  meaning  of  that  sen- 
tence, **  No  costs  were  given  to  the  land- 
lord?''   The  meaning  was  that,  under 
the  operation  of  the  Act,  every  landlord 
in  Ireland,  however  fair,  or  moderate, 
or  just,  or  low  his  rents  might  be,  was 
at  that  moment  liable  to  one  of  two 
alternatives  —  either    he    must    accept 
one  of  the  Prime  Minister's  favourite 
arrangements  out  of  Court,  on  whatever 
monstrous  and  inequitable    termB  the 
tenant  might  choose  to  offer ;  or  he  must 
become  the  subject  of  a  law    process, 
damaging  enough  even  to  a  rich  man, 
if  repeated  on  all  the  fSarms  on    his 
estate,    but  which  meant  to   the  poor 
man  nothing  but  absolute  and  irrevo- 
cable ruin.     Such  were  the  alternatives, 
such  the  kind  of  justice  offered  to  the 
landlords  of  Ireland,  who,  with  few  ex- 
ceptions, were  undoubtedly  a  poor  and 
embarrassed  class  of  men.     It  had  been 
said  by  an  hon.  Member  that  the  Prime 
Minister  was  fond  of  making  perora- 
tions on  the  principles  of  justice.     They 
had  heard  from  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man instances  of  splendid  eloquence,  un- 
equalled in  the  past,  and  probably  to  re- 
main unsurpassed  in  the  future.      That 


eloquence  had  always  had  for  him  a 
wondrous  fascination ;  but,  much  as  he 
delighted  to  hear  those  exhibitions  of 
surpassing  power  in  the  man,  he  con- 
fessed he  never  now  heard  them  without 
something  approaching  to  a  shudder ; 
for  all  past  experience  had  shown  him 
that  they  were  the  invariable  prelude  of 
some  act  of  tremendous  spoliation  and 
injustice — such  as  the  measure  of  last 
year.  He  had  given  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  a  specimen  of  the  injustice 
wrought  by  nis  handiwork,  and  he 
would  venture  to  suggest  to  him  that  if, 
by  any  means,  he  could  be  induced  in 
future  to  practice  justice  rather  more 
instead  of  perpetually  preaching  it,  he 
would  earn  the  lasting  gratitude  of  the 
most  cruelly  iUtreated,  but  the  most 
loyal,   class  in  Ireland.      Now,  if  the 

E resent  deadlock  in  the  Court  could  only 
e  removed  by  private  arrangements  out 
of  Court,  that  in  itself  would  constitute 
another  and  an  unanswerable  reason  for 
inquiry  into  the  working  of  the  Act ;  but 
there  were  also  many  other  reasons.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  had  made  a  state- 
ment last  year,  which  he  had  carefullv 
noted  at  the  time,  as  containing  a  crumb 
of  comfort,  almost  the  only  crumb  of 
comfort  derivable  in  the  course  of  the 
long  struggle  over  the  Bill.  Speaking 
on  the  subject  of  compensation,  and 
answering  some  remarks  of  his  hon.  and 

§allant  Friend  the  Member  for  West 
ussex  (Sir  Walter  B.   Barttelot),  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  had  said — 

**  With  regard  to  the  case  now  before  them, 
he  did  not  hesitate  to  assert,  if  it  could  be 
shown,  either  now  or  hereafter,  that  ruin  and 
heavy  loss  would  be  brought  upon  any  class  in 
Ireland  by  the  direct  effect  of  this  legislation. 
Parliament  ought  to  be  prepared  to  look  that 
case  in  the  face." 

Having  regard  to  these  words,  he  might 
well  a!sk  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  to 
answer  and  refute,  if  he  could,  the 
speech  made  the  other  night  bv  his  right 
hon.  and  learned  Friend  the  senior 
Member  for  the  University  of  Dublin 
(Mr.  Plunket).  On  that  occasion  his 
right  hon.  and  learned  Friend  had  made 
a  touching  and  pathetic  appeal  to  a 
sentiment  which  he  trusted  was  not  yet 
extinct  in  the  House.  He  had  quoted 
a  letter,  for  the  accuracy  of  which  he 
was  prepared  to  vouch,  from  an  Irish 
landlord.  He  (Mr.  Chaplin)  wished  to 
reca^  the  attention  of  the  House  to  that 
case,  because  it  appeared  to  him  to  meet 


»J» 


IMabok  9,  1882J 


(irtknd). 


618 


alport  ezfotl|r  in  its  TQiy  wordi  the  oase 
f<^  wbibh  01)9  pight  hon.  G^tleman  the 
J^rime  ICouter  undertook  last  Session 
to  pvoTide.  The  fxiend  of  the  ri^ht 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  the  senior 
Kembeir  tot  the  UniTersity  of  Dublin 


'*  Im*  KovomlMr  I  wm  coinpfllled  to  appeal 
to  fOBM  idaftiTei  in  England  fir  peoomary  as- 
■iitaaoeb  ai  I  and  my  fuuily  were  on  the  Drink 
of  itevation.  I  wish  I  ooud  make  these  facta 
kaoifa  to  the  "RngHah  people.  1,'lor  one,  am  a 
nlnsdmaaVy  thooperatHm  of  uieAot.  lam 
rim^  a  ndned  man,  and  hsTO  deoided  on  emi- 
giatn^  toAmbraUs." 

And  the  right  hon.  and  learned  Gentle- 
auui  (Iffr.  flnnket)  added — 

**  This  was  by  no  means  a  iolitary  instanoe, 
for  t|M>a  were  nnmben  of  other  people  in  the 
■UM  position." 

Be  (Mr.  Ohaplin)  assumed  the  right 
hon.  Oentleman  the  Ghief  Seoretaiy  for 
Ireland  would  take  part  in  this  de- 
bate. Hq  would  like  to  ask  him,  if 
he  was  aUe  to  do  so,  to  meet  and  refute 
the  aasertiona  of  his  right  hon.  and 
learned  Fiiend.  If  not  fo-night,  would 
the  rigpht  hon.  Gtontleman  meet  them 
after  inq^uiry,  and  if  he  could  not  do  so 
aft  aSt  would  he  aot  up  to  his  words  and 
pnuniaes  of  last  Session?  It  was  a 
smaller  matter,  perhaps;  but  the  Aot 
was  being  carried  out  in  the  teeth  of 
principles  announced  hj  those  Ministers 
who  were  in  charge  of  it.  The  sanction 
of  Parliament  had  been  obtained  for  it 
by  something  that  differed  little  from 
false  pretences.  The  value  of  land 
in  Ireland  was  to  be  increased,  and  it 
was  asserted  that  there  would  be  little, 
if  any,  diminution  of  rents,  and  that 
rents  that  had  been  stationary  for  many 
years  would  be  respected.  None  of  those 
expectations  had  been  fulfilled.  With- 
out going  into  details  he  would  give  a 
short  summary  as  to  this  latter  point. 
He  found  that  where  the  rent  had  re- 
mained unaltered  for  over  20  years,  there 
had  been  24  cases  in  which  the  Sub- 
Gommissioners  had  reduced  it  on  an 
arerage  by  26' 6  per  cent.  Where  it  had 
remained  unaltered  for  over  30  years, 
there  were  12  cases  of  reduction  avera^ng 
19*0  per  cent.  Where  it  had  remained 
unaltered  over  40  years  there  were  19 
cases,  averaging  a  reduction  of  22-1  per 
cent.  These  figures  were  not  taken  from 
the  sum  total  of  the  present  Betums,  but 
from  Hetams  published  some  time  ago, 
when  the  cases  decided  amounted   to 


only  1,300  altogether.  Surely  these 
were  facts  of  startling  significanoe  that 
deserved  the  earnest  and  careful  atten- 
tion of  Parliament,  and  a£forded  a  strong 
justification  of  the  inoniry  condemned 
by  the  Government.  Was  it  possible 
that  it  could  have  been  the  intention  of 
Ministers  last  year  that  rents  that  had 
been  oheerftiUy  paid  for  30  or  40  years  bj 
prosperous  tenants  should  be  sweepingly 
reduced  25  per  cent  without  a  single 
pennjy  of  oompensation  ?  If  not,  no  one 
could  deny  that  there  was  established  a 
jGEur  hondJtd$  case  for  inquiry.  What  he 
oould  not  understand  was  the  attitude 
and  the  silence  of  the  Party  opposite. 
He  presumed  that  hon.  Gentlemen  op- 
posite found  it  impossible  to  meet  tne 
arguments  of  their  opponents,  and  ad- 
mitted their  claims  ?  t"No!"]  If  not, 
why  were  their  arguments  not  met  in 
debate?  Was  he  to  understand  that 
there  was  an  enforced  silenoe  on  the 
opposite  Benches?  If  that  was  the 
solution  of  the  riddle,  he  began  to  see 
that  it  was  all  part  of  the  new  polioj 
which  was  lately  described  by  a  oistin- 
guished  writer,  who  was  onoe  a  Member 
of  the  House,  in  these  words — 

"  The  great  dogonthe  Treasoxy  Bonchhasaaid 
'bow,'  and  all  the  little  dogs  above  him, 
behind  him,  and  below  him  are  ordered  to  «ay 
nothing  else  but  *  bow.'  " 

The  Liberal  Party  had  undergone  a 
sudden  transformation.  They  were  libe- 
rals no  longer;  they  had  been  trans- 
formed into  **  bow-wows."  Surely  it 
must  be  bad  enough  to  be  a  "bow-wow ; ' ' 
but  to  be  a  muzzled  *'  bow-wow,"  be- 
longing to  a  muzzled  **  bow-wow  "  Party, 
must  really  be  something  beyond  human 
patience  and  endurance.  With  g^eat 
respect  he  offered  his  sincere  condolence 
to  the  Members  of  the  ** bow-wow" 
Party.  Amid  all  their  tribulations,  it 
would  be  some  consolation  to  know  that 
that  Party  would  always  in  the  future 
be  known  as  the  great  "  bow-wow " 
Party.  Truly  there  must  be  a  Provi- 
dence in  Heaven,  and  at  last  the  Jingoes 
were  avenged.  So  far  he  had  discussed 
the  Eesolution  on  its  merits.  ["Oh, 
oh ! "]  He  thought  hon.  Gentlemen 
could  hardly  have  made  themselves 
really  aware  of  what  the  effect  of  that 
Besolution  was.  It  was  a  Besolution 
deprecating  inquiry  into  the  operation 
of  the  Land  Act;  and  he  had  endeavoured 
to  show  that  in  two  great  cases,  the  case 
of  the  tenant  on  the  one  hand,  and  the 
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CBAQ  of  the  landlord  on  the  other  hand, 
an  inquiry  was  absolutely  needed.    He 
wished  now  to  consider  it  in  connection 
with  the  circumstances  in  which  it  was 
brought  forward.     He  might  be  per- 
mitted to  allude  to  a  matter  personal  to 
himself.  In  the  course  of  this  debate  allu- 
sions had  been  repeatedly  made  to  half- 
a-dozen  sentences  which  fell  from  him 
during  the  opening  night  of  the  present 
debate  with  reference  to  the  Motion  of 
the  House  of  Lords.    These  sentences 
had  been  spoken  of  as  foreshadowing  a 
foregone  conclusion  on  the  part  of  the 
House  of  Lords.  Nothing  could  be  more 
ridiculous,  more  unjust  to  their  Lord- 
ships or  unfair  to  himself.     The  state- 
ment   he    had    made    was    simply  an 
expression  of  personal  opinion,  for  which 
it  was  impossible  that  any  other  person 
or  persons  could  be  held  responsible ; 
and,  moreover,  it  was  an  opinion,  as  he 
begged  the  House  in  fairness  to  remem- 
ber, based  upon  the  only  reason  which, 
up  to  that  time,  had  been  g^ven  by  the 
Prime  Minister  for  his  opposition  to  the 
inquiry.     The  only  reason  which   the 
Prime  Minister  had  then  given  for  his 
opposition  to  the  Committee  of  the  Lords 
was  this — that  it  must  inevitably  shake 
to  its  foundation  the  confidence  which 
he  had  been  happily  able  to  engender 
in  the  Land  Act  in  the  minds  of  the 
Irish  people.    If  hon.  Members  would 
refer  to  tne  speeches  that  were  made, 
they  would  find  that  what  he  had  stated 
was  the  fact.  He  himself  never  believed 
for  one  mome^at  that  any  confidence  in  the 
Land  Act  existed  except  in  the  ima^na- 
tion  of  the  Prime  Minister.  Where  did  it 
prevail  ?    In  what  quarter  did  it  exist  ? 
In  Ulster  he  had  heard  nothing  but  pro- 
posals to  amend  the  Act.    They  nad 
nothing  but  such  proposals  from  hon. 
Gentlemen  who  represented  Ulster  in 
that  House.      Was  this  extraordinary 
confidence  in  the  Land  Act  felt  by  the 
landlords  ?  Why,  even  the  Prime  Minis- 
ter himself  would  not  venture  to  hazard 
that  assertion ;  and  he  (Mr.  Chaplin)  still 
adhered  to  the  opinion  he  expressed  the 
other  night,  that  hon.  Gentlemen  below 
the  Gangway  on  this  side  of  the  House 
did  represent  the  opinions  of  the  ma- 
jority of  the  tenant  farmers  in  Ireland, 
when  they  told  them  that  neither  was  that 
oonfidence  in  the  Land  Act  to  be  found 
in  them.    He  certainly  was  under  the 
imiHression  that  the  tenant  farmers  in 
the  County  Meath  oould  at  any  time 
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command    the   representation    of  that 
county,  and  he  was  also  under  the  im- 

Sression  that  not  very  many  days  ago 
[r.  Michael  Davitt  was  returned  Mem- 
ber for  that  county — a  gentleman  entirely 
in  accord  with  hon.  Gentlemen  below 
the  Gangway   in  their  views  with  re- 
gard to  the  Irish  policy  of  the  Govern- 
ment.   In  the  face  of  facts  like  those, 
it  was  of  no  use  to  throw  ridicule  on 
assertions  such  as  he  had  made.    Both 
Houses  of  Parliament  had  good  g^und 
for  complaining  of  the  conduct  of  the 
Government  in  these  transactions.  They 
had  begun  by  declaring  that   it  was 
their    intention    firmly  to  oppose  this 
Committee,  and  that  they  could  hold 
out  no  hope  of  compromise ;  and  it  was 
only  in  the  closing  words  of  his  third 
and  final  speech  on  the  opening  night 
of  this  debate  that  the  Prime  Minister, 
after  various  stages  of  concession,  at 
last  disclosed  the  real  objection  of  the 
Government  to  the   proposals    of   the 
House  of  Lords.     What  was  that  objec- 
tion ?  It  was  this,  that  Ministers  would 
not  be  responsible  for  the  government 
of  Ireland  for  a  single  hour  without 
they  had  free  use  of  the  weapon  which 
Parliament  had  placed  at  their  disposal 
— in  other  words,  that  if  the  Commiittee 
was  to  proceed  as  at  first  intended,  they 
would  not  be  responsible  for  the  conse- 
quences in  Ireland .  He  was  not  at  all  sur- 
prised that  their  Lordships  immediately 
after  this  announcement  should  consent 
to  accept  the  limitations  for  which  the 
right  hon.   Gentleman  had  stipulated. 
No  opposition,  in  his  humble  opinion,  in 
the  face  of  an  announcement  so  critical 
and  so  alarming  as  that  of  the  right 
hon.Gentleman,  could  have  been  justified 
for  a  moment  in  refusing  the  limitations 
to  which  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  had 
offered  to  agree.    But,  what  an  admis- 
sion for  this  Government  to  make !  What 
a  damning  admission  for  the  Gx>vern- 
ment  to  make !    They  had  been  in  Office 
now    for  two  years.     Their    crowning 
boast,  their  great  glory,  had  been  this 
— **That  they  had  everywhere  and  in 
everything  reversed  the  policy  of  Lord 
Beaconsfield."     They  had,  indeed,  re- 
versed it  with  a  vengeance,  not  only  in 
this  country,  but  in  every  quarter  of  the 
globe.    He  did  not  stop  now  to  ask  how 
it  was  and  in  what  way.     The  clouds 
appeared  to  be  gathering  upon  them 
everywhere    abroad.     They    had,    un- 
happily,   enough    upon    their     band^ 
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rent "  outrages  directly  traceable  to  the 
manifesto.   Seeing  all  this,  had  any  one 
of  the  signatories  had  the  moral  courage 
— for  true  courage  it  would  be — to  with- 
draw his  signature  ?  [Mr.  Sexton  :  No  ; 
and  we  never  will.]     The  authors  and 
propagandists  of  "no  rent,"  in  order  to 
induce  the  tenants  to  adopt  that  suicidal 
policy,  told  them  they  would  be  sus- 
tained by  Land  League  funds.     Surely 
they  must  have  known  in  their  hearts 
they  were  making  promises  which  would 
not  and  could  not  be  fulfilled.     Many 
thriving  tenants  unfortunately  believed 
in  these  promises,  and  carried  out,  or 
were  forced  to  carry  out,  the  policy  of 
the  League;  and  what  was  their  fate 
to-day?    They   had   seen  their  homes 
and  their  farms  pass  to  Emergency  men, 
they  themselves  shuddering  in  wooden 
shanties,  and  their  families  consigned  to 
the  tender  mercies  of  out-door  relief  or  of 
the  workhouse.    He  knew  that  that  was 
the  state  of  the  case  in  10  counties  in 
L-eland.     The  Lanc|.  Act  of  1881  did  for 
the  tenants  what  the  Eelief  Act  of  1829 
did  for  the  Catholics.   Why  was  not  the 
Land  Act  received  in  the  same  spirit  ? 
The  Relief  Act,  as  possibly  the  Land 
Act,  contained  provisions  which  would 
have   justified  the  prolongation,   in  a 
modified  form,  of  the  agitation ;  but  the 
great  men  of  that  day — the  O'Connells 
and  the  Shells — considered  they  would 
not  be  justified  in  prolonging  a  day 
longer  than  was  absolutely  necessary  a 
sectarian  movement,  and,   accordingly, 
they  frankly  accepted  the  Act  and  dis- 
solved.    In  like  manner,  with  the  pas- 
sage of  the  Land  Act,  the  social  war 
should  have  closed.   The  League  should 
have  dissolved    and    handed    over    its 
funds  to  a  tenants'  committee  to  be  ap- 
plied to  the  assistance  of  small  tenants 
seeking  the  Land  Court.  [Mr.  Hedmond  : 
Or  to  the  payment  of  arrears.]     Had 
this  been  done,  the  leaders  would  have 
given  proofs  of  having  been   actuated 
from  the  beginning  by  a  sincere  regard 
for  the  Irish  tenant,  and  previous  errors 
might  have  been  overlooked.  But  a  very 
different  course  was  pursued,  and  sub- 
sequont  events  established  conclusively 
that   the   object  aimed  at  was  not  the 
just  settlement  of  the  Land  Question, 
but  agitation  for  the  sake  of  agitation. 
[**  No,  no  ! "]    It  was  agitation  for  the 
Bake  of  agitation,  the  perpetu&tion  of  a 
state  of  aimless  unrest,    j]"  No,  no  !  "] 
If  not,  then  assuredly  it    was    muon 
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meaner — it  was  agitation  for  the  snko 
of  money.  The  League  as  a  body  was 
broken  ;  but  the  baneful  influence  of  its 
operation  was  all  too  manifest  in  the 
state  of  the  country  and  in  the  unsettle- 
ment  of  fundamental  principles,  and  the 
substitution  of  a  vague,  sickly,  and  god- 
less internationalism  for  the  manly  pa- 
triotism of  a  better  age. 

Mr.  J.  LOWTHEE  said,  he  was 
rather  struck  by  one  observation  of  the 
hon.  Member  for  Tipperary  (Mr.  P.  J. 
Smyth),  to  the  effect  that  Members  of 
the  Opposition  would  be  better  employed 
if,  instead  of  addressing  the  House  upon 
the  wrongs  of   landlords,   they  would 
speak  from  public  platforms  in  Ireland 
in  imitation  of  the  example  of  the  Chief 
Secretary  for  Ireland,  whom  he  was  glad 
to  see  in  his  place.     He  (Mr.  J.  Lowther) 
always  listened  with  great  pleasure  to 
speeches  in  that  House  from  the  hon. 
Member  for  Tipperary,  and,  what  was 
more,  generally  gave  himself  the  plea- 
sure of  reading  the  speeches  made  by  the 
hon.  Gentleman  elsewhere ;  but  unless 
the  ordinary  channels  of  information  to 
which  he  (Mr.  J.  Lowther)  had  recourse 
had  been  more  than  usually  untrust- 
worthy, and  he  had  been  misled,  and  had 
passed  over  the  speeches  from  public  plat- 
forms in  Ireland  of  the  hon.  Gentleman, 
he  confessed  that  throughout  the  whole 
of    the  extra- Parliamentary  utterances 
which  it'had  been  his  lot  to  peruse  during 
the  past  many  months,  he  had  failed  to 
see  one  single  speech  delivered  by  the 
hon.   Gentleman  in  the  county  which 
he  represented.     [Mr.  O'DoNifELL  :  His 
constituents  would  not  listen  to  him.] 
He  (Mr.  J.  Lowther)  would  like  to  ask 
what  were  the  causes  which  had  led  to 
the  occupation  of  so  much  public  time, 
at  the  instigation  of  the  Government,  by 
the  initiation  of  this  debate  ?  The  Prime 
Minister  addressed  a  solemn  warning  to 
both  Houses  when  he  said  that  so  grave 
was  the  state  of  public  affairs  that  he 
could  not  hold  himself  responsible  for 
the  consequences  if  inquiry  were  insti- 
tuted by  the  other  House  into  the  opera- 
tion of  the  Land  Act.     [Mr.  Gladstone  : 
No.]     He  was  glad  to  hear  that  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  had  been  misuiS.. 
derstood;  but  he  had  been  under  the 
impression  that  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man had  said  that  inquiry  such  as  that 
contemplated  by  the  House  of  Lords     , 
would  render  the  task  of  maintainin^^^ 
the  government  of  the  country  bev  f^^i 
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his  capacity.  [Mr.  Gladstone  :  Uuless 
wo  were  supported  by  the  House  of 
OommonB.]  With  that  important  modi- 
fication, the  rijrht  hon.  Gentleman  con- 
sidered that  a  iree  and  independent  in- 
quiry by  one  House  of  Parliament  would 
be  dangerous  to  the  good  government  of 
the  country  unless  it  was  counteracted 
by  a  hostile  demonstration  in  the  other 
branch  of  the  Leg^lature.  And  the 
tight  hon.  Gentleman  considered  the 
occasion  a  fitting  one,  the  state  of  affairs 
being,  in  his  opinion,  so  grave,  to  invite 
a  discussion  upon  so  important  and  Con- 
stitutional a  theme  as  the  existence  of 
the  co-ordinate  branch  of  the  Legisla- 
ture ;  for  he  could  not  conceal  from  him- 
self the  fact  that  every  word  of  his  was 
carefully  weighed  throughout  the  coun- 
try, and  the  invitation  he  had  offered 
to  the  most  thoughtless  elements  of  the 
body  politic  to  institute  an  outcry  against 
one  branch  of  the  Legislature  was  not 
unlikely  to  be  taken  up  in  quarters 
where  such  questions  were  apt  to  be 
freely  entertained.  They  need  not,  how- 
ever, feel  alarm  upon  this  part  of  the 
subject.  The  other  House  enjoyed  pub- 
lic confidence  on  grounds  far  stronger 
than  the  approval  of  their  acts  by  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  or  his  Govern- 
ment; and  the  House  of  Lords,  which 
promised  soon  to  become  the  only  reposi- 
tory of  freedom  of  speech  in  this  country, 
would  continue  to  exercise  those  bene- 
ficent functions  which  it  now  discharged 
long  after  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  and 
the  Government  he  led  had  been  con- 
signed, he  did  not  say  to  oblivion — he 
feared  that  was  impossible — but,  at  any 
rate,  into  places  other  than  those  they 
now  occupied.  The  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man said  that  the  Committee  appointed 
by  the  other  House  was  a  prejudiced 
body.  He  took  exception  to  the  com- 
position of  the  Committee,  on  which  he 
appeared  to  think  there  was  too  large  a 
preponderance  of  one  section  of  political 
opinion.  Assuming  that  that  were  so, 
with  whom  did  the  fault  lie  ?  The 
composition  of  Parliamentary  tribunals 
was,  according  to  well-known  usage, 
divided  in  fairly  equal  proportions  be- 
tween the  two  contending  Parties  in 
the  State.  But  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman and  his  Friends  deprived  the 
other  House  of  Parliament  of  that  co- 
operation which,  Constitutionally,  they 
had  a  right  to  demand  at  the  hands  of 
the  Executive  Government.     Notwith-  j 


standing  that  fact,  the  composition  of 
the  Committee  would  bear  criticism, 
and,  indeed,  it  could  scarcely  be  im- 
proved, even  if  the  Colleagues  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  had  placed  their 
services  at  the  disposal  of  the  other 
House.  On  that  Committee  was  a 
former  Cabinet  Colleague  of  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman,  with  respect  to  whom 
it  was  no  disparagement  to  any  of  his 
existing  Colleagues  to  say  that  they  did 
not  surpass  him  in  capacity  on  that  sub- 
ject, or  generally  on  any  subject  which 
he  chose  to  take  up  as  his  own.  And 
without  going  through  the  names  of 
that  Committee,  he  said  that  the  com- 
position of  that  body  was  one  of  which 
its  framers  need  not  feel  ashamed.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  talked  about  one- 
sided Committees,  and,  to  use  his  own 
neat  phraseology,  of  Committees  ''  not 
distinguished  by  the  absence  of  preju- 
dice.*' Would  the  House  allow  him  to 
draw  its  attention  to  the  quasi-jvidicial 
bodies  which  were  constituted  under  the 
auspices  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
himself?  Let  him  turn  to  the  Bess- 
borough  Commission.  What  was  its 
composition  ?  The  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man talked  of  a  body  that  was  not  dis- 
tinguished by  the  absence  of  prejudice. 
Why,  out  of  its  five  Members,  four  had 
been,  during  their  career  in  one  or  other 
House  of  Parliament,  thick-and-thin 
8up2)orters  of  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man. The  Bessborough  Commission 
proceeded  to  discharge  its  duties  in  a 
manner  which  showed  unmistakably 
the  composition  of  that  body.  Against 
its  Members  he  had  not  a  word  to  say, 
any  more  than  he  believed  that  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  wislied  to  say  one  word 
against  any  single  Member  of  the  Com- 
mittee in  *' another  place."  But  what  did 
that  Commission  do  ?  It  proceeded  at  a 
time  when  it  was  notorious  that  terror 
prevailed — he  did  not  now  say  by  whose 
fault — through  the  length  and  breadth  of 
Ireland  to  take  so-called  evidence.  And 
what  did  the  Commission  do  with  that 
evidence,  one-sided  as  it  was?  It  was 
proved  incontestably  that  the  majority 
of  the  Commissioners  signed  their  Re- 
port without  having  even  heard  the  re- 
butting evidence  on  the  other  side.  The 
Bessborough  Commission,  notwithstand- 
ing the  inherent  respectability  of  its 
component  elements,  would  go  down  to 
posterity  as  one  of  the  most  prejudiced 
bodies  ever  charged  with.  qua«i-'^v\^\cAvi\ 
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functions.     The  right  hon.   Gentleman 
had  another  opportunity  of  showing  how 
he  could  form  a  body  not  distinguished 
by  the  absence  of   prejudice.     What 
about    the    Land    Court?     They   had 
heard  a  great  deal  in  the  course  of  that 
debate  of  the  inferior  tribunals  which, 
he  was  told,  were  popularly  known  in 
Ireland  by  the  name  of  the  "  Sub-Con- 
fiseators."     They  had  heard  in  that  dis- 
cussion of  glaring  cases  of  gross  and  scan- 
dalous injustice  at  the  hands  of  those 
tribunals  ;  but  they  had  heard  but  little 
of  that  other  body  which,  as  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  would  say,  was  '*  not 
presumably  distinguished  by  the  absence 
of  prejudice  or  bias  " — the  Land  Court. 
It  was  entirely  composed  of  opponents 
of  the  Party  who  sat  on  that  (the  Oppo- 
sition) side  of  the  House,  and  of  sup- 
porters of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman. 
[Mr.  Gladstone:  No,  no!]    All  three 
Members  were  Liberals.     [Mr.  Glad- 
stone: Not  Mr.  Vernon.]    Let  him  be 
contradicted  if  he  was  incorrect ;  but  his 
right  hon.   and  learned  Friend  beside 
him  (Mr.  GKbson),  from  personal  know- 
ledge, said  that  Mr.  Vernon  himself  told 
him  he  was  a  Liberal  in  politics.     The 
right  hon.  Gentleman,  then,  who,  in  the 
two  instances  he  had  e^ven,  had  clearly 
shown  that  his  idea  of  an  impartial  tri- 
bunal was  one  that  was  singpdarly  one- 
sided, was  certainly  not  the  person  to 
throw  stones  from  the  very  tnin  glass- 
house in  which  he  resided.     They  had 
heard  during  the  debate  that  the  Land 
Act  was  universally  admitted  from  all 
sides  to  be  a  lamentable  and  complete 
failure;  they  had  heard  that  from  the 
tenants'  point  of  view  the  Act  was  a 
signal  and  conspicuous  failure;    they 
had  heard  that  from  the  landlordis'  point 
of   view    the    Act  was    what  he   had 
always  contended  was  also  the  case  with 
its  predecessor  passed  1 1  years  before — 
an  Act  of  scandalous  spoliation  and  in- 
justice.    Why  was  it  that  the  Land  Act 
was  regarded  both  by  the  landlords  and 
the  tenaats  to  be  a  signal  failure  ?    Be- 
cause it  ignored  the  real  difficulty  of  the 
situation,  and  proceeded  upon  entirely 
wrong  ground.     If  the  Land  Act  was 
to  be  a  success,  it  ought  to  be  an  im- 
mediate success — by  which    he  meant 
that  its  effects,  to  have  the  appearance 
of  success,  must  be  quick  in  showing 
themselyes ;  because  in  the  long  run  the 
Beads  of  that  measure  were  sure  to  bear 
fhe  flrnit  of  disastrous  failure.    What 

Mr.  J.  Lowther 


did  the   right  hon.   Gentleman's   own 
Commission  and  other  authorities  state 
had  been  the  real  cause  of  the  land 
difficulty  in  Ireland?  Why,  land  hunger ; 
and    how  did    the   Land  Act  propose 
to   deal  with  that   overpowering  land 
hunger?    It  allowed  land  hunger  still 
to  rule  the  roast.     Under  the  principle 
of  free  sale,  so-called,   it  enabled  the 
out-going    tenant    to    appropriate    the 
landlord's  property  and  sell  it  to  some- 
body else.     The  land  hunger,  they  were 
told,  formerly  enabled  the  landlord  to 
exact  a  rack  rent.     That  had  not  been 
satisfactorily  proved.    But  the  new  le- 
gislation had  encouraged  a  system  of 
rack  premiums ;    and  who  was  it  that 
profited  by  them?    Not  the  person  to 
whom  the  land  belonged ;  not  the  occu- 
pier of  the  land  in  perpetuity  ;  not  the 
person  who  was  to  till  the  soil ;  but  the 
out-going    tenant,    or,    more    properly 
speaking,   the    gombeen    man,    or  the 
money-lender.     The    occupier    in    the 
future  would  still  be  grouna  down  ;  but 
it  would  no  longer  be  by  rack  rent,  but 
by  what  was  far  worse — by  the  interest 
he    had    to    pay  on  a  rack  premium. 
Assuming,   for  the  sake  of  argument 
only — what  he  did  not  admit — that  the 
landlord  had  in  the  past  unduly  taken 
advantage  of  circumstances,  the  land- 
lord had  had  a  permanent  interest  in 
the    soil ;    if    he    exacted     an   undue 
rent    he     was     always    there     to     be 
taken  to  account  and  dealt  with,  per- 
haps in  the  somewhat  rough-and-ready 
fashion  in  which  he  had  been  of  late ; 
but,  at  any  rate,  he  was  there.   The  man 
who   exacted  the  rack  premium  would 
not  be  there ;  he  would  not  be  amen- 
able even  to  the  arguments  of  ''  Captain 
Moonlight ; "    and  the  rack  premiums 
would  weigh  on  the  poor  tenantry  far 
more  heavily  than  the  rawjk  rent.     They 
had  been  told,  in  the  course  of  a  recent 
debate,  that  there  was  a   marked  im- 
provement in  the  state  of  Ireland.     His 
faith  was  not  so  robust  as  that  of  some 
who  sat  near  him.  He  believed  he  stood 
alone  in  challenging  that  statement.  He 
said,  from  sources  of  information  which 
he   had,   that  that  was  too  optimist  a 
view.      He   found,   from  the   ordinary 
sources  of  information,   that  atrocities 
and  outrages,  even  if  they  had  numeri- 
cally diminished,   had    in    gravity  in- 
creased.    No  one  knew  that  better  than 
the  right  hon.   Gentleman    the    Chief 
Secretuy   for   Ireland.     The  Judges' 
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Cork  (Mr.  Shaw)  as  a  representative  of 
a  large  and  important  section  of  opinion 
in  Ireland.  If  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
relied  upon  the  hon.  Member  for  the 
County  of  Cork  as  a  representative  of 
the  popular  opinion  in  Ireland  he  rested 
upon  a  bruised  reed.  He  had  great 
respect  for  the  hon.  Member,  and  there- 
fore he  would  not  say,  in  the  slanff 
phrase  of  America,  that  he  was  played 
out.  What  he  said  was  this,  that  when- 
ever an  opportunity  presented  itself  in 
the  South  or  West  of  Ireland  of  trying 
conclusions  between  the  policy  of  the 
Prime  Minister  and  that  of  those  who 
more  explicitly  stated  their  desire  for  a 
legislative  separation  of  Ireland  from 
Great  Britain,  the  balance  invariably 
inclined  in  favour  of  the  more  extreme 
view.  Where,  for  example,  was  the 
Ministerial  candidate  for  Meath?  But 
it  was  hardly  worth  while  to  pursue  that 
topic  further.  The  Prime  Minister  had 
within  the  last  few  weeks  opened  up  a 
new  chapter  in  our  history.  On  a  former 
occasion,  he  pointed  out  to  the  people 
of  Ireland  the  proper  method  by  which 
Irish  reforms  could  be  obtained.  The 
outrage  at  Manchester,  and  the  outrage 
at  Clerkenwell  had,  he  said,  been  the 
indirect  cause  of  Irish  reforms.  [Mr. 
Gladstonb  dissented.]  What  did  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  say  at  Edinburgh, 
in  that  speech  which  his  noble  Friend 
the  Member  for  Liverpool  (Lord  Claud 
Hamilton)  quoted  the  other  night  in  the 
third  person,  but  of  which  he  was  happy 
to  say  he  had  procured  a  report  in  the 
first  person  ?    He  said — 

*'  Lord  Grey,  in  relation  to  the  past  gives  two 
glaring  instances  to  show  how  dangerous  a  man 
uiis  "hir.  Gladstone  is — the  abolition  of  the  Irish 
Church  and  the  reform  of  the  Irish  Land  Law. 
I  do  not  a^jee  with  Lord  Grey  as  to  the  enor- 
mity of  this  danger.  There  is  a  great  deal 
of  difficulty  still  to  contend  with  in  the  state 
of  Ireland  ;  but  that  the  people  of  Ireland 
want  to  be  detached  from  the  people  of  this 
country,  I  say  frankly,  I  do  not  believe.  It 
is  an  old  woman's  apprehension.  Lord  Grey 
misrepresents  me  in  saying  I  said  that  the 
murder  of  a  policeman  made  the  people  of  Eng- 
land see  that  the  Irish  Church  must  bo  abolished. 
I  never  said  anything  approaching  that.  What 
I  said  was  that  two  great  crimes  committed  in 
England  led  the  people  to  consider  the  state  of 
IrSnd." 

Those  were  the  words  of  the  Prime 
Minister,  and  he  would  leave  the  House 
to  discriminate  between  Tweedledum  and 
Tweedledee.  As  he  was  anxious  to  save 
the  time  of  the  House,  he  would  not 


pursue  that  question  further.  He  should 
like,  in  conclusion,  to  refer  to  one  very 
stock  argument  of  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man  and  his  Colleagues — namely,  that 
an  Act  once  passed,  there  could  be  no 
criticism  upon  it.  In  fact,  he  (Mr.  J. 
Lowther)  had  frequently  been  taken  to 
task  for  having  spoken  disparagingly 
of  Land  Acts  which  happened  to  be  the 
law  of  the  land.  Now  the  truth  was, 
he  had  invariably  said,  with  perhaps 
wearisome  iteration,  that  when  once  an 
Act  had  obtained  the  Koyal  sanction,  he 
for  one  clearly  recognized  that  vested 
rights  and  interests  sprang  up  under  it, 
and  he  would  not  be  a  party  to  its 
abolition  or  to  the  curtailment  of  its  ad- 
vantages to  those  who  profited  by  them 
without  compensation.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman,  in  talking  to  him  in  that 
fashion,  seemed  to  forget  that  there  was 
not  an  Act  upon  the  Statute  Book  which 
had  not  at  some  time  or  other  been  as- 
sailed by  him  or  his  Colleagues.  Nay, 
there  was  not  an  institution  of  the  Bealm 
which  had  not  been  assailed  by  them. 
Was  that  Motion  they  were  now  dis- 
cussing calculated  to  increase  the  respect 
of  the  people  for  an  integral  portion  of 
the  institutions  of  the  country  ?  And 
there  was  an  institution  even  higher 
than  the  House  of  Lords  which  had  not 
escaped  the  criticism,  and  he  regretted 
to  say  more  than  the  criticism,  of  some 
of  those  who  occupied  the  Treasury 
Bench.  And  what  were  the  thanks  that 
they  on  the  Opposition  side  of  the  House 
received,  if  they  accepted  as  a  necessity 
anv  Act  of  Parliament  passed  by  the 
large  majority  of  the  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  ?  Why,  only  the  other  night, 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  told  him  that 
his  mouth  was  closed  against  the  Land 
Act  of  1881,  because  that  measure  had 
been  reluctantly  accepted  by  the  House 
of  Lords.  That  was  encouraging,  he 
must  say,  to  the  Opposition  side  of  the 
House,  to  make  the  best  of  the  situa- 
tion when  they  found  themselves  in  a 
minority.  It  was  not  calculated  to  deter 
him  from  the  course  he  had  always 
adopted  of  opposing  to  the  utmost  of 
his  power  any  measure  to  which  he  ob- 
jected. The  Acts  which  he  had  from 
time  to  time  taken  the  liberty  to  take 
exception  to  were  quoted  afterwards  as 
a  precedent,  not  only  for  their  extension 
in  Ireland,  but  for  their  adaiptation  to 
this  portion  of  the  United  Kingdom ; 
and  he  hoped,  in  these  circumBtanoeSi 
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the  right  hon.  Qentleman  would  not  ex- 
pect Members  on  the  Opposition  side  of 
the  House  to*  accept  any  measure  with- 
out opposition  for  the  sake  of  obviating 
any  embarrassments  to  the  Government. 
He  thanked  the  House  for  the  attention 
with  which  they  had  listened  to  him, 
and  he  trusted  that  the  result  of  this 
debate  would  be  to  mark  the  sense,  even 
if  it  were  not  that  of  a  majority,  still 
that  of  a  commanding  and  a  respectable 
minority  in  that  House,  that  there  were 
grave  dangers  in  the  course  which  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  invited  the  House 
to  pursue,  and  would  show  that,  at  any 
rate,  a  large  section  of  popular  opinion 
in  this  country  was  opposed  to  that 
course,  and  that  one  Party  in  the  State 
was  not  prepared  to  follow  it. 

The  Mabquess  of  HAETINGTON 
said :  It  cannot  be  denied  that  a  great 
deal  of  this  debate  has  been  singularly 
irrelevant  to  the  question  before  the 
House,  and  I  do  not  think  that  the 
speech  which  has  just  been  delivered 
caji  be  considered  to  be  an  exception  to 
the  rule.  The  question  of  the  condition 
of  Ireland,  interesting  and  important  as 
it  is,  is  not  the  question  before  the  House. 
We  discussed  tne  condition  of  Ireland  at 
the  commencement  of  the  Session,  on 
the  Address  in  reply  to  Her  Majesty's 
Gracious  Speech,  for  the  space  of  nine 
days,  and  I  think  we  may  be  excused  if 
we  do  not  refer  again  on  this  totally 
different  issue  to  the  question  of  the 
condition  of  Ireland.  I  will  not  follow 
the  right  hon.  Qentleman  (Mr.  Lowther) 
in  his  discursive  remarks  upon  the  pre- 
sent condition  of  Ireland  and  the  absence 
of  my  right  hon.  Friend  the  Chief  Secre- 
tary. I  will  only  say,  with  regard  to  his 
observations  in  reference  to  the  Seed  Act, 
and  the  demoralization  of  the  people, 
which  he    thinks    resulted    from   that 

Act 

Mb.  J.  LOWTHER :  I  never  said  the 
Seed  Act  demoralized  the  people  of  Ire- 
land. I  myself  promoted  it.  What  I 
did  say  was,  that  an  assault  committed 
on  a  rate-collector,  engaged  in  collecting 
rates  under  the  Seed  Act,  showed  that 
the  demoralization  of  the  country  was  of 
Tery  great  extent. 

The  Makquess  of  HAETINGTON  : 
I  nnderstood  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
to  refer  to  the  outrage  which  took  place 
in  connection  with  the  collection  of  rates 
under  the  Seed  Act  as  proving  that  the 
demoralization  of  the  people  was  not 


checked,  if  it  was  not,  indeed,  en- 
couraged, by  lavisb  grants  out  of  the 
public  Exchequer.  If  I  misunderstood 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  I  am  very 
sorry,  but  certainly  I  understood  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  to  refer  to  the 
Seed  Act  and  the  demoralization  of  the 

feople  in  connection  with  lavish  grants, 
was  very  glad  to  hear  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  declaim  against  the  demo- 
ralization of  the  people  of  Ireland  by 
the  lavish  grants  whicn  have  been  madd 
to  them,  because  I  find  we  may  now 
hope  to  have  the  support  of  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  in  resisting  further  de- 
moralization of  the  people  from  the  same 
source ;  for  I  have  heard  that  side  of 
the  House  urge,  more  frequently  cer- 
tainly than  this  side  of  the  House,  pro- 
posals involving  subventions  from  the 
Exchequer  for  public  works,  for  emi- 
gration purposes,  for  the  promotion  of 
fisheries,  and  grants  for  other  purposes 
which  in  this  country  are  considered  to 
he  a  proper  field  for  private  enterprize, 
but  whicn,  in  the  opinion  of  some  hon. 
Members  opposite,  appear  to  be  in  Ire- 
land proper  subjects  for  subvention  from 
the  Imperial  Exchequer.     Well,  Sir,  if 
the  condition  of  Ireland  is  not  the  ques- 
tion before  the  House,  neither  are  the 
principles  nor  the  policy  of  the  Land  Act 
of  1881.     That  Act  is  the  law  of  the 
land,  for  good  or  for  evil.     [^Cheers.l    It 
is   the   law ;  and   I    am    not   going   to 
be  drawn,  by  the  cheers  of  hon.  Gentle- 
men   opposite,   into   a   discussion  whe- 
ther  it   is   for  good   or  for  evil.     The 
question  was   discussed   during  almost 
the  whole  of  last  Session ;  and  I  will 
freely  admit  there  is  more  excuse  for 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  who  has  just 
sat  down  than  for  many  other  hon.  Gen- 
tlemen to  give  us  his  opinion  of  the  Land 
Act  of  1881,  because,  on  account  of  cir- 
cumstances over  which  he  had  no  con- 
trol, he  was  not  in  a  position  to  favour 
us  last  Session  with  that  opinion.     Sir, 
there  is  no  proposal  before  us  for  the 
amendment  of  the  Land  Act  of  1881  ; 
and  I  think  it  will  be  admitted,  even  by 
hon.  Gentlemen  opposite,  that  if  the  in- 
quiry which  is  now  taking  place  by  the 
Committee  of  the  House  of  Lords,   or 
any  other  inquiry  which  could  be  insti- 
tuted, should  result  in  fresh  legislation 
on  the  subject  of  the  Land  Law,  that 
legislation  must  be  based  upon  principles 
not  widely  differing  from  those  which 
were    accepted     and    acted     upon     by 
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Parliament  last  Session.  Notwithstand- 
ing this,  a  large  part,  I  think  I  may 
say  the  greater  part,  of  this  debate 
has  dealt  with  the  principles  and  the 
policy  of  the  Land  Act  of  last  year. 
The  hon.  Member  for  Londonderry  (Mr. 
Lewis)  devoted  a  good  half  of  his  speech 
to  commenting  upon  the  principles  and 
the  policy  of  that  Act,  which  I  understand 
him  to  say  he  voted  for,  but  which  he 
now  appears  to  sincerely  regret  having 
voted  for.  Another  portion  of  his  speech 
was  devoted  to  an  attack  upon  my  hon. 
and  learned  Friend  the  Solicitor  General 
for  Ireland,  and  not  more  than  a  quarter 
of  his  speech  was  directed  to  the  only 
question  I  know  to  be  now  before  the 
House — namely,  the  mode  in  which  the 
Irish  Land  Act  has  been  administered. 
Certainly  there  is  one  Party  in  the  House 
which  I  can  understand,  and  which  I 
believe  really  does  desire  fresh  legisla- 
tion on  this  subject ;  but  such  fresh  legis- 
lation as  they  would  desire  would  be  in 
exactly  the  contrary  direction  from  that 
which  the  great  bulk  of  hon.  Members 
opposite  would  wish  to  see  it  carried. 
No  doubt,  hon.  Members  representing 
extreme  opinions  in  Ireland  do  desire 
legislation  based  upon  fresh  principles, 
and,  naturally,  they  would  approve  of  a 
proposal  for  inquiry  into  the  working  of 
the  Land  Act  coming  from  any  quarter, 
because  such  a  proposal  would  tend  to 
show  that  the  Land  Question  in  Ireland 
was  still  an  open  question.  But  I  can 
well  conceive  that  any  legislation  which 
would  be  favoured  by  those  hon.  Mem- 
bers to  whom  I  am  referring  would  not 
very  well  be  in  the  interests  of  those 
represented  by  hon.  and  right  hon.  Gen- 
tlemen opposite.  The  only  issues  before 
the  House  now  are  some  such  as  these. 
Is  the  Act  passed  by  Parliament  last 
year  being  fairly  and  honestly  adminis- 
tered? Is  any  inquiry  at  this  time, 
within  six  months  of  the  passing  of  that 
Act,  likely  to  have  a  beneficial  effect  on 
its  operation  ?  Will  not  such  an  inquiry 
rather  impair  its  beneficial  operation  ? 
And,  lastly,  is  there  any  cause,  founded 
either  on  Constitutional  practice  or  rea- 
sonable policy,  why  this  House  should 
not  declare  its  opinion  upon  the  action 
which  has  been  taken  in  regard  to  an 
inquiry  by  the  House  of  Lords  ?  If  time 
permitted,  I  should  like  to  refer  to  a  few 
remarkable  incidents  in  the  long  debate 
whioh  has  taken  place  which  were  once 
freih  in  the  reodleotion  of  the  House, 
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but  which  have,  no  doubt,  now  suino- 
what  faded  from  its  memory.  I  should 
like  to  remind  the  House  how,  on  last 
Monday  week,  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Leader  of  the  Opposition  rose  amid 
the  cheers  of  his  Followers,  and,  after  due 
Notice  given,  stood  forward  as  the  cham- 
pion of  the  House  of  Lords.  Not  only 
was  he  prepared  to  defend  the  House  of 
Lords  when  attacked,  but  he  would  also 
prevent  its  being  attacked  at  all.  The 
House  will  remember  how  the  cheers 
whioh  greeted  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
when  he  rose  faded  away  when  it  turned 
out  that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  had 
re-considered  the  Notice  he  had  given,  and 
how  he  rose  only  to  ask  for  an  explana- 
tion of  the  action  of  the  Government, 
and  how  at  last  he  sat  down  without  in- 
forming the  House  whether  he  intended 
to  resist  the  Motion  for  the  postpone- 
ment of  the  Orders  of  the  Day  or  not. 
The  House  will  also  recollect  the  vigorous 
attack  which  was  made  by  the  hon. 
Member  for  Mid  Lincolnshire  (Mr. 
Chaplin)  in  that  short  debate  on  the  Land 
Act,  in  which  he  pointed  out  and  showed, 
as  he  has  endeavoured  to  show  again 
to-night,  that  in  his  opinion  an  inquiry 
into  its  operation  was  a  foregone  con- 
clusion. The  hon.  Gentleman,  with  that 
modesty  for  which  he  is  so  eminently 
distinguished,  has  to-night  disclaimed 
the  mild  and  soft  impeachment  that  he 
was  on  that  occasion  representing  the 
House  of  Lords.  The  House  of  Lords 
might  hesitate  before  they  intrusted  even 
so  able  a  Member  with  their  representa- 
tion in  this  House.  An  hon.  Member 
from  Ireland  stated  in  his  speech  what 
he  believed  to  be  the  aim  and  object  of 
the  inquiry  which  it  is  now  proposed  to 
institute  into  the  operation  of  the  Land 
Act.  I  cannot  help  thinking  that  that 
speech,  able  and  eloquent  as  it  was, 
somewhat  spoilt  the  strategic  movement 
contemplated  by  the  Leader  of  the  Oppo- 
sition, and  the  division  which  took  place 
seemed  to  me  to  take  place  under  some- 
what disastrous  circumstances.  The  hon. 
and  gallant  Member  for  Sussex  (Sir 
Walter  B.  Bartellot)  almost  complained 
of  the  conduct  of  Mr.  Speaker  in  calling 
upon  two  Members  representing  Irish 
constituencies  below  the  Gangway  to  act 
as  Tellers  in  that  Division.  I  must 
say.  Sir,  that  I  shared  the  hon.  and 
gidlant  Member's  regret.  I  wish  your 
eyes  had  rested  on  the  hon.  Member 
for   Mid   linoolnshire  (Mr.    Chaplin), 
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as  I  think  it  would  have  been  still 
more  edifying,  as  showing  the  nature 
of  a  certain  aJliance — the  singular  al- 
liance—which exists  between  the  Con- 
servatiye  Party  and  the  extreme  Irish 
Party  in  its  true  light.  I  am  not  sure 
that  the  Party  opposite  was  not  doomed 
to  further  disappointment  in  the  course 
of  that  evening.  When  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  junior  Member  for  the 
University  of  Dublin  (Mr.  Gibson)  rose 
to  oppose  the  Motion  of  my  right  hon. 
Friend,  he  did  not  meet  the  Besolution 
either  with  a  direct  negative  or  with  an 
Amendment.  He  declined  to  ask  the 
House  to  contradict  the  assertion  con- 
tained in  the  Hesolution — he  declined  to 
ask  the  House  to  say  that  Parliamentary 
inquiry  at  the  present  time  into  the 
working  of  the  Land  Act  would  not 
tend  to  defeat  the  operation  of  the  Act, 
or  be  injurious  to  the  permanent  peace 
and  good  government  of  Ireland.  I  must 
say  uat  although,  until  towards  the  close 
of  his  speech,  he  never  alluded  to  the 
"Previous  Question,"  which  he  was 
about  to  move,  the  whole  speech  was 
eminently  adapted  to  an  Amendment  of 
that  description.  He  referred  to  some 
of  the  precedents — especially  to  the  pre- 
cedent of  1839 — but  he  wisely  declined 
to  follow  the  example  which  was  set  by 
Sir  Robert  Peel  in  1839.  In  1839,  a 
Resolution  somewhat  resembling  that 
which  has  now  been  moved  by  my  right 
hon.  Friend  was  met  by  Sir  Robert  Peel. 
But  how  ?  It  was  met  by  an  Amend- 
ment which  was  prefaced  by  a  Preamble 
containing  a  statement  of  facts  and  a 
recital  of  reasons  why  the  Resolution 
should  not  be  agreed  to.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  would  have  found  himself 
somewhat  embarrassed  if  he  had  at- 
tempted to  draw  up  a  Resolution  based 
upon  these  lines.  In  1839,  Sir  Robert 
Peel  was  able  to  say — 

"It  is  not  fit  that  this  Houge  should  adopt 
a  proceeding  which  has  the  appearance  of 
calling  in  question  the  undoubted  right  of  the 
House  of  Lords  to  inquire  into  the  state  of 
Ireland,  in  respect  to  crime  and  outrage,  more 
egpeciallv  when  the  exercise  of  that  right  by  the 
House  of  Lords  does  not  interfere  with  any  pre- 
▼ious  proceeding  or  resolution  of  the  House  of 
Commons,  nor  with  the  progress  of  any  legis- 
lative measure  assented  to  by  the  House  of 
Commons,  or  at  present  under  its  consideration/' 
-[3  Hansard,  xlvii.  76-77.1 

If  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  could  have 
repeated  the  latter  part  of  that  allega- 
tion, as  perhaps  he  might  have  done, 


with  literal   aoouracy,  he  would  have 
raised  an   awkward   question  whether 
the   present   proceeding  of  the  House 
of  Lords  did  not  inter^re  with  a  mea- 
sure not  now  under  the  consideration  of 
the  House  of  Commons,  but  which  was 
lately  under  the  consideration  of  Parlia- 
ment, which  was  passed  by  both  Houses 
of  Parliament,  and  which  has  not  yet 
had  time  to  develop  itself.     He  urged 
that  the  House  of  Lords  had  had  insuffi- 
cient warning,  and  none  of  these  conse- 
quences were  foretold  in  the  debate  in 
the  House  of  Lords.     I  shall  not  refer 
in  detail  to  the  speeches  made  in  the 
House  of  Lords;  but  the  House  will 
allow  me  the  same  latitude  as  was  al- 
lowed to  the  right  hon.  Gentleman.     I 
have  read  the  whole  of  that  debate  in  the 
House  of  Lords,  and  it  appears  to  me 
that  the  Members  of  the  Government  in 
the  House  of  Lords  gave  strong  and 
adequate  reasons  to  show  why  an  inquiry 
into  the  action  of  the  Land  Court  at  the 
present  time  must  paralyze  its  operation ; 
and  if  they  were  unable  to  see  that  the 
paralysis  of  the  Land  Act  would  exer- 
cise a  prejudicial  and  baneful  effect  on 
the  cause  of  law  and  order  in  Ireland,  I 
think    the  Conservative  Party  in  tiie 
House  of  Lords  is  not  so  intelligent  as 
Members  of  this  House  give  them  credit 
for.     I  can  only  say  that  Members  of  the 
Government  in  the  other  House  opposed 
the  Motion  with  all  their  strength,  and 
they  used  those  arguments  which  they 
thought  most  likely  to   convince    and 
prevail  upon  the  House  of  Lords  ;  and  I 
can   hardly  think  that  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  was  serious  when  he  alleged 
the  other  day  that  the  consequences  of 
that  Motion   were  not   adequately  pre- 
sented to  the  House  of  Lords.     Then  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  said  those  conse- 
quences,  if  they   existed,    might  have 
been  met  in  another  way.     He  said  the 
Prime  Minister  could  have  got  a  ques- 
tion asked  in  the  House  of  Commons,  to 
which  he  could  have  given  an  answer  as 
long  and  as  full  as  he  liked,  and  he  could 
have  disclaimed  all  responsibility  for  the 
inquiry  instituted  by  the  House  of  Lords. 
I   think  the   proceeding  that  we  have 
taken  is  more  respectful  to  the  House  of 
Lords  than   that  recommended  by  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman.     I  do  not  think 
that  the  consequences  of  a  formal  pro- 
ceeding such  as  that  we  were  invited  to 
take  could  or  ought  to  bo  neutralized  by 
any  explanation  from  a  Minister  iiv  cav- 
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other  House.  The  right  hon.  Gentle- 1 
man  did  not  attempt  to  defend  inquiry 
into  the  judicial  operation  of  the  Act.  I 
admit  that  he  said  he  could  not  approve 
of  an  inquiry  which  would  favour  of 
interference  with  the  judicial  adminis- 
tration of  the  Act  or  lessen  the  indepen- 
dence of  the  Court. 

Me.  GIBSON:  That  was  quoted 
against  me,  and  I  at  once  rejected  the 
accuracy  of  the  report,  and  said  that  I 
had  used  the  words  *^  the  independence 
of  its  judicial  administration."  The 
noble  Lord  will  find  in  some  of  the  re- 
ports that  correction  of  mine  on  the 
same  night. 

The  Marquess  of  TTARTINGTON  : 

"  He  would  not  be  favourable  to  an  inquiry 
which  would  be  an  interference  with  the  judi- 
cial administration  of  the  Act,  or  lessen  the 
independence  of  the  Commission.'* 

The  sense  appears  to  me  to  be  the  same. 
On  what  ground  has  the  inquiry  been  jus- 
tified ?  Why,  the  only  ground  on  which  it 
was  defended  and  justified  by  the  House 
of  Lords  was  the  ground  that  a  review 
of  the  judicial  administration  of  the  Act 
by  the  Land  Court,  and  especially  by  the 
Sub-Commissioners,  was  necessary  and 
urgent.  That  was  the  ground,  and  the 
only  ground,  upon  which  the  inquiry 
was  demanded  in  the  other  House.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  intimated  various 
points  which  he  said  might  properly,  and 
without  harm,  form  the  subject  of  in- 
quiry. But  the  subjects  were  never  re- 
^rred  to  or  mentioned  in  the  other 
House — or  only  for  the  purpose  of  being 
set  aside.  The  speech  of  the  right  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman  the  senior  Mem- 
ber for  the  University  of  Dublin  (Mr. 
Flunket),  the  speech  of  the  noble  Lord 
the  Member  for  Liverpool  (Lord  Claud 
Hamilton),  the  speech  of  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Leitrim  (Mr.  Tottenham),  and 
that  of  the  hon.  Member  for  Portarlington 
(Mr.  Fitzpatrick}  have  all  defended  the 
inquiry  upon  jg^rounds  based  solely  on 
the  necessity  of  a  review  of  the  judicial 
decisions  which  have  been  pronounced. 
The  noble  Lord  the  Member  for  Liver- 
pool (Lord  Claud  Hamilton)  even  made 
It  a  matter  of  accusation  against  my  right 
hon.  Friend  at  the  head  of  the  Govern- 
ment, that  he  allowed  the  Sub -Com- 
missioners to  proceed  in  their  Courts  as 
they  had  done — as  if  my  right  hon. 
Friend  had  power  to  control  the  action 
of  the  Land  Court  and  that  of  the  Sub- 
Cbmmisaioners,    who     were    appointed 
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under  the  authority  of  the  Government, 
but  not  under  the  authority  of  an  Act  of 
Parliament.  Well,  then,  Sir,  the  charge 
which  has  been  made  against  the  Com- 
missioners is  that  they  have  made  indis- 
criminate reductions  of  rent — made  re- 
ductions upon  false  principles.  I  shall 
have  a  word  to  say  upon  that  by-and- 
bye.  Those  were  the  grounds  upon 
which  the  inquiry  was  defended  in  the 
House  of  Lords,  and  the  g^unds  upon 
which  the  inquiry  has  been  justified  in 
this  House ;  and  it  is  in  vain  for  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for  West 
Gloucestershire  (Sir  Michael  Hicks- 
Beach)  to  attempt  to  prove  that  this  in- 
quiry will  be  innocuous,  because  it  will 
be  limited  to  topics  to  which  it  was  not 
the  object  or  desire  of  the  Committee  to 
limit  uiB  inquiry — namely,  to  the  opera- 
of  the  Purchase  Clauses,  the  Reclamation 
Clauses,  and  the  Emigration  Clauses.  It 
is  perfectly  easy  to  understand  why  those 
clauses  cannot  yet  have  had  their  full 
operation.  To  the  Purchase  Clauses  I 
still  attach  as  much  importance  as  I  have 
ever  attached  to  them,  and  I  believe  that 
in  them  will  be  found  ultimately  the 
most  useful  portion  of  the  Act.  It  is 
perfectly  natural,  in  the  state  of  un- 
certainty which  now  prevails,  to  expect 
that  until  some  certain  knowledge  is 
arrived  at  as  to  the  basis  upon  which 
future  rents  are  to  be  fixed,  until  a 
larger  number  of  decisions  as  to  fair 
rents  have  been  g^ven,  and  until  the 
country  has  resumed  a  greater  state  of 
tranquillity,  to  expect  that  the  tenants 
will  come  forward  to  buy  their  holdings. 
They  will  desire,  in  the  first  instance,  to 
have  some  certainty  as  to  the  terms  upon 
which  they  will  be  allowed  to  enjoy  them. 
There  is  another  portion  of  the  Act  of 
which  we  have  heard  a  little,  and  to 
which  some  importance  is  attached. 
That  is  the  Free  Sale  Clause,  That 
clause  was  considered,  especially  in  Ul- 
ster, to  be  as  important  as  any  other  in 
the  Act.  That  clause  has  as  yet  had  but 
little  operation,  but  I  think  that  here- 
after it  will  have  considerable  operation. 
The  same  causes  which  have  prevented 
the  Purchase  Clauses  of  the  Act  from 
having  any  extended  operation  have  also 
retarded  Uie  operation  of  this  clause. 
Well,  then,  I  think  Sir,  we  are  justified 
in  asking,  at  all  events,  that  the  House 
ought  to  decide  before  it  goes  to  a  divi- 
sion upon  which  basis  this  inquiry — if 
there  is  to  be  an  inquiry— is  to  be  held. 
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Ifti$  to  be  ail  ioqidiT  inio  <bfi  judicial 
(^evftion  of  iha  niil-umg  oUiiaes  of  the 
A(Dtf  Or  is  it  to  be  an  inoairy  into 
thoae  matters  wjuoh  were  inaioated  by 
ike  right  bon.  Ghantleman  the  Member 
Ibr  the  UniFeraity  of  Dablin  (Mr.  Qib- 
aon)  1  U  into  the  latter,  I  saj  the  time 
is  too  soon ;  the  inoaixy  is  premature ; 
there  are  no  materials  for  entering  upon 
the  inquiry.  If  the  former,  I  say  tnat 
tiks  inquiry  cannot  but  be  izgurious  at 
the  present  time,  inasmuch  as  it  must 
iotemre  with  the  freedom  and  inde- 
pendence of  the  Land  Courts,  and  of 
ue  8nb-Oommissioners.  Then  Sir,  we 
are  told  {bat  concessions  have  been  made 
by  the  House  of  Lords  which  might 
form  the  basiB  of  a  compromise.  I 
vdAi  reply  to  any  sudi  allegation,  that 
a  formal  reference  to  the  Act  by  one 
biuich  of  the  Legialature  cannot  be 
qualified  by  any  such  informal  invita- 
tions as  haTO  been  received  from  the 
Ohairmaii  of  the  Oommittee  of  the  Houto 
of  Lords,  and  that  any  such  proposal 
can  o^ly  produce  misunderstancung,  aud 
camfpt  fma  a  sufficiently  definite  basis 
fornoompromise.  It  has  been  nublidy 
^tir?**^  that  the  Oonmiittee  ooes  not 
consider  it  within  the  scope  of  the  re- 
forenoe  made  to  them  by  tne  House  to 
inquire  into  the  correctness  of  any  judi- 
cial decisions  which  the  Land  Oommio- 
sioners  or  the  Sub-Oommisaioners,  in 
the  exercise  of  their  judicial  functions, 
may  have  arrived  at.  If  an  informal 
assurance  of  that  sort,  could,  under  any 
droumstances,  be  accepted  as  the  basis 
of  a  compromise,  I  say  that  intimation 
is  utterly  msuffloient.  No  one  ever  sup- 
posed that  the  Committee  of  the  House 
of  Lords  was  appointed  to  review  the 
decisions  which  have  actually  been  made 
and  to  endeavour  to  correct  those  deci- 
sions. What  is  still  supposed  is  that 
they  will  review  the  gpx)unds  of  those 
decuions  with  the  view  of  altering  the 
future  operations  of  the  Courts.  Under 
that  explanation,  it  remains  open  to  the 
Committee  to  summon  before  them  the 
Commissioners  themselves  and  the  Sub- 
Commissioners,  to  examine  them  as  to 
their  opinions,  their  antecedents,  their 
chsracter,  their  associations,  and  the 
principles  upon  which  they  have  pro- 
ceeded. In  fact,  the  proposal  which  is 
made  is  to  endeavour  to  force  them  to 
do  that  which  the  House  of  Commons 
itself  attempted  to  do  last  year,  and 
which  it  found   itself  unable  to  do — 


namely,  to  endearoor  to  frame  a  defini- 
tion of  the  basb  oJF  a  fair  rent.  The 
House  will  recollect  that  last  year  the 
Bill  contained  a  definition  of  Mr  rent. 
After  long  diwmssions,  that  definition 
was  omitted,  with  the  consent  of  both 
sides  of  the  House,  and  mainly  at  the 
instance  of  hon.  Oentleman  on  the  other 
side.  The  hon.  and  learned  Member 
for  Antrim  (Mr.  Macnaffhten),  in  his 
speech  on  tiie  second  reading,  said — 

"  I  believe  that  nothing  move  is  refolred  than 
to  direct  the  Oourt  to  detemune  what  is  a  lair 
rent  under  aU  the  oiionmstanoes  of  the  case.  If 
the  Court  cannot  find  out  what  a  lair  rent  is  in 
any  partioolar  oaae^  the  Judges  oertainly  will 
not  be  woxth  their  aalaiy ;  thSf  will  only  be  fit 
for  the  lunaiio  asylnm  with  whioh  the  hon. 
Member  for  CorkOoonty  (Mr.  Shaw)  threatened 
Jndgee  who  fail  to  understand  this  Bin."— 
[8  ifafMwrW,  odkd.  812-8.] 

That  was  the  opinion  of  the  hon.  and 
learned  Member  for  Antrim.  That  was 
the  opinion  unanimously  accepted  by 
the  House  of  Commons  ;  and  the  House 
of  Oommons  having  deliberately  ab- 
stained from  inserting  in  the  Bill  a  defi- 
nition of  a  fair  rent,  on  what  principle 
of  fisimeBs  or  of  policy  is  it  now  endea- 
voured to  force  tiie  Lemd  Oommiasioners 
and  the  Sub-Oommissioners  to  give  a 
definition  whidi  the  House  of  Oommons 
was  unable  to  frame  for  itself  ?  Then 
the  appointment  of  the  Sub-Oonmiis- 
sioners  has  been  attacked,  and  one  of 
the  grounds  on  which  this  inquiry  is 
advocated  has  been  that  an  investigation 
of  the  grounds  of  their  appointment  is 
desirable.  My  right  hon.  Friend  the 
Chief  Secretary  lor  Ireland  is  mainly 
responsible  for  the  appointment  of  the 
Sub-Commissioners.  My  right  hon. 
Friend  is  prepared  to  justify  those  ap- 
pointments ;  but  he  maintains,  and  the 
(Government  maintain,  that  if  those  ap- 
pointments are  attacked  they  ought  to  be 
attacked  in  this  House,  where  he  will  be 
able  to  meet  any  charges  which  are 
brought  against  the  Sub-Commissioners, 
and  to  state  the  g^unds  on  which  they 
were  appointed.  If  these  appointments 
are  to  be  challenged,  why  cannot  a  Vote 
of  Censure  be  brought  forward,  either' 
upon  the  Government  or  upon  my  right 
hon.  Friend  ?  If  improper  appointments 
have  been  made,  it  does  not  require  a 
Committee  to  prove  them.  The  unfit- 
ness of  the  Commissioners  for  the  post 
can  be  proved  in  this  House,  where  my 
right  hon.  Friend  would  have  an  oppor- 
tunity of  meeting  the  vague  charges 
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brought  against  the  Sub-Oommisaioners. 
The  character  of  those  charges  has  been 
shown  by  the  attack  made  by  the  hon. 
Member  for  Londonderry  (Mr.  Lewis) 
this  evening  on  my  hon.  and  learned 
Friend  the  Solicitor  General  for  Ireland. 
The  hon.  Member  directly  imputed  to 
the  Government  that  the  Sub-Commis- 
sioners had  been  appointed  as  a  reward 
— ^for  political  services  to  my  hon.  and 
learned  Friend.  But  my  hon.  and  learned 
Friend  has  shown  that  two,  at  all  events, 
of  these  gentlemen  had  nothing  to  do 
with    the  Derry  Election.    [_Laughter.'] 
Hon.  Members  who  laugh  were  not  in 
the  House  when  my  hon.  and  learned 
Friend  answered    this  charge.     While 
I    am    referring    to    the    speech    of 
the    hon.    Member    for    Londonderry 
(Mr.  Lewis),  letme  just  allude  to  anothur 
portion  of  it.     He  imputed  to  my  hon. 
and  learned  Friend  that  he  and  his  sup- 
porters had  deliberately  corrupted  the 
electors  of  Derry,  by  holding  out  to 
them  promises  of  advantage  from  the 
operation  of  the  Land  Act.     Sir,   the 
Land  Act  was  a  great  political  question, 
which  occupied  the  attention  of  Parlia- 
ment and  of  the  country  during  the 
whole  of  the  previous  year.  It  was  still, 
and,  as  the  present  debate  shows,  it  is 
still,  a  political  question,  and  do  hon. 
Members  suppose  that  it  was  possible  to 
exclude  a  question  like  the  operation  of 
the  Land  Act  from  a  county  election  in 
Ireland  ?     Why,  Sir,  it  was  absolutely 
necessary  and    inevitable — I  will  not 
say  that  it  was  not  legitimate — that  both 
sides  should  discuss  the  operation  of  the 
Land  Act.     Both  sides  did  discuss  it, 
and  they  discussed  it  with  the  utmost 
freedom.     But  what  is  this  imputation  ? 
It  is  that  my  hon.  and  learned  Friend 
and  his  supporters  did  endeavour    to 
pervert  and  influence  the  electors  of  the 
county  of  Derry  in  the  discharge  of 
their  political  duty,  by  the  hope  of  per- 
sonal advantage.     [*•  Hear,  hear!  "J    I 
think  hon.  Members  are  somewhat  pre- 
mature in  cheering,  for  the  electors  of 
the  county  of  Derry  are  not  the  only 
persons    personally    interested    in    the 
operation  of  the  Act.    I  should  like  to 
know  how  many  Peers  who  voted  for 
the  inquiry  in  "  another  place,"  or  how 
many  hon.  Members  in  this  House,  who 
have  supported  this  inquiry,  are  person- 
ally interested  ?    I  suppose,  and  1  hope, 
that  the  hon.  Member  for  Londonderry 
(Mr.  Lewis),  and  his  Friends  who  cheered, 
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would  resent  any  imputation  that  any  of 
those  noble  Lords  or  hon.  Members  in 
this  House  are  actuated  in  their  votes, 
with  regard  to  this  measure,  by  any 
idea  of  its  effects  upon  themselves  per- 
sonally.    But,  Sir,  if  they  are  ready,  as 
I  trust  they  are,  to  disclaim  any  such 
imputation,   what  right  have   they  to 
impute  to  the  electors  of  the  county  of 
Londonderry  that  they  are  influenced  in 
the  discharge  of  their  political  duty,  by 
the  hope  of  personal  advantage,    any 
more  than    they    are    themselves  ?    I 
maintain  that    the    concessions  which 
have  been  offered  by  the  Committee  of 
the  House  of  Lords  are  no  concessions 
at  all.     I  say  that  the  clear  original  in- 
tentions of  the  House  of  Lords  are  still 
maintained ;  not  that  they  are  going  to 
review  individual  cases,  which  we  never 
apprehended   they  would  do,  but  that 
they  intend  to  review  the    principles 
upon   which    the  Commissioners   have 
acted,  to  impeach  those  principles,  and, 
if  possible,  to  reverse  them.     And  how 
is  that  to  be  done  ?    It  is  to  be  effected, 
if  possible,  by  a  process  of  intimidation 
by  the  Committee,  and  if  it  cannot  be 
done  by  a  process  of  intimidation,  then 
it  is  to  be  done  by  fresh  legislation.  The 
question    was  put  to  the  majority  in 
''  another  place,"  and  it  was  answered 
by  the  cheers  of  that  majority,   that 
fresh  legislation  was  to  be  brought  in. 
It  is  precisely  on  that  ground  that  the 
hon.  Member  opposite  says  there  must 
be  fresh  legislation.     I  say  it  is  pre- 
cisely on  that  ground,   also,    that  we 
deprecate  this  inquiry,  which  is  a  re- 
opening of  the  Land  Question,  an  im- 
pediment to  the  operation  of  the  Act  of 
last  year,  and  an  inducement  to  fdrther 
agitation.     The  speech  delivered  by  the 
hon.   Member  for  Sligo   (Mr.    Sexton) 
has  been  referred  to  by  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  East  Glou- 
cestershire (Sir  Michael  Hicks-Beach), 
who  asked  us  whether  we  did  not  think 
that  speech  had  done  as  much  to  injure 
the  Land  Act  as  any  inquiry  could  do  ? 
I  cannot  help  feeling    that    occasions 
would  have  been  found  for  delivering 
that  speech  even  if  this  Motion  had  not 
been  made ;  but  I  should  think  it  might 
have  occurred  to  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man that  it  offered  some  grounds  for 
conjecture  as  to  the  nature  of  the  ques- 
tions that  would  be  raised  by  the  re- 
opening of  any  subject  dealt  with  by 
the  Land  Act,    I  phould  have  thought 
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that  speech  might  have  suggested  to  tlie 
light  non.  Gentleman  and  his  Friends 
some  reflections  as  to  the  cause  of  this 
Btran|^    and    unnatural    alliance    and 
combination    between    hon.    Members 
opposite   and  those  sitting  below   the 
Gangway.     Whether  they  will  vote  to- 
gether against  this    Motion  I  cannot 
teU ;  but  they  have  been  united  through- 
out the  debate  which  has  taken  place 
upon  it.     They  have  been  united  in  the 
endeavour  to  discredit  the  operation  of 
the  Land  Act ;  they  have  been  united  in 
the  endeavour  to  iustitute  an  inquiry, 
hostile  in  its  character,  to  the  Land  Act, 
and  they  have  been  united  in  endeavour- 
ing to  institute  an  inquiry  which  will  be 
the  prelude  to  fresh  legislation.     Does 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  suppose  that 
the  objects  which  the  hon.  Member  for 
Sligo  has  in  view  are  in  the  interest  of 
Lish  landlords,  and  such  as  hon.  Gen- 
tlemen opposite   would  desire  to  pro- 
mote ?    The  hon.  Member  for  Sligo  has 
referred  to  poor  tenants  in  the  West  of 
Ireland,  who  paid  rents  of  from  £10  to 
£15  a-year,  and  he  asks — ''What  is  the 
use  of  a  reduction  of  £2  or  £3  rent  to 
tenants  of  this  character,  burdened  as 
they  are  with  arrears  ?  "  To  what,  then, 
did  the  speech  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
Sligo  point  ?  Why,  to  a  much  greater  re- 
duction in  the  rents  of  these  poor  tenants; 
it  pointed  to  placing  them  in  possession 
of  their  farms  rent  free,  either  by  a  total 
confiscation  of  the  property  of  the  land- 
lords, or  by  fresh  legislation.     Such  are 
the  doctrines  which  hon.  Members  oppo- 
site seem  to  be  desirous  of  promoting, 
by  means  of  this  inquiry,  and  that,  too, 
at  a  time  when  Ireland  requires  rest  from 
agitation,  and  breathing  time,  in  order 
that   the  effects  of  the  Land  Act  may 
develop.     It  seems  to  be  their  desire, 
when  this  repose  is  so  much  needed,  to 
add  a   Parliamentary  agitation   to  the 
agitation  which  already  exists.     Can  it 
be  denied  that  such  a  re-opening  of  the 
Irish  Land  Question  is  injurious  to  the 
interest  of  good  government  in  Ireland  ? 
In  my  opinion  it  is  fatal  to  it,  and  it  is 
also  fatal  to  the  good  faith  of  Parlia- 
ment, which,  on  the  solicitation  of  those 
responsible  for  the  government  of  Ire- 
land, conferred  on  us  powers  of  an  ex- 
ceptional character,  for  the  preservation 
of  peace  in  that  country.   Those  powers, 
as  the  House  is  aware,  have  been  largely 
used.      They  have  been  used  to  defend 
the    rights   of  landlords.      They   were 
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asked,  and  granted  on  the  faith  of  the 
pledge,  that,  at  the  same  time,  we  would 
also  apply  to  Parliament  for  a  measure 
relating  to  the  Land  Laws  of  Ireland. 
That  pledge  was  redeemed,  and  Parlia- 
ment did  pass  the  measure,  which  was 
the  supplement  to  our  Coercion   Bill. 
But,  Sir,  within  six  months  of  the  pass- 
ing of  that  Act,  the  question  is  to  be  re- 
opened, and  as  hon.  Members  opposite 
seem  to  think,  new  legislation  is  to  be 
introduced,  which  shall  have  the  effect 
of  taking  away  something  that  the  Land 
Act  has  given  to  the  tenants  in  Ireland. 
If  that  result  is  to  follow,  then  I  venture 
to  say  that  these  coercive  powers,  which 
we  are  now  using  in  defence  of  the  land- 
lords, have  been  obtained  under  false 
pretences.     Before  I  conclude,  let  me 
say  a  few  words  as  to  the  expediency  of 
the  censure  which,  it  is  said,  we  propose 
to  pass  on  the  other  House  of  Parlia- 
ment. I  do  not  deny,  and  I  am  perfectly 
willing  to  admit,  that  the  difference  of 
opinion  between  the  two  Houses  is  un- 
fortunate, or  it  may  be  unwise ;  but  I 
do  not  admit  that  a  difference  of  opinion, 
frankly  proclaimed,  necessarily  consti- 
tutes censure.      What  has  happened? 
One  House  of  Parliament,  in  the  perfect 
exercise  of  its  right  and  discretion,  has 
selected  an  Act  from  the  Statute  Book, 
and  has  ordered  an  inquiry  into  that 
Statute  to  be  made.      In  the  opinion  of 
Her  Majesty's  Government,  and  in  the 
opinion  of  the  majority  of  this  House, 
that  inquiry  is  inexpedient.    We  do  not 
propose  to  prevent  it ;  we  cannot  pre- 
vent it ;  but  we  propose  to  do  what  we 
can  legitimately  ao,  and  that  is  to  ask 
this  House  to  express  its  opinion  as  to 
the   inexpediency   of  that   inquiry,    as 
clearly  as  the  opinion  of  the  other  House 
of  Parliament  has  been  expressed  to  the 
contrary.      We  ask  this   House   to   do 
what  it  can  to  neutralize  what  we  be- 
lieve to  be  the  bad  effects  of  the  action 
taken  by  the  House  of  Lords.      We  did 
not  provoke  this    debate.     It  did  not 
proceed  from  a  desire  on  the  part  of  the 
Government  to  obtain  a  Vote  of  Confi- 
dence,   either  in   its  policy,   or  in  the 
operation   of  the  Land  Act.     But  the 
Land  Act  has  been   attacked    by  the 
House  of  Lords  ;  and,  for  the  purpose  of 
restoring  the  confidence  of  the  people  of 
Ireland   in   the   Act, .  we    express    our 
opinion  that  the  proposed  inquiry  is  in- 
expedient, and  injurious  to  the  interests 
of  good  government   in    Ireland.      On 
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this  quefltion  Parliament  is  not  unani- 
mous. We  admit  that  the  want  of 
unanimity  is  a  misfortune ;  but  we  are 
also  of  opinion  that  in  this  case  una- 
nimity between  the  two  Houses  of  Par* 
liament  would  be  a  still  greater  mis- 
fortane.  On  what  grounds  is  it  asserted 
that  this  inquiry  will  be  inexpedient? 
No  one  denies  that  this  House  has  a 
perfect  right  to  canvass  the  proceedings 
of  the  other  House,  which  are  formally 
and  officially  brought  to  its  notice.  The 
objections  which  are  raised  to  the  pre- 
sent Motion  seem  to  proceed  on  one  or 
two  assumptions,  both  of  which  are,  in 
my  opinion,  inconsistent  with  the  dignity 
and  power  of  the  other  House.  &ose 
assumptions  are,  that  the  other  House 
is  something  too  sacred  to  be  touched,  or 
that  it  is  something  too  fragile  to  be 
touched.  Irresponsible  power  is  not 
good  for  anyone  to  exercise,  and  the 
House  of  Lords  is  no  exception  to  that 
principle.  We  cannot  make  the  House 
of  Loras  responsible  for  the  government 
of  Ireland.  We  cannot  fasten  upon 
them  the  whole  burden  of  that  responsi- 
bility. We  say  that  in  this  instance 
they  have  interposed  a  g^ye  and  serious 
obstacle  and  difficulty  in  the  task  of 
governing  Ireland,  and  we  think  it  our 
duty  to  cast  upon  them  the  responsi- 
bility for  their  action.  Such  a  proceed- 
ing is  no  censure.  It  is  no  menace,  no 
attack  upon  the  House  of  Lords,  and 
does  not  tend  in  any  way  to  weaken 
its  authority,  its  dignity,  or  its  power. 
In  my  opinion,  the  real  danger  to  the 
authority  and  dignity  of  the  House  of 
Lords  would  be  that  any  Goyemment 
should  suppose  that  its  action  was  so  un- 
reasonable or  so  insignificant  that  it  was 
not  deserving  of  serious  notice.  For  the 
reasons  I  have  given,  I  hope  the  House 
will  pass  the  Besolution  which  has  been 
proposed  by  my  right  hon.  Friend. 

Sib  STAFFORD  NORTHCOTE  :  Sir, 
the  noble  Marquess  the  Secretary  of 
State  for  India  has  been  pleased  to  find 
fault  with  a  considerable  number  of  those 
hon.  Gentlemen  who  have  taken  part  in 
the  debate  on  this  Motion  for  having 
gone  beyond  the  subject  immediately 
before  them,  and  for  having  entered  into 
discussions  as  to  the  merits  or  demerits 
of  the  Land  Act,  and  into  other  matters 
which  he  considers  to  be  entirely  beside 
the  question.  Now,  if  there  is  any  in- 
oonvenienoe — ^and  I  am  not  prepared  to 
Si^  that  there  may  not  have  been  some — 
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in  such  a  discussion  as  that  in  which  we 
have  been  engaged  during  the  last  two 
weeks,  I  say  that  the  responsibility  for 
having  entered  upon  that    discussion 
resto  entirely  with  the  Government.    It 
was  of  their  own  option,  and  in  spite  of 
the  protest  which  we  put  in  against  it, 
that  tiiey  called  upon  tne  House  to  enter 
upon  a  discussion  which,  as  they  were 
warned  firom  the  first,    would    neces- 
sarily run  into  a  variety  of  subjects. 
The  matter  goes  even  beyond  that,  be- 
cause not  only  was  there  a  certainhr 
that  when  once  we  began  to  discuss  sucn 
a  question  as  this,  we  should  be  led  into 
a  general  discussion  upon  the  merito  or 
demerits  of  some  portions  of  the  Land 
Act  and  the  condition  of  Ireland ;  but 
the  actual  form  which  the  Government 
chose  for  the  Resolution,  which  they  ask 
us  to  adopt,  challenges  such  an  inquiry. 
What,  after  all,  has  taken  place  ?    The 
House  of  Lords,  some  time  aeo,  in  the 
exercise  of  ite  imdoubted  ana  unques- 
tioned right,  determined  to  appoint  a 
Select  Committee  to  inquire  into  "  the 
working  of  recent  legislation  with  reler- 
enoe  to  land  in  Ireland;"  and  what  is 
the  way  in  which  the  Government  take 
notice  of  that  Resolution  ?    They  bring 
forward  a  Motion  that  Parliamentary 
inquiry — that  is  by  either  House— into 
the  working  of  the  Land  Act  tends  to 
defeat  the  operation  of  that  Act,  and 
must  be  injurious  to  the  intereste  of 
good  goyemment  in  Ireland.    I  will  not 
say  that  these  two  propositions  are  not 
true;  but,  at  all  evento,  they  are  not 
self-evident.  They  are  propositions  whidi 
required  discussion ;  and  it  was  abso- 
lutely necessary  that,  in  connection  wiUi 
the  &rst  of  them,  we  shotdd  so  far  discuss 
the  character  and  the  workingof  theLajid 
Act  as  to  say  whether  a  Parliamentary 
inquiiy  would  necessarily  defeat  its  ope- 
ration; and,  further,  it  was  necessary 
that  we  should  go  into  the  proofs  wHch 
might  be  adduced  of  the  second  proposi- 
tion, that  a  Parliamentary  inquiry  would 
be  ''  injurious  to  the  intereste  of  good 
government  in  Ireland."    Whatever  the 
noble  Marquess  may  have  made  out  of 
the  report  of  the  debate  in  the  House  of 
Lords,  we  cannot  help  seeing  that  nei- 
ther of  those  two  propositions — at  any 
rate  the  second  proposition — was  not 
put  forward  by  the  Government  with 
the  same  distinctness  as  in  the  debate  on 
the  Select  Committee.    We  could  not 
but  see  that  these  propositions,  if  thej 


hATe  been  ludignified  sud  impooritile  to 
flntn  into  anj^ng  in  the  iiKtare  <tf 
^reemrat  or  oontraot  Bat  the  Prime 
lunieter,  in  this  Hotue,  on  the  raiy  dar 
he  bronght  fonrex4  thia  liotion,  stated 
tiiat  if  the  Etoaae  of  tiords  wonld  m 
limit  its  inqniriea  as  anggested  then  he 
wonld  be  prepared  td  paoee  in  bringing 
forward  iua  Beoolntion.  I  oaOnot  nrip 
thinking  that  if  raoh  was  the  oondilion 
of  the  mind  of  tbe  Goremment,  fh^ 
might  hare  answered  a  little  more  re- 
speotfdH;  the  oommunioation  addressed 
to  them  by  the  Ohairman  of  the  Oen^ 
mittee  of  the  House  of  Lords  on  tbe 
subject  of  eonfining  the  Order  of  Befar- 
enoe. 

Thx  Uuquws  07  HABtlNGTON : 
I  said  tbat  the  oommnnioation  did  not 
form  any  besia  of  ocnnpTomise. 

Sib  BTAfFOBD  NOBTHGOTE  :  I 
quite  agree  that  the  noble  Uarqneet 
took  that  objection;  but  he  also  siig< 
geeted  that  communications  of  the  kind 
indicated  oould  not  hare  been  made  with 
ib«  Hoose  of  Lords.  Howerer,  I  do  not 
think  it  worth  while  to  say  anything  fur- 
ther upon  t&at  point  What  is  the  objeo- 
tion  A  the  rignt  hon.  Gentlnnan  to  the 
prooeeddn{[o(the  Hoose  of  Lords  ?  Hie 
objeotioa  la — and  it  baa  beea  repeated 
over  and  orer  again — that  it  will  inter- 
fere with  the  judicial  adminiatratdon  of 
the  Land  Act.  Kow,  that  ie  a  oonudera- 
tion  which  has  been  distinctly  imported 
into  this  discussion.  Those  words  having 
reference  to  interference  with  the  judi- 
cial admin  iatrat ion  of  the  Ijand  Act  do 
not  occur  in  the  Beeolution  of  the  House 
of  Lords,  nor  in  the  Motbn  offered  to 
the  acceptauce  of  the  House  of  Com- 
mons. They  have  been  introduced  by 
the  Prime  Minieter  himself,  aud  we  ate, 
therefore,  bound  to  inquire  into  their 
force  and  meaniug.  Prmd  faeit  there 
was  nothing  wrong,  at  the  beginning  of 
the  operation  of  so  important  a  piece  of 
legislation,  in  the  wish  to  see  how  it  was 
working.  Confessedly,  the  Land  Act 
was  a  piece  of  legislation  of  a  bold  and 
original  character,  overriding,  to  a  great 
extent,  the  acknowledged  principles  of 
politics  and  political  economy  on  which 
we  have  hitherto  acted ;  it  dealt  with 
questiona  of  the  gravest  importance  and 
difficulty ;  and  I  say  it  was  not  un- 
natural,  as  soon  as  it  got  fairly  into 
iperation,  that  we  should  desire  to  see 
Aiat  that  operation  was  like— not  ex- 
actly on  paper,  hut  how  it  was  actually 
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1  WO  had  atrong  ai- 
re to  say,  very  Uttle 
of  argument.  We 
|k«t  tae  step  wbioh 
ifanunent,  in  ohal- 
1  of  the  Hoose  of 
Lard%  wa^  oata  whioh  waa  open  to  many 
.  niitoff  oBJactions.  I  call  it  a  minor  o^ 
jaelioB  tlutt  wa  vara  obliged  to  lay  adde 
odur  Bniimyp  i4  importanoe ;  and  an- 
om*  WMiL.  ODj^Mtioq  IS,  that  we  lao  the 
liak  aCpo^ong  aomething  like  a  oolli- 
dna  tptwwi  too  tiro  bturohas  of  the 
T<)|ialBlHi»  '  I  do  not  t&ink  that  a  dif- 
Ikiom  of  opinion,  even  strongly  ex- 
VMad,  batvaan  uie  two  branehaa  of 
nia  Im^i^bz*  doea  neooMari^y  lead  to 
dwt;  NitlM|yt]Htwhena£^rsiaIra- 
^amA  an  in  fto  oondition  in  whiidi  they 
mM^nHBtad  to  be,  and  aa,'  no  doub^ 
ttev  wg9,  it  on^t  to  be  a  matter  for 
mmma  MniUMation  whatber  even  the 
aanblasM  of  iw^lliaJiHi  miffbt  not  do 
han  ty  waafce'"'''g  the  oanae  ofgood 
powaBMit  in  that  opnntry.  IhisHooM 
IflV  b«^  axpoa^d  to  •  difflonlfy  to  wliioh, 
X  ^mk,  wo  onght  not  to  b«  exposed. 
S^^ow^you  pass  this  Besolution  by  a 
inoa)t  oTonrbeuiing  majority,  you  do 
not  stop  the  aotion  of  the  House  of 
Lords ;  and  the  result  is  that  you  place 
this  Ebtose  in  the  somewhat  undignified 
and  difficult  position  of  having  expended 
a  eseat  amount  of  what  is  commonly 
ca^d  imtnm/idm*»,  and  of  having  laid 
down  the  proposition  that  something 
thai  you  cannot  atop  ia  having  the  effect 
of  dofaating  the  operation  of  the  Land 
Aot,  and  iiqnring  the  interests  of  good 
sovenunent  in  Ireland.  Uoreover,  toere 
la  tiie  farther  objection,  to  which  I  have 
dlodsd — namely,  that,  by  their  action, 
Iko  Qovamment  have  brought  about 
the  diamawon  of  the  very  subject  they 
wished  to  exolode.  But  so  strong  is 
tta  foeting  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
Ae  Fnme  Uinister  that  he  cannot 
brego  his  objeotions  to  the  inquiry. 
The  soUe  Uorquess  says  there  was 
mnetfaing  stated  as  to  communications 
brtween  the  Bepresentatives  of  the 
HooM  of  JmxAb  and  the  Government  in 
tUamattMr,  snd  that  such  oommunico- 
tioaaeoold  not  possibly  have  taken  place, 
bscanse,  when  onoe  the  House  of  Lords 
bad  ^pointed  ite  Committee,  it  would 
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workinjf.     The  inquiry  was  obyiously 
one  which  would  show  where  there  were 
defects  in  the  Act,  and  where  there  were 
points  to  be  supplied — not  necessarily 
such  as  would  alter  the  Act  or  destroy  it, 
but  points  that  would  supplement  it  and 
have  the  effect  of  removing  obstacles  to 
its  working ;   and,  amongst  the  matters 
which  suggest  themselves  for  inquiry,  I 
may  instance  the  great  block  of  business 
in  the  Land  Courts  and  the  question  of 
arrears.    But  we  are  not  allowed  to  look 
into  the  working  of  the  Act.     The  noble 
Marquess  opposite  suggested  that  the 
House  of  Lords  was  either  too  sacred  to 
be  touched  or  too  fragile  to  be  touched. 
I  think  the  House  of  Lords  can  bear  that 
operation  pretty  well ;  but  the  question 
seems  to  me  to  be  whether  your  Land 
Act  is  not  too  sacred  or  too  fragile  to  be 
touched?    Sir,  the  Land  Act  is  not  a 
piece  of  conjuring  machinery,  the  effect 
of  which  will  be  altogether  destroyed  if 
you  allow  people  to  look  at  it  and  see 
what  is  going  on.     It  is  an  important 
piece  of  legislation,  which  is  actually 
affecting  the  relations  between  different 
classes  in  Ireland,  and  affecting  them  in 
the  most  serious  manner.     I  should  have 
thought,  if  you  want  to  produce  peace 
and  confidence,  as  well  as  good  feeling 
and  a  general  acceptance  of  the  Act, 
that  it  would  be  of  the  highest  import- 
ance to  get  it  thoroughly  understood  by 
all  the  parties  concerned  with  its  opera- 
tion.    There  are  some  difficulties  in  the 
{>OBition  which  are  alarming  to  the  land- 
ords,  others  to  the  tenants,  and  others, 
again,  which,  as  far  as  I  can  see,  are 
alarming  to  the  Government  itself.   Un- 
doubtedly, whatever  else  may  be  said  of 
it,  there  is  danger  of  friction  ;  and  that 
friction  it  seems  desirable  to  remove,  if 
it  can  be  removed,  before  it  becomes  in- 
tolerable.   I  do  not  suppose  there  is  any 
Member  of  this  House  who  would  deny 
the  proposition  that,  whether  the  Land 
Act  IS  working  well  or  ill,  it  is  working 
unexpectedly.  You  did  not  expect  to  find 
this  immense  block  of  business,  this  mass 
of  arrears,  and  the  dissatisfaction  which 
prevails  in  many  quarters.     You  did  not 
expect,  within  six  months  of  the  passing 
of  the  Act,  to  have  600  men  in  gaol; 
neither  did  you  expect  to  be  told  that  the 
Land  Act  would  be  followed  by  terrorism 
and  outrages  upon  that  portion  of  the 
farming  class  which  was  endeavouring 
to  live  honestly  and  straightforwardly; 
nor,  after  the  time  which  has  elapsed, 
did  you  expect  to  find  that  there  was  so 
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I  little  appearance  of  life  in  some  import- 
ant parts  of  the  Act  which  are  altogether 
distinct  in  their  character.  Then,  surely, 
it  was  right  to  begin  to  inquire  prudently 
and  cautiously  into  the  real  state  of 
things ;  and  what  can  be  more  prudent 
and  cautious  than  an  inquinr  by  a  Select 
Committee  of  the  House  of  Lords,  whose 
proceedings  would  be   conducted  with 
closed  doors  ?  That  inquiry  would  create 
no  agitation,  such  as  would  follow  the 
y  appointment  of  a  Committee    of   this 
House.     From  an  investigation  by  a 
Committee  of  the  other  House  of  Par- 
liament, presided  over  by  a  man  greatly 
experienced  in  the  law,  and  including, 
as  it  ought  to  have  done.  Members  re- 
presenting Her  Majesty's  Government, 
I  venture  to  say  we  might  have  expected 
the  maximum  of  usefulness  with  the  mini- 
mum of  danger.     But,  as  it  is,  I  very 
much  fear  that  we  are  likely  to  be  ex- 
posed to  the  worse  alternative.     Some- 
thing has  been  said  about  inquiry  into 
the  character  and  position  of  the  Sub- 
Commissioners  ;  but  we  are  told  that  it  is 
too  early  to  institute  an  inquiry  into  that 
subject.    I  remember,  when  the  Land 
Bill  was  passing  through  the  House  last 
^ear,  the  Prime  Minister  told  us  that 
immediately  on  the  appointment  of  the 
Commissioners,  or  wiUiin  an  approxi- 
mate time.  Parliament  would  be  made 
acquainted  with  the  names  and  other 
particulars  relating  to  the  proposed  As- 
sistant Commissioners  ;  and,  he  added, 
if  they  could  not  trust  the  Commissioners 
to  give  all  information  of  interest  con- 
nected with  their  proceedings,  then  he 
was  afraid  it  woula  not  be  a  very  satis- 
factory omen  for  the  success  of  the  Bill. 
It  is  not  a  good  omen  for  the  success  of 
the  Act  when  we  see  this  kind  of  re- 
ticence and  fear  lest  there  should  be  any 
kind  of  inquiry  into  the  operations  which 
are  going  on.     The  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man, after  his  declaration — his  strong 
declaration — of  the  danger  that  he  ex- 
pected, went  on  in  his  speech  the  other 
day  to  quote  certain  precedents ;  and  I 
do  not  think  myself  that  the  precedents 
he  quoted  were  altogether  applicable  to 
the  present  case,  except  so  far  as  they 
showed  that  there  was  no  difficulty  at 
all,  and  nothing  novel  in  the  one  House 
dissenting  from  the  opinion  of  the  other. 
But  I  must  say  that,  reading  some  of 
the  debates  in  which  these  precedents 
occurred,  I  was  very  much  struck  by  a 
reference  I  found  in  a  discussion  of  the 
year  1839  to  a  previous  case,  a  much 
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Mm  CMS — a  oaae  of  fhe  year  1708. 
TImvs  is  something  so  remarkable  in 
ftati  that  I  would  Tentnre  to  troable  the 
HoMS  witk  a  Tery  few  words  on  the 
anljeet  In  the  year  1708,  the  position 
of  flie  two  Houses,  politioally  speaking, 
was  the  eonverse  of  what  it  is  now. 
There  was  a  strong  Tory  House  of 
Oommons,  with  a  To^  Ministry,  and  a 
strong  'Whig  House  of  Lords.  A  ques- 
tion arose  with  re|;ard  to  some  case 
of  tieasonable  praotiees.  Some  persons 
who  were  aooused  of  being  oonoemed  in 
a  Jaoobite  plot  were  taken  into  custody, 
and  their  examination  was  oommenoed 
hy  the  Government  of  the  day.  The 
House  of  Lords  thought  that  the  Qo- 
wnm^it  of  the  day  were  likely  to  deal 
too  tenderiy  with  these  persons ;  and 
they,  therefore,  desired — ^in  fkqt  deter- 
miMd — ^to  institute  an  inquiry  of  their 
own.  The  House  of  Commons  alto- 
gsther  took  exception  to  such  conduct  on 
9ie  part  of  the  House  of  Lords,  and 
lenKmstnited  against  the  House  of  Lords 
mdertaking  such  an  examination.  What 
was  the  communication  that  was  made 

&tlie  House  of  Lords  to  the  House  of 
nmons,  snd  bjf  whom,  let  me  ask, 
was  that  commumcation  brouffht  down  ? 
It  was  brought  down  by  no  less  a  man 
than  the  great  Lord  Somers,  and  it  con- 
tained tiiese  words — 

**  No  Hoiue  of  OommonB  till  now  has  (pven 
ooontenanee  to  this  dangcroas  opinion,  which 
does  wo  directlv  tend  to  the  rendering  ill 
MinisterB  safe  nom  the  examination  of  Parlia- 
ments, and  we  are  persuaded  no  House  of  Com- 
mons hereafter  will  assert  such  a  notion,  because 
thej  are  not  wont  easily  to  part  with  a  power 
thej  hsTe  assumed ;  and  it  is  certain  that  they 
hare  serend  times  taken  upon  themselves  to 
exercise  authority  Hke  that  they  have  so  severely 
reflected  on  in  their  Address." — [Pari.  Mitt., 
6.18S.] 

That  was  a  case  in  which  the  Ministry 
and  the  House  of  Oommons,  being  to- 
gether, the  House  of  Lords  claimed  to 
exercise  its  right  of  inquiry,  because, 
otherwise,  the  act  of  the  Miuistrj  would 
be  safe  from  the  examination  of  Parlia- 
ment. We  are  told  now  that  if  there  is 
to  be  any  inquiry  into  the  working  of 
the  Land  Act,  not  only  it  must  not  be 
in  the  House  of  Lords,  but  it  must  be 
in  the  House  of  Commons,  and  for  the 
Tsty  good  reason,  apparently,  that  the 
House  of  Commons  sympathizes  with  and 
supports  the  Ministers  of  the  day.  Now, 
Sir,  I  must  say  that  I  was  surprised 
when  I  heard  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
•ay  that  the  effect  ox  this  inquiry^  which  ^ 


he  dreaded,  would  be  to  shahe  to  its 
foundation  the  confidence  which  they 
had  succeeded  in  engendering  in  the 
people  of  Lreland.  I  am  very  glad  to 
hear  of  that  confidence.  I  confess  I  did 
not  expect  to  hear  it  put  quite  so  broadly; 
let  us  hope  that  it  is  so.  But  surely, 
if  that  is  the  case,  we  need  not  be 
so  Tsry  much  afraid  of  asking  a  few 

Suestions  which  will  elucidate  how  Ua 
ie  Act  deserres  the  confidence  it  is  said 
to  haTO  inspired.    I  will  not,  however, 
go  now  into  all  these  questions  affecting 
tne  workinff  of  the  Act,  fbr  I  feel  we 
are  approadiing  the  time  when  it  will 
be  necessary  to  come  to  a  decision.   The 
discussion,  if  it  has  not  been  wholly 
without  inconyenience,   has    not   been 
altogether  without  profit.  I  think  I  may 
say  that  there  has  been  inconyenience 
in  some  of  the  statements  made,  and 
made  on  behalf  of  the  Government.    I 
cannot  say  that  I  listened  with  entire 
satisfaction  to  the  statement  of  the  Prime 
Minister  that  the  Land  Act  and  the 
Land  League  were  the  only  two  living ' 
forces  in  Ireland.    The  Land  Act  itself, 
I  suppose,  is  not  a  living  force.    It  is 
only  an  instrument  in  the  hands  of  those 
who  are  working  it — namely,  the  Com* 
missioners.  It  comes  to  this,  then — ^that 
the  Land  Courts  and  the  Land  League 
are  the  sole  powers  exercisinff  authority 
and  influence  in  Ireland.   It  is  a  serious 
thing  to  hear  the  Executive  declare  that 
it  g^ves  place  to  these  important  powers. 
I  do  not  see  how  the  Land  Courts  are  to 
exercise  this  great  influence  in  resisting 
the  Land  League.     Is  it  by  underbid- 
ding the  Land  League,  or  in  what  other 
way  ?    I  should  have  thought  that  the 
great  object  was  that  the  Government 
of  the  day  should  exercise  their  influence 
— as  I  am  bound  to  say  the  Chief  Secre- 
tary seems  to  show  that  he,  at  least,  is 
determined  to  exercise  his  influence  and 
his  power — to  maintain  peace  and  or- 
der, and  in  speaking  the  truth  to  the 
people,  and  that  more  could  be  done  in 
that  way  than  by  any  other  course  of 
action.     But  if  the  debate,  as  I   have 
said,  has  not  been  without  its  disadvan- 
tages,  it  has  not  been   without   some 
advantages.     It  has  directed  attention 
rather  more  closely  to  the  real  position 
of  the  questions,  and  the  real  questions, 
which  have  to  be  solved  in  connection 
with  the  Land  Act.  They  are  not  merely 
questions  as  to  the  Land  Tenure  Clauses 
of  the  Act,  though,  with  regard  to  tho^ 
clauses,  questions  have   beou   o^ii^ 
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which  I  hope  Parliament  and  the  Mi- 
nistry will  be  prepared  to  follow  up  and 
examine.  Other  still  more  important 
topics  have  been  entered  upon.  How 
will  the  Government  deal  with  this 
great  question  of  the  block  of  business 
in  the  Courts  and  of  arrears,  to  say  no- 
thing of  many  minor  points  connected 
with  the  working  of  the  Act  ?  K  you 
want  to  inspire  confidence  you  must  deal 
with  these  questions,  and  deal  with  them 
in  a  way  that  will  put  an  end  as  quickly 
as  possible  to  that  state  of  suspense  in 
which  the  country  finds  itself.  You  talk 
of  **  confidence."  I  say  the  present  con- 
dition of  the  people  is  one  of  suspense, 
and  not  of  confidence.  The  worst  pos- 
sible suspense  prevails.  The  landlords 
are  in  a  state  of  suspense;  they  are 
alarmed,  for  they  do  not  know  what  is 
coming  out  of  all  this.  They  see  that 
the  action  of  the  Land  Courts  is  a  great 
deal  more  stringent  than  they  were  ever 
led  to  believe,  and  than  the  Government 
itself  last  year  believed  it  would  be. 
The  tenants,  on  their  side,  are  alarmed, 
because  they  see  arrears  accumulating 
against  them,  and  because  they  see  they 
are  subjected  to  eviction,  and  because 
they  do  not  know  what  will  come.  All 
parties  are  alarmed  at  the  state  of 
terrorism  that  exists,  and  that  is  likely 
to  continue  undiminished,  for  aught  I 
can  see.  How  soon  can  you  put  an  end 
to  that  state  of  things,  and  substitute 
for  it  a  state  of  things  more  hopeful 
and  more  likely  to  give  contentment? 
Speeches  have  oeen  made — I  refer  par- 
ticularly to  that  by  my  right  hon.  Fnend 
the  Member  for  East  Gloucestershire 
(Sir  Michael  Hicks-Beach) ;  but  there 
are  others  who  have  spoken  in  the  same 
sense — as  to  the  mode  in  which  you  can 
best  supplement  the  working  of  the  Act 
by  giving  effect  to  those  parts  of  it — 
such  as  the  Purchase  Clauses — which 
now  seem  to  be  crippled  and  kept  from 
their  full  action.  You  will  do  more  by 
developing  your  Act  fully,  and  giving 
full  play  to  those  limbs  of  it  that  are 
crippled  and  unable  to  act,  than  you 
will  by  attempting  to  stifle  an  inquiry 
which,  after  all,  you  are  unable  to  stifle. 
I  will  not  say  anything  as  to  the  obser- 
vations of  the  noble  Marquess  on  the 
course  the  debate  has  taken.  It  seems 
to  amuse  him  and  some  hon.  Members 
near  him  to  see  the  questions  which 
have  been  asked,  but  which  have  not 
been  answered.    All  I  can  say  is,  that 
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the  Government  must  take  the  respon- 
sibility for  the  course  they  have  adopted. 
We  have  endeavoured  to  avoid  raisiBg 
questions  that  we  thought  would  place 
both  this  House  and  the  other  House  in 
a  false  position ;  but  if  the  Government 
perseveres  in  its  present  course,  we  lure 
not  prepared,  and  we  do  not  desire,  to 
elevate  the  matter  into  a  great  Consti- 
tutional question.  We  consider  that, 
upon  the  whole,  the  matter  is  veiy 
much  in  the  nature  of  a  tempest  in 
a  tea-cup.  What  you  are  threatening 
really  comes  to  nothing  at  all;  what 
you  will  do  comes  to  nothing  at  all. 
The  House  of  Lords  will  proceed  just  as 
it  proceeded  before,  and  I  do  not  think 
will  be  very  much  the  worse  for  either 
your  Besolution  or  liie  speeches  by  whii^ 
it  has  been  supported.  The  House  will 
now  come  to  its  decision ;  and  I  trust, 
whatever  may  be  the  result  of  the  vote 
to-night,  that  the  result  of  the  inquiry 
into  the  Land  Act,  fairly,  honestly,  and 
properly  conducted,  wUl  be  for  the  bene- 
fit, and  not  for  the  disadvantage,  of  the 
Sister  Country. 

Previous  Qusstum  put,  **  That  the  Ori- 
ginal Question  be  now  put." 

The  House  divided : — Ayee  303  ;  Noes 
219  :  Majority  84.— (Div.  List,  No.  41.) 

Original  Question  put. 

The    House    divided  :  —  Ayes    803  ; 
Noes  235  :  Majority  68. 

AYES. 


Acland,  Sir  T.  D. 
A^ew,  W. 
Ainsworth,  D. 
Allen,  H.  G. 
Amury,  Sir  J.  H. 
Anderson,  G. 
Armitage,  B. 
Armitstead,  G. 
Arnold,  A. 
Aaher,  A. 
Ashley,  hon.  E.  M. 
Baldwin,  E. 
Balfour,  Sir  G; 
Balfour,  J.  B. 
Balfour,  J.  8. 
Barclay,  J.  W. 
Baring,  Viscount 
Barnes,  A. 
Barran,  J. 
Bass,  A. 
Bass,H. 
Biddulph,  M. 
Blennerhassett,  Sir  R. 
Blennerhassett,  R.  P. 
Bolton,  J.  0. 
Borlase,  W.  0. 


Brand,  H.  R. 
Brassey,  H.  A. 
Brassey,  Sir  T. 
Brett,  K.  B. 
Briggs,  W.  B. 
Bright,  J.  (ManchMter) 
Bright,  rt.  hon.  J. 
Brinton,  J. 
Broadhurst,  H. 
Brooks,  M. 
Brown,  A.  H. 
Bruce,  rt.  hon.  Lord  G. 
Bruce,  hon.  R.  P. 
Bryce,  J. 
Buchanan,  T.  R. 
Burt,  T. 
Buszard,  M.  C. 
Butt,  0.  P. 
Buxton,  F.  W. 
Caine,  W.  S. 
Cameron,  0. 
Campbell,  Lord  C. 
Campbell  Sir  G. 
Campbell,  R.  F.  F. 
Campbell-  Baanerman, 
H. 
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ObnibeilHm.  xt.  lis.  J. 
GbtflslMn^  Sir  T* 
CThMthtm,  J.  y. 
CUdm,  Tt.  hn.  H.0  A 
Ctete.J.q. 

OotMOt  A. 

QMfeooki.  Sir  T.  X. 
Oolllagp»9. 
OtaffiSlB. 
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FoQambe,  F.  J.  B. 
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CkMohen,  rt.  hon.  G.J. 
Goniiey.  S.  T. 
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Hamilton,  J.  G.  0. 
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W.  G.  V.  V. 
Hardcaette,  J«  A. 
Hartingten,  Har^.  of 
HartingB,  G.  W. 
Hayter,  Sir  A.  D. 
Hendenon,  F. 
Heneage,  S» 
Henry,  IC 
HerMhell,  Sir  F. 
Hibbert,  J.  T. 
HiU,T.B. 
Hollaad,  8. 
HoUon£  J.  B. 
Hdhnfl,  J. 
Hdhna,  W. 
Hopwood,  C.  H. 
Howard,  G.  J. 
Howard,  J. 
Hutohiziflon,  J.  D. 
niingworth,  A. 
Inderwick,  F.  A. 
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Lambton,  hon.  F.  W. 
Lawrence,  Sir  J.  C. 
Lawrence,  W. 
Lawson,  Sir  W. 
Lea,  T. 
Leake,  R. 
Leatham,  E.  A. 
Leatham,  W.  H. 
Lee,  H. 
Lieeman,  J.  J. 
Lefeyre,  right  hon.  G. 

J.  8. 
Leigh,  hon.  G.  H.  C. 
Lloyd,  M. 
Lubbock,  Sir  J. 
Lusk,  Sir  A. 
Lymington,  Viscount 
Lyons,  R.  D. 
Mackie,  R.  B. 
Mackintoih,  0.  F. 


MaoUver,  P,  8. 
M'Arthur,  A. 
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M'Minnies,  J.  G. 
MaiUand.  \r.  F. 
Happin, 

Majrjoribanks,  ]B. 
Martin,  9*  P* 
Maalfri3mft,y.ff,8to«y^ 
]Ca8on,H. 
Hellor,  J.  W. 
MiIbank,F.A. 
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Playiair,  rt.  hon.  L. 
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NOES. 
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Halsey,  T.  F. 
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LordG. 
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Healy,  T.  M. 
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Kennard,  Col.  E.  H. 
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Lawrence,  Sir  T. 
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Lechmere,  Sir  E.  A.  H. 
Legh,  W.  J. 
Leigh,  R. 
Leighton,  Sir  B. 
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Lennox,  Lord  H.  G. 
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Mac  Ivor,  D. 
Makins,  Colonel  W.  T. 
Manners,  rt.  hn.  Lord  J. 
March,  Earl  of 
Master,  T.  W.  C. 
Maxwell,  Sir  H.  E. 
Miles,  C.  W. 
Miles,  Sir  P.  J.  W. 
Mills,  Sir  C.  H. 
Mollov,  B.  C. 
MoncRton,  F. 
Moss,  B. 
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MulhoUand,  J. 


Murray,  C.  J. 
Newdegate,  C.  K. 
Newport,  Viscount 
Nicholson,  W.  N. 
Noel,  rt.  hon.  G.  J. 
Northcote,  H.  S. 
Northcote,  rt.  hn.  Sir 

S.  H. 
O'Connor,  A. 
O'Donnell,  F.  H. 
Onslow,  D. 
Paget,  R.  H. 
Patrick,  R.  W.  C. 
Peek,  Sir  H.  W. 
Pell,  A. 

Pemberton,  E.  L. 
Percy,  Earl 
Percy,  Lord  A. 
PhipM,  C.  N.  P. 
Plunket,  rt.  hon.  D.  R. 
Price,  Captain  G.  E. 
Raikes,  rt.  hon.  H.  C. 
Rankin,  J. 
Redmond,  J.  E. 
Rendlesham,  Lord 
Repton,  G.  W. 
Ridley,  Sir  M.  W. 
Ritchie,  C.  T. 
Rolls,  J.  A. 
Ross,  A.  H. 
Ross,  C.  C. 
Round,  J. 
St.  Aubyn,  W.  M. 
Salt,  T. 

Sandon,  Viscount 
Schreiber,  C. 
Sclater-Booth,  rt.  hon. 

G. 
Scott,  M.  D. 


Selwin  -  Ibbetson,  Sir 

H.J. 
Seveme,  J.  E. 
Sexton,  T. 
Smith,  A. 

Smith,  rt  hon.  W.  H. 
Stanhope,  hon.  E. 
Stanley,  rt.  hn.  Col.  F. 
Storer,  G. 
Sullivan,  T.  D. 
8\'kee,  C. 
Talbot,  J.  G. 
Taylor.rt.  hn.  CoLT.E. 
Thomhill,  T. 
Th>Tine,  Lord  H.  F. 
Tollema!che,  H.  J. 
ToUemache,  hn.  W.  F. 
Tottenham,  A.  L. 
Tyler,  Sir  H.  W. 
Wallace,  Sir  R. 
Walpole,  rt.  hon.  S. 
Walrond,  Col.  W.  H. 
Warburton,  P.  E. 
Warton,  C.  N. 
Watney,  J. 
Whitley,  E. 
Williams,  Colonel  O. 
Wilmot,  Sir  H. 
Wilraot,  Sir  J.  E. 
Wolff,  Sir  H.  D. 
Wortlev,  C.  B.  Stuart- 
Wrougfiton,  P. 
Wyndham,  hon.  P. 
Wynn,  Sir  W.  W. 
Yorke,  J.  R. 

TELLERS. 

Crichton,  Viscount 
Winn,  R. 


Resolved^  That  Parliamentary  inquiry*,  at  the 
present  time,  into  the  working  of  the  Insh  Land 
Act  tends  to  defeat  the  operation  of  that  Act, 
and  must  bo  injurious  to  the  interests  of  good 
government  in  Ireland. 

Q  UE  STIONS. 


PARLIAMENT—ARRANGEMENT  OF 
PUBLIC  BUSINESS. 

Sib  STAFFORD  NORTHCOTE:  I 
wish  to  ask  the  Government  whether 
they  intend  to  resume  the  debate  on  the 
Business  of  the  House  on  Monday  ;  or, 
if  not,  what  Business  thej  propose  to 
take  next  week  ? 

Mr.  GLADSTONE :  We  should  have 
been  glad  to  renew  that  Business  had 
it  been  possible ;  but  the  necessities  of 
Supply  press  upon  us.  We  therefore 
propose  to  take  the  Army  Estimates  on 
Monday,  and  the  Navy  Estimates  on 
Thursday. 

Mb.  PELL  said,  perhaps  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  President  of  the 
Local  Gt)vernment  Board  would  be  able 
to  inform  the  House  whether  there  was 
any  probability  whatever  of  the  Rivers 
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Conservancy  and  Floods  Freveutioa  Bill 
being  taken  to-morrow,  at  a  time,  of 
course,  which  would  admit  of  its  being 
adequately  discussed? 

Ilk.  DODSON,  in  reply,  said,  the 
Bill  would  be  put  down  for  to-morrow, 
and  he  hoped  to  bring  it  on  at  a  reason- 
able hour. 

Mb.  THOMAS  COLLINS  asked  what 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  considered  a 
reasonable  hour  ?    Ten,  or  half-past  ? 

Mb.  DODSON  said,  he  would  not 
take  the  Bill  later  than  half-past  10. 

ARirr— THE  REPORT  OF  THE  INSPEC- 
TOR GENERAL  FOR  RECRUITING. 

SiB  WALTER  B.  BARTTELOT 
asked  the  Secretary  of  State  for  War, 
Whether  there  was  any  probability  of 
the  Report  of  the  Inspector  General  for 
Recruiting  being  laid  on  the  Table  by 
Monday? 

Mb.  CHILDERS  said,  he  had  already 
said  he  would  answer  the  Question  to- 
morrow. 

ORDER    OF   THE    DAY. 

BOILEH  EXPLOSIONS   BILL.— [Bill  4.] 

(Mr.  Hugh  Masony  Mr.  Burt,  Mr,  Henry  Lt$, 

Mr,  Broadhurat.) 

COMMITTEE.     \^Progre98  Srd  March.'] 
Bill  considered  in  Committee. 
(In  the  Committee.) 

On  the  Motion  of  Mr.  Chamberlain, 

the  following  Clause  read   a  £rst  and 

second  time,  and  agreed  to  : — 

(As  to  costs  and  expenses  of  inquiry.) 
**  The  Court  may  make  such  order  as  they 
think  fit  respecting  the  costs  and  expenses  of 
the  inquiry,  and  such  order  shall,  on  the  appli- 
cation of  any  party  entitled  to  the  benefit  oi  the 
lame,  be  enforced  by  any  Court  of  Summary 
Jurisdiction  as  if  such  costs  and  expenses  were 
a  penalty  imposed  by  such  Court. 

"  The  Board  of  Trade  may,  if  they  think  fit, 
pay  to  the  members  of  the  Court  of  Inquiry, 
including  any  assessors,  such  remuneration  as 
they  may,  with  the  consent  of  the  Treasury, 
appoint. 

"Any  costs  and  expenses  ordered  by  the 
Court  to  be  paid  by  the  Board  of  Trade,  and 
any  remuneration  paid  under  this  section  not 
otherwise  provided  for,  shall  bo  paid  out  of 
moneys  provided  by  Parliament." 

Captain  AYLMER,  in   moving  the 

following  Clause : — 

(Person  in  charge  of  boiler  to  hold  Board  of 

Trade  certificate. ) 

"From  and  after  one  year  from  this  Act 

becoming  law,  every  engineer  or  other  person 

having  charge  of  the  working   of  any  boiler 


shall  bo  in  possession  of  a  certificate  from  the 
Board  of  Trade  certifying  his  competency,  nnl, 
for  the  purpose  of  this  section,  the  Board  of 
Trade  shall  arrange  for  the  examination  of 
candidates,  in  such  manner  as  regards  time  and 
place  as  may  be  considered  suitable,  and  may 
employ  the  services  of  railway  or  other  com- 
petent mechanical  enp^ineers  as  examiners,  and 
shall  provide  them  with  rules  for  such  exami- 
nations, defining  therein  the  standard  of 
qualification  required,  and  fixing  the  fee  pay- 
able by  each  candidate,*' 

said,  he  should  like  to  call  the  attention 
of  the  Committee  to  the  fact  that  the 
Bill,  as  it  stood,  simply  provided  for  the 
taking  note  of  an  accident  by  the  Com- 
mission appointed  by  the  Board  of 
Trade,  but  in  no  way  attempted  to  pre- 
vent the  accidents  by  providing  for  a 
periodical  examination  of  the  boilersi 
or  of  the  men  in  charge  of  them.  The 
object  of  the  clause  he  now  proposed 
was  that  the  men  who  had  charge  of 
these  dangerous  machines  should  have 
some  technical  knowledge,  and  ought 
not  to  be  common  workmen,  entirely 
ignorant  of  the  n^anagement  of  boilers. 
The  necessity  for  boUermen  to  be  re- 
quired to  pass  an  examination  had  been 
clearly  proved  in  many  cases.  The  Bill 
itself  onlv  provided  for  an  examination 
of  a  boiler,  when  it  had  exploded,  in 
order  to  find  out  the  cause  of  the  explo- 
sion. That  the  Bill  was  entirely  defi- 
cient was  proved  by  the  fact  that  the 
Board  of  Trade  had  the  power  to  en- 
force examination  if  they  thought  fit 
to  use  it.  Beports  had  been  made  in 
this  direction;  but  no  good  had  come 
of  them.  The  Report  of  the  Commis- 
sion that  sat  by  order  of  the  Board  of 
Trade  in  January,  1881,  on  a  boiler  ex- 
plosion was  of  great  interest.  It  re- 
cited that  one  of  the  recommendations 
of  a  Coroner's  Jury  which  inquired  into 
a  death  resulting  from  that  boiler  explo- 
sion was — 

**  That  the  drivers  of  traction  eng^es  should 
pass  an  examination  as  to  their  capabilitios,  and 
that  they  should  be  provided  with  certificates 
which  they  should  be  compelled  to  produce 
when  asked  to  do  so." 

Further  on  in  the  Report  it  was  said — 

**  Shortly  before  the  adjourned  inquest  was 
held,  tho  manager  of  an  engine  works  in  Kent 
— entirely  unconnected  with  this  case — wrote  to 
tho  Board  of  Trade  on  the  subject  of  the  quali- 
fications of  tho  engine  drivers  of  agricultural 
engines  as  follows : — *  The  great  bulk  of  the 
engine  drivers  can  neither  write  or  read  suffi- 
ciently to  understand  the  pressure,  and  most  of 
them  are  totally  ignorant  of  the  nature  of  steam 
when  beyond  a  certain  pressure.  Screwing 
down  the  safety  valves  to  get  from  IQQ  X^ 
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140  lbs.  of  steam,  when  required,  is  the  rule,  not  Mfi.  BBOADHUBST,  in  supporting 
the  exception,  and  a  great  many  never  think  of  jj^^  Motion,  said,  he  was  indebted  to  the 
easing:  the  valves  to  see  if  they  will  work.'  "       |  j^^^  ^^^  gaUant  Member  for  Maidstone 

Thus  it  was  authoritatively  stated  that ;  (Oaptain  Aylmer)  for  bringing  the 
a  great  number  of  the  men  going  about  matter  forward.  This  was  a  subject 
the  country  in  charge  of  engines  could  which  was  discussed  by  the  House,  three 
neither  read  nor  write,  and  were  totally  '  or  four  years  ago,  on  the  Motion  of  his 
ignorant  of  the  nature  of  steam,  beyond  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  Morpeth 
a  certain  pressure.  The  time  had  cer-  (Bir.  Burt),  and  which  he  believed  it  was 
tainly  come  when  the  Board  of  Trade  theintentionofthe  hon.  Gentleman  to  re- 
should  take  care  that  engine  drivers  and  introduce  on  the  discussion  of  the  present 
men  in  charge  of  boilers  should  know  Bill ;  but,  after  consultation  with  some 
something  about  what  they  were  in  of  his  friends,  it  was  thought  rather  out 
charge  of.  In  another  part  of  the  Be-  .  of  place.  However,  if  the  hon.  and 
port,  and  in  reference  to  another  ques- '  gallant  Member  for  Maidstone  could 
tion,  it  was  stated —  '  succeed,  with  the  consent  of  the  Mover 

"The  ignorance  of  the  pn)per  management  of  \  ^.  t*^?  ^^^^  ^^  obtaining  the  adoption  of 
■team  boilers,  indicated  in  this  case,  and  also  in  I  his  clause,  many  non.  Members  would 
the  case  of  the  boiler  which  exploded— which  is  !  be  extremely  glad.  As  to  the  necessity 
the  subject  of  this  Report— is  very  great.    It  j  for    the    examination    of   the   men   in 


may  possibly  be  found  that  when  engine  drivers 
of  agricultural  locomotives  are  better  qualified, 
sounder  views  respecting  boiler  management 
than  would  appear  to  exist  by  the  examples  re- 
ferred to,  may  be  dissiminated  amongst  the  pro- 
prietors.*' 

He  could  make  many  other  apt  Quo- 
tations from  the  Beport ;  but  he  had  no 
wish  to  weary  the  Cfommittee.     It  was, 


charge  of  engines  and  boilers  there 
could  be  no  question  whatever.  An 
examination  into  the  fitness  of  engine- 
men  and  boilermen  in  the  Mercantile 
Marine  was  already  enforced;  no  man 
in  that  Marine  was  allowed  to  take 
charge  of  an  engine  or  boiler  without 

undergoing  and  passing  the  Board  of 

he  thought,  plain,  that  in  many  cases 'Trade  examination.    That  examination 


the  men  placed  in  charge  of  boilers 
were  quite  imorant  of  their  manage- 
ment ;  indeed,  it  was  a  well-known  fact 
that  one  man  let  out  on  hire  a  laree 
number  of  engines,  and  that  the  men  m 
charge  of  them,  as  a  rule,  could  neither 
read  nor  write.  Under  such  circum- 
stances, he  thought  the  clause  which  he 


was  not  so  easy  and  simple  as  some  hon. 
Members  imagined ;  it  was  a  veiy  severe 
one,  and  very  properly  severe.  He  held 
that  if  it  was  necessary  for  engineers 
on  board  ship  to  pass  an  examination, 
it  was  equally  necessary  for  men  who 
were  in  charge  of  engines  in  crowded 
neighbourhoods  and  in  the  highways  of 


had  asked  the  Committee  to  add  to  the  the  country.  He  did  not  know  whether 
Bill  might  very  well  be  inserted.  The  ^^  was  too  sanguine  in  hopingthat  his 
trouble  it  would  entail  upon  the  Board  ^on.  Friend  in  charge  of  the  Bill  (Mr. 
of  Trade  would  not  be  great.  It  might  Mason)  would  consent  to  the  clause.  If, 
be  urged  by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  however,  the  clause  could  not  be  adopted 
the  President  of  the  Board  of  Trade  that  night,  he  hoped  they  would  receive 
that  there  would  be  a  difficulty  in  Bome  assurance  from  his  right  hon. 
finding  Examiners;  but  he  (Captain  Friend  the  President  of  the  Board  of 
A^er)  maintained  that  to  find  JSxa-  Trade  that  he  would,  at  least,  on  an 
miners  would  not  be  anything  like  so  ©arlv  day,  lend  a  willing  ear  to  a  Motion 
difficult  as  the  appointment  of  impartial  on  the  subject  having  for  its  object  the 
men  as  Commissioners  for  which  the  adoption  of  some  means  of  securing  the 
Bill  provided.  Taking  all  the  cir-  end  aimed  at  by  the  clause  of  the  hon. 
oumstances  into  consideration,  and  re-  *^d  g^ant  Gentleman  opposite, 
membering  the  old  proverb,  that  **  pre-  Me.  HUGH  MASON  said,  he  felt 
yention  is  better  than  cure,"  he  begged  called  upon  to  give  the  most  decided 
to  move  the  clause  standing  in  his  opposition  to  the  clause  which  had  been 
mmie,  moved  by  the  hon.  and  gallant  Member 

«,      ^         f^    ^  '     A  I      V  X        r^  for  Maidstone  (Captain  Aylmer).     He 
New  Oa^  (Cjp^  Aylmer)  brought  regretted  that    the   hon.  and    gallant 
ly,  and  read  the  first  time.  Member  should  have  oast  any  asperaion 

Kotion  madOi  and  Quettion  proposed,  upon  a  very  useful  and  very  intelligent 
**  That  the  Olaiise  be  now  read  a  second  oums  of  servants.  It  was  not  the  fact 
time."  that  the  persons  who  were  in  charge  of 
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tteam  boilers  were  not  able  to  read  the 
figures  on  the  gauge. 

Captain  AIHjMEB  said,  he  had  only 
given  the  statement  of  the  Commissioners 
appointed  by  the  Board  of  Trade.  The 
statement  was  theirs,  and  not  his. 

Me.  HUOH  mason  remarked,  that 
he  was  a  member  of  the  Manohester 
Steam  Users'  Association,  and  that  Asso- 
ciation had  by  its  officers  made  inquiry 
into  more  than  1,000  oases  of  boiler 
ezplosionB.  It  was  recorded  in  their 
BeportSy  oyer  and  over  again,  that  five 
explosions  out  of  every  six  which  had 
happened  during  the  past  25  years,  and 
been  investigated  by  the  engineers  of 
the  Association,  were  due  to  imperfect 
construction,  and  to  the  use  of  bad  ma- 
terial on  the  part  of  the  boiler  makers, 
and  to  selfishness  and  indifference  on 
the  part  of  the  boiler  owners.  The 
boilw  owner  worked  his  boiler  much 
too  long,  and  when  it  had  become  dan- 
gerous the  poor  boiler  tender,  who  was 
the  first  to  suffer  from  an  explosion, 
was  generally  killed,  and  accordingly 
was  not  there  to  speak  for  himself.  It 
was  quite  true  that  five  out  of  six  explo- 
sions were  due  to  the  causes  he  had 
mentioned ;  and  he  was  unable  to  accept 
the  clause  of  the  hon.  and  gallant  Mem- 
ber for  Maidstone. 

Sib  WALTEE  B.  BAETTELOT  said, 
he  was  glad  to  hear  from  the  hon. 
Member  for  Ashton-under-Lyne  (Mr. 
Hugh  Mason)  that  he  did  not  intend  to 
accept  the  proposal  of  his  hon.  and 
gallant  Friend  the  Member  for  Maid- 
stone (Captain  Aylmer).  It  was  a  well- 
intended  proposal,  no  doubt ;  but  his 
hon.  and  gallant  Friend  could  not  be 
aware  of  the  injurious  effect  it  would 
have  throughout  the  country.  He  would 
ask  his  hon.  and  gallant  Friend  to  bear 
in  mind  the  vast  amount  of  agricultural 
machinery  that  was  employed  at  the 
present  day,  and  the  large  number  of 
boilers  which  the  agriculturists  had  to 
deal  with.  They  employed  the  best  and 
most  respectable  men  they  could  find ; 
but  where  would  they  be  able  to  find 
the  men  they  wanted  if  it  was  necessary, 
in  the  first  instance,  that  every  man  who 
was  to  have  charge  of  a  boiler  should 
pass  an  examination  ?  Tbey  took  care 
that  the  boiler  tenders  should  be  in- 
structed upon  all  matters  connected  with 
the  engines  with  which  they  were  in- 
trusted, and  it  was  not  the  fact  that  the 
men  who  were  employed  were  generally 
unable  to  read  and  write.     Thejr  were 


men  who  were  found,  after  a  little  prac- 
tice, quite  capable  of  tending  these 
boilers ;  and  it  would  be  a  serious 
hindrance  to  agpriculture  to  require  them 
to  pass  a  scientific  examination. 

Mb.  CBAIO  wished  to  say  a  few 
words  before  the  Motion  was  disposed 
of.  He  gathered  that  the  object  of  the 
Bill,  as  it  stood,  was  to  prevent  boiler 
explosions,  as  far  as  possible.  His  hon. 
Friend  the  Member  for  Ashton-under- 
Lyne  (Mr.  Hugh  Mason)  stated  that  a 
hucge  number  of  the  explosions  which 
had  occurred  had  been  investigated  by 
the  Association  which  he  represented; 
but  he  had  not  stated,  nor  did  he  state 
on  the  second  reading  of  the  Bill,  what 
the  causes  of  those  boUer  explosions  were. 
The  object  of  the  Bill,  as  he  (Mr.  Craig) 
understood  it,  was  to  investigate  the 
cause  after  the  event,  in  ordw  to  acquire 
knowledge  that  might  lead  to  subse- 
quent legislation.  Now,  he  (Mr.  Craig) 
would  venture  to  say  that  all  this  know- 
ledge had  already  been  obtained  from 
Srevious  investigations.  If  the  hon. 
[ember  would  direct  his  attention  to 
the  causes  of  boiler  explosions,  as  ascer- 
tained by  investigation,  he  would  find 
that  they  were  four  in  number.  One 
was,  that  the  boiler  was  constructed  to 
bear  a  less  pressure  than  that  which  it 
was  made  to  bear;  the  second  cause 
was,  corrosion  by  contact  with  wet  brick 
work ;  the  third,  bad  water,  incrusting 
the  inner  part  of  the  boiler  and  causing 
superheating;  and,  lastly,  and  perhaps 
the  most  fruitful  of  all,  the  accidental 
stoppage  of  the  passages,  causing  an  ex- 
cessive pressure,  which  brought  about 
an  explosion.  He  believed  it  would  be 
found  that  no  boiler  explosion  ever  took 
place  which  was  not  attributable  to  one 
or  other  of  those  causes.  What,  then, 
was  the  palpable  remedy?  Surely  it 
was  to  have  competent  men  in  charge 
of  the  boilers — men  able,  first  of  all,  to 
examine  the  interior  of  the  boiler,  in 
order  to  ascertain  if  it  was  becoming 
corroded,  or  being  rendered  incapable 
of  bearing  the  pressure  at  which  it  was 
customary  to  work  it,  and  to  see  whether 
incrustation  was  taking  place,  so  as  to 
remove  it,  before  it  became  dangerous. 
The  driver  should  also  be  competent  to 
examine  the  gauges,  and  see  that  the 
various  passages  were  kept  open.  He 
was  of  opinion  that  if  the  clause  sub- 
mitted by  the  hon.  and  gallant  Member 
for  Maidstone  were  adopted,  it  ^^vovW 
meet  everything  that  waa  u^e^^^w^  m 
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order  to  prevent  boiler  explosions  in 
future.  It  required  that  the  men  who 
were  to  be  employed  should  be  compe- 
tent to  examine  the  boiler.  He  had 
been  of  opinion  all  along  that  the  Bill 
of  his  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for 
Ashton-under-Lyne  was  exceedingly  de- 
fective, because  it  failed  to  lay  down 
Buch  a  requirement.  It  would  lead  to 
no  practical  result.  He  quite  agreed 
that  boilers  should  be  inspected  by  suit- 
able engineers,  and  that  insurance  which 
required  inspection  would  be  of  great 
service.  He  had  had  his  boilers  in- 
spected for  17  years ;  and  in  the  re- 
ports which  were  sent  in  to  him  quar- 
terly, he  had  on  several  occasions  noticed 
that  defects  were^  pointed  out  which, 
if  they  had  not  been  remedied,  he  had 
no  hesitation  in  sa3ring  would  have 
brought  about  an  explosion.  This  satis- 
factorily proved  the  urgent  necessity  for 
having  the  engineers  employed  duly  cer- 
tificated as  competent  persons,  in  order 
that  they  might  be  able  themselves  to 
detect  defects,  without  the  supervision  of 
an  extraneous  Inspector.  He  intended 
to  support  the  clause  moved  by  the  hon. 
and  g^ant  Member  for  Maidstone ;  and 
he  hoped  the  Committee  would  g^ve  to 
it  their  serious  consideration. 

Mb.  JAMES  HOWAED  said,  the  hon. 
and  gallant  Member  for  Maidstone  (Cap- 
tain Aylmer)  had  given  no  information  as 
to  the  number  of  boilers  and  engines  in 
use,  nor  in  reg^ard  to  the  accidents  which 
had  actually  happened  ;  and  he  (Mr.  J. 
Howard)  thought  if  the  hon.  and  gallant 
Member  had  aone  so  it  was  still  neces- 
sary to  show  what  proportion  of  the 
accidents  which  had  happened  had  been 
occasioned  in  consequence  of  want  of 
skill  on  the  part  of  the  drivers.  Surely 
it  was  to  the  interest  of  all  persons  who 
owned  these  valuable  boilers  and  engines 
to  employ  competent  men  to  take  charge 
of  them.  But  the  inconvenience  of  re- 
quiring none  but  certificated  drivers  to 
be  employed  would  be  very  g^eat  in 
agriculture,  as  had  already  been  pointed 
out  by  the  hon.  and  gallant  Baronet  the 
Member  for  West  Sussex  (Sir  Walter 
B.  Barttelot).  No  necessity  had  been 
shown  for  the  employment  of  certificated 
drivers.  He  (Mr.  J.  Howard)  had  been 
a  Member  of  the  Select  Committee  on 
road  locomotives;  and,  if  he  remembered 
lightly,  that  Committee  refused  to  re- 
port in  &TOQr  of  compelling  the  drivers 
of  Tomi  locomotives  to  obtain  a  oertifi- 


cate  from  the  Board  of  Trade.  On  those 
grounds  he  must  oppose  the  Motion  of 
the  hon.  and  gallant  Member  for  Maid- 
stone, because  he  believed  that  it  would 
entail  very  considerable  inconvenience 
upon  the  thousands  of  ag^culturists  ia 
the  Kingdom  who  used  locomotive  and 
other  engines,  and  because  no  necessity 
had  been  shown  for  it. 

Mr.  SCLATER-BOOTH  thought  that 
his  hon.  and  gallant  Friend  the  Member 
for  Maidstone  (Captain  Aylmer)  had  been 
hardly  used  by  the  promoters  of   the 
Bill.     The  hon.   Member    for  Ashton- 
under-Lyne   (Mr.   Hugh    Mason)    had 
made  an  attack  upon  him  which  was 
entirely  unjustifiable  and  uncalled  for. 
The  proposal  of  his  hon.   and  gallant 
Friena  was  quite  in  accordance  with  the 
spirit  of  modem  legislation.   It  was  the 
custom  of  Parliament    now-a-days    to 
require  that  all  persons  in  charge  of  im- 
portant and  expensive  machinery  should 
have  certificates!  in  order  to  show  that 
they  were  competent  to  manage  it.    But 
it  might  be  inconvenient  and  expensive 
suddenly  to  require  every  person  who 
was  making  use  of  a  boiler  to  employ 
persons  who  were  capable  of  passing  a 
scientific  examination.  He  would  further 
point  out  to  his  hon.  and  gallant  Friend 
that  the  clause  now  proposed  was  excep- 
tionable in  this  respect,  that  no  penalty 
was  attached  to  it.     He  (Mr.  Sclater- 
Bootb)  thought  that  any  provision  in 
this  direction,   if  ever  it   was  adopted, 
must  assume  a  negative  form,  and  re- 
quire that  no  man  should  be  in  charge 
of  a  boiler  who  did  not  possess  some 
sort  of  certificate  of  competency.     He 
thought  the  time  would  come  when  these 
certificates  would  be  held  and  easily  ob- 
tained by   persons  who  were  to   take 
charge   of   boilers    and   machinery    as 
such  boilers  and  machinery  came  more 
generally  into   use.     It  was  most  im- 
portant, he  thought,  that  all  machinery 
should  be  in  the  charge  of  competent 
engineers ;  and  it  was  only  a  question  of 
time  and  degree  how  far  this  principle 
would  be  required  by  the  Legislature  to 
be  acted  upon.     He  did  not  know  what 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  President 
of  the  Board  of  Trade  might  say  upon 
the  point ;  but  he  did  not  think,  as  the 
clause  stood,  the  Board  of  Trade  could 
undertake   to  work  it   without  further 
amendment.      He  would  therefore   ad- 
vise his  hon.   and  gallant    Friend   to 
withdraw  the  clause  for  the  present/ to 
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reconsider  the  matter  before  the  Eeport 
was  brought  up,  and,  if  possible,  to  get 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  President 
of  the  Board  of  Trade  to  assist  him  in 
preparing  a  more  satisfactory  clause. 

Mr.  CHAMBERLAIN:  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  (Mr.  Solater  -  Booth) 
commenced  his  remarks  by  saying  that 
my  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  Ashton- 
nnder-Lyne  (Mr.  Hush  Mason)  made 
an  attack  upon  the  hon.  and  gallant 
Member  for  Maidstone  (Captain  Aylmer). 
I  think  he  could  not  have  followed  very 
closely  the  speech  of  my  hon.  Friend. 
My  hon.  Friend  made  no  attack  what- 
ever on  the  hon.  and  gallant  Member 
for  Maidstone.  All  he  said  was  that  the 
hon.  and  gallant  Member  had  cast  an 
unmerited  stigma  on  the  body  of  men 
who  were  employed  to  take  charge  of 
these  engines.  There  was  nothing  in 
the  remarks  of  my  hon.  Friend  which 
oould  possibly  be  offensive  to  the  hon. 
and  gallant  Member  for  Maidstone. 
With  regard  to  the  clause  itself,  I  hope 
the  hon.  and  gallant  Member  will  not 
press  it,  because  it  would  extend  the 
scope  of  the  Bill  most  tremendously. 
There  can  be  no  doubt  that  the  subject 
to  which  he  calls  attention  is  of  very 
great  importance.  My  hon.  Friend  the 
Member  for  Morpeth  (Mr.  Burt),  two  or 
three  years  ago,  endeavoured  to  deal 
with  the  subject,  and  it  is  one  that  is 
worthy  of  the  most  careful  considera- 
tion. But  we  must  understand  what  it 
is  that  we  should  undertake  to  do  if  we 
▼ere  to  accept  the  suggestion  of  the 
hon.  and  gallant  Member  for  Maidstone. 
My  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  Bedford- 
shire (Mr.  James  Howard)  has  pointed 
out  that  we  have  no  information  before 
the  House  as  to  the  number  of  these 
boilers  or  persons  in  charge  of  them  ;  and 
if  we  take  into  account  not  only  the 
boilers  employed  in  factories  and  mines, 
but  the  boilers  employed  in  agriculture, 
the  locomotive  boilers,  the  boilers  em- 
ployed in  conjunction  with  tramcars  and 
road  cars,  I  think  we  shall  find  that 
they  will  altogether  add  up  to  a  sum  of 
probably  tens  of  thousands ;  indeed,  I 
have  heard  the  calculation  put  at  some 
hundreds  of  thousands.  Under  such 
circumstances,  it  would  be  a  very  large 
matter  indeed  to  say  that  the  State 
should  undertake  to  examine  some  hun- 
dreds of  thousands  of  men  who  are  to 
take  charge  of  these  boilers.  Of  course, 
it  may  be  contended  that  it  is  desirable 


that  competent  persons  should  be  ap- 
pointed where  human  life  is  in  their 
charge ;  but  that  argument  would  go 
much  further  than  in  regard  to  persons 
in  attendance  upon  boilers.  I  am  not 
certain  that  the  strongest  case  of  all 
would  not  be  made  out  for  the  certifi- 
cated examination  of  nursemaids,  from 
whose  negligence  there  can  be  no  doubt 
that  a  great  loss  of  life  does  result.  If 
these  questions  are  to  be  considered  at 
all,  they  must  be  considered  more  tho- 
roughly than  it  is  possible  for  them  to 
be  in  a  clause  brought  up  in  connection 
with  a  Bill  which  really  has  a  very 
different  object  in  view.  Under  these 
circumstances,  I  hope  that  the  hon.  and 
gallant  Member  will  withdraw  the  clause. 
Captain  AYLMEE  said,  that  after 
what  had  passed,  and  the  promise  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  President  of 
the  Board  of  Trade,  or,  rather,  his  state- 
ment, that  the  matter  was  one  that  de- 
served consideration,  which  statement 
he  (Captain  Aylmer)  hoped  might  be  re- 

Sarded  as  a  promise  that  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  would  take  it  into  considera- 
tion at  some  future  period,  he  would  not 
press  the  clause.  He  did  not  know  how 
it  was  possible  for  a  private  Member  to 
obtain  mformation  as  to  the  number  of 
boilers  that  existed  in  the  coimtry  ;  and 
he  thought  it  was  most  desirable,  in  re- 
gard to  all  dangerous  employments,  that 
some  provision  should  be  made  for  pro- 
viding that  technical  education  of  which 
they  heard  so  much. 

Motion  and  Clause,  by  leave,  with- 
drawn. 

On  the  Motion  of  Mr.  Chamberlain, 
the  following  was  inarted  in  page  3  : — 

"  Schedule. 

"  Report  of  Explosion  of  a  Steam  Boiler  to  be 
sent  to  the  Board  of  Trade  within  twenty- 
four  hours  after  the  occurrence  of  an  Ex- 
plosion. 

"See  Section  6. 

**  1.  Name  of  premises  or  works  on  which  the 
boiler  exploded. 

"  2.  Address  by  the  Post. 

**  3.  Day  and  hour  of  explosion. 

**  4.  Number  of  persons  killed. 

"6.  Number  of  persons  injured. 

*'  6.  General  description  of  the  boiler. 

"  7.  Purposes  for  which  the  boiler  was  used. 

"  8.  Part  of  the  boiler  which  failed,  and  the 
extent  of  failure  generally. 

*'  9.  Pressure  at  which  the  boiler  was  worked. 

**  10.  Name  and  address  of  any  Society  or 
Association  by  whom  the  boiler  was  last  in- 
spected or  Insured. 
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Oaftain  AYLMER  moYed,  aa  an 
Amendment  to  Mr.  Chamberlain's  pro- 
posed Schedule,  in  line  4,  after  'M,  to 
leave  out  ''Name  of  premises  or  works 
on  which,"  and  insert  **  precise  locality 
where.''  He  proposed  the  Amendment 
for  the  simple  reason  that  the  word 
"premises"  did  not  deal  with  every 
case.  For  instance,  it  did  not  include 
roads;  but  the  words  he  proposed  to 
substitute — namely, ' '  the  precise  locality 
where,"  would  include  everything. 

Amendment  proposed, 

In  Schedule,  line  4,  after  "  1."  leare  out 
"  Name  of  premises  or  works  on  which,**  and 
insert  "precise  locality  where." — (Captatn 
Aylmer.) 

Question  proposed,  ''That  the  words 
proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part  of  the 
Schedule." 

Mb.  CHAMBEBLAIN  said,  he  did 
not  think  that  the  Amendment  would 
efPect  any  improvement ;  and  he  would 
point  out  in  reference  to  this  and  certain 
other  proposals  which  the    hon.    and 

fallant  Member  had  placed  upon  the 
^aper,  and  which  he  (Mr.  Chamberlain) 
should  feel  bound  to  oppose,  that  if  it 
was  found  from  experience  that  the  form 
of  Schedule  given  in  the  Bill  or  the 
notice  was  not  satisfactory,  power  was 
taken  in  Clause  5  to  alter  it. 

Captain  AYLMER  said,  he  would  not 
persist  in  pressing  the  Amendment. 

Amendment,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  Schedule, 
sub-section  4,  to  leave  out  the  words, 
"number  of  persons  killed." — {Coj^Unn 
jiyhnw,) 

Question  proposed,  "  That  the  words 

E reposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part  of  the 
chedttle." 

Mr.  CHAMBERLAIN  said,  the  in- 
formation required  to  be  given  by  this 
sub-section  was  of  the  most  important 
kind ;  and  he  was  quite  unable  to  con- 
ceive on  what  g^unds  the  hon.  and 
grallant  Member  for  Maidstone  moved 
the  omission  of  this  portion  of  the 
Schedule. 

Captain  AYLMEB  said,  he  objected 
to  the  sub-section  becaiise  of  its  un- 


reasonable effect  of  making  the  owner 
or  other  person  liable  to  a  penalty  for 
not  fiirmshing  particulars  of  deaths 
resulting,  or  that  might  result  from  an 
explosion,  when  it  was  out  of  his  power 
to  do  so.  The  number  of  persons  killed 
was  required  to  be  stated  to  the  Board 
of  Trade  within  24  hours  after  the  boiler 
exploded,  by  the  owner  or  user,  or  by 
the  person  acting  on  behalf  of  the  owner 
or  user,  and  in  default  of  complying 
;  with  this  provision  of  the  Bill  the  person 
in  default  was  liable  to  a  penalty  of  £20. 
He  (Captain  Aylmer)  would  point  out 
to  the  Committee  that  cases  would  fre- 
quently occur  in  which  it  was  almost 
impossible  that  the  particular  informa- 
tion required  by  the  Schedule  could  be 
supplied  within  the  time  named.  The 
owner  might  be  many  miles  away  from 
the  means  of  communication ;  the  actual 
results  of  the  explosion  might  not  reach 
him,  and  he  would  probably  have  to 
visit  all  the  hospitals  in  the  district  to 
find  out  how  many  persons  had  been 
killed  or  injured.  Under  such  cir- 
cumstances, it  appeared  to  him  a  mon- 
strous thing  that  a  penalty  of  £20 
should  be  imposed  for  not  returning  the 
number  of  killed  or  injured  withm  24 
hours. 

Ma.  HUGH  MASON  said,  he  could 
assure  the  hon.  and  gallant  Member 
opposite  (Captain  Aylmer)  that  this 
sub-section  was  both  usual  and  ne- 
cessary, the  principle  having  been 
adopted  in  former  legislatioA.  He  had 
taken  the  words  of  the  sub-section  from 
the  Coal  Mines  Hegulation  Act  and 
Metalliferous  Mines  Act,  in  both  of 
which  the  period  of  24  hours  was  spe- 
cifically stated  as  the  time  within  which 
notice  had  to  be  g^ven.  There  could 
be  no  doubt  prompt  communication  of 
the  results  of  an  explosion  was  most 
desirable;  and  on  re-consideration  he 
hoped  the  hon.  and  gallant  Gentleman 
would  agree  with  him  that  the  sooner 
the  notice  of  explosion  was  sent  to  the 
Board  of  Trade  the  better  it  would  be 
for  both  the  owner  of  the  boiler  and 
those  who  were  the  sufferers  from  the 
accident.  He  held  that  it  was  to  the 
interest  of  all  parties  that  the  period  of 
24  hours  specified  in  the  sub-section 
should  not  be  exceeded,  and  trusted  the 
Amendment  would  not  be  pressed. 

Mb.  chamberlain  pointed  out 
that  the  provision  of  the  sub-section, 
which  the  hon.  and  gallant  Member  for 
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MridilMM  rO^telBl^BMr)  iriched  to  azplodon,  ha  fboofAi it  Uttar  ilutt tiie 

atrika  oat  w  tha  Sdhadnla,  had  alraady  2sot  ahooU  ba  atatad. 

bM  HDotipiMd  1»  tha  Oomiqittaa.  Bo-  Queetioii  pat,  and  »4«a«Mi. 

ndaa  raqoinog  ttiat  tha  noboe  to  tlie  -,            IirT-uTsm     -j  it     »       j 

Boaid  oTTrndS  dumld  atata  tha  pradse  CIap«a»  ATLKEB  aud,  tha  Amand^ 

looaH^r.  aa  weU  aa  tha  day  and  hour  of  "»™* .™  V*  •'»S"*  *?  "»^  **^  *5 

tfia  anJodoa,  Olaaaa  fi,  whidh  had  baan  ?*«•  »n>P«rtww»  »«»  ttoaa  wWoh  had 

paMadTproTided  that  tha  nombar  of  ^  praviooaly  aabmittad  to  the  ooa- 

paraona  UUed  or  injared   ahoold   ba  f*^**^  of  hoo.  Mamb«n;  and  h« 

cifan.    It  alao,  in  mb-aeotion  8,  pro-  *ro^  »*  ^o"!**  me^  »»*  *•»•  appioral 

Tidad  tlwt  if  dafbkolt  waa  made  in  oU.  «*  *f  ^  ^.j^HSF^  ''i  ^ 

plving  vith  the  raqairemanta  of  thia  f^™*  «  ^»  ?o«rd  of  Btade.    By  tha 

aaation,  the  paiaon  in  da&olt  ahoold,  (m  *«"■  <«.  "»•  w»h«dide,  the  owner  or 

aommaiy  oonTiDtion,  ba  liable  toafine  ?^'"^?  P*T"  ■'™*,^  .TSS^  v 

not  azoaa^  £20.    The  hon.  and  gal-  ™f'  ^T*  ?™*?J.*  P«!f^  5J  **''.,'* 

knt  If ambw  had  allndad  to  tha  eaae  of  ®"?«P*^^  ^f^f^  I*!*  "^  **!?  ^^ 

•a  owner  of  a  bmlar,  or  petaon  raapom.  *™^  Med,  and  the  extent  of  fulaxe 

able  ia  hia  behalf,  bang  abaent  from  g«>««Uy.     No  donbt,   the    anginaar 

tiba  aaeno  of  tha  esploaion,  and  aaid  it  ^''°  "•*  **  ""•*•  "^  prehnunaiy  in- 

waa  a  monatnma  tfaiag  that  he  ahoold  9"^  ""5  report  o^on    «ie   ommm^ 

baliablatoapenal^  not  ratoming  •*"«"«'*»«  "I*?™"  ^J?*-^*^ 

Aa  partienlaSrf  an   oooonance   5  ?*  J^.  ^^,^K  y^  ™    *•»• 

vhkCha knew  nothing ;  bot  aozaly  hon.  "'▼•^t««  ny  floa  informatum  being 

Maabaia  woold  ond^atand  that,  if  a  "PK^.v  ^"^  ^  (Captain  Ayhnar) 

param  80  Bitoirtad  prored  that  he  had  bought  there  were  maiyTahdreaaooa 

So  knowledge  of  ^  erent,  the  fine  '^^  *^f .5*^  T^'^T^f^" 

inpoaad  woild  ba  maralj  a  nominal  P*^^""?**  *1*5*  2?*^ '^ '''T?* 
gg^  ahoold  not  ba  s»oad  to  aaawar  tha 

Mb.  J.  W.  BABOLAT  waa  andaiw  ^'J"^?'?,  to  him,  in  affect  b7  ««*• 
atoodto  aay  that  tha  Bill,  aa  it  atood.  •»*  *•  WI»wi»g,  •»^»T^*.''*?* 
praanftadioma  diiBonUy;  beoaoa^  aa-  !»**«  would  oomoil  him  to  atata.  alM 

Snaing  that  the  peraonfii  charge  of  tha  'pd"  ^^>^>  *&«  F5"«»»  •1''^"^ 
baanrhad    beerii5ared,tiir  owner  *^«  boHw  waa  woried.     Li  the  fliat 

might  not  be  oommo^tad  with.  P^'.P**?,  ?*^;,!L"^^!!°*^  *'  '* 

°^  was  diffioolt  to  ondentand  how  a  maa 

Qoeation  pot,  and  agriti  to.  ^as  to  ascertain  the  part  of  the  boiler 

«               A-oTu-cm       'J    XI.         _i  which  had  failed,  ^ter  the  boiler  itself 

Oajtaiw  AYUfEK    said,  the    next  j^^  ^^^  yown  to  pieces.    The  owner. 

Amendment  standing  in  his  name  was  ^  ^^^  ^^^^  responsible,  was,  in  fact, 

onW  formal    m    its  ohararter ;  but  it  roqoired  to  state  within  the  very  short 

would  bare  the  effect  of  mdioatang  the  ^^  ^  ^4  hoora  that  which  coold  only 

we  made  of  the  boiler  at  the  time  of  be  ascertained  by  sdontific  and,  perhape, 

the  explosion.  lengthened  inquiry,  if  it  coold  be  asoer- 

Amendment  proposed,  in    Schedule,  tained  at  all.    The  effect,  therefore,  of 

mb-section  7,  after  the  word  "used,"  the  sub-section  would  be  to  put  those 

tomsert  "being."— <Capfc»n.4y/»wr.)  concerned  to  a  great  amount  of  unne- 

Qnestion  proposed,   "  That  that  word  °?'»*'y  inconvenience.    Witii  regard  to 

l«  there  ins^rt^."  Jj®  requirement  of  sub-seofaon  9,  that 

the  owner  or  user  Bhould  state  the  pres- 

Mb.  chamberlain  said,  he  was   '"^,f *  "-H**  ^1  ^ii"  ^^  ^''t?'  *"» 

not  aUe  to  agree  to  the  Amendment  of  ^?"i^n-ir^**"'l*''*?*i:ri?w^! 

the  hon.  aXgaUant  Member  to  the  m^gh*  be  killed,  or  he  might  not  be  able 

«ib-««tion.    rfe  did  not  think  there  to  state  the  pressure ;  butif  he  could  do 

*as  any  distinction  between  the  words  bo  it  should  be  remembered  tfiat  he  was 

of  the  Schedule  and    those  proposed;  not  bound  to  onminatehimseW.    For  Ae 

H  if  BO,  he  should  give  the  preference   f^T°l      ^^    K    '  \  } 
to  the   words    as    Siey  stood  on  the    that  sub-section  8  be  omitted. 

Paper,  because,  if  the  boiler  had  been  Amendment  proposed,  in  Schedule, 
tued  at  any  time  for  different  purposes  to  leare  out  sub-section  8. — (Cop^m 
iban  was  the  case  at  the  time  of  the   Ayhur.) 
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Qneetion  proposed,  "That  sub-seo- 
tion  8  stand  part  of  the  Schedule." 

Mb.  chamberlain  said,  his  an- 
swer to  the  arguments  of  the  hon.  and 
faUant  Member  for  Maidstone  (Captain 
.ylmer),  in  support  of  the  Amendment 
which  he  had  just  moved,  was  the  same 
as  he  had  given  to  his  former  proposal 
to  leave  out  sub-section  4.  It  was,  in 
the  first  place,  that  a  clause  had  been 
already  passed  by  the  Committee  which 
provided  that  the  Report  of  the  explosion 
should  contain  information  generally  as 
to  the  part  of  the  boiler  which  failed, 
as  well  as  the  extent  of  the  failure. 
Secondly,    his  reply  to  the  hon.   and 

fallant  Member,  with  reference  to  the 
ne  to  which  the  person  concerned  in 
making  the  return  was  liable,  was  that 
if  the  party  in  question  had  not  got  the 
information  required,  he  could  prove 
the  fact  before  the  Ck>urt,  and  then  it 
was  quite  certain  that  the  fine  would 
not  be  inflicted. 

Captain  AYLMER  said,  after  the 
explanation  of  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  President  of  the  Board  of 
Trade,  he  would  ask  leave  to  withdraw 
the  Amendment  before  the  Committee. 

Amendment,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

Captain  AYLMEB  said,  the  next 
Amendment  he  had  to  propose  was  the 
omission  of  sub-section  9,  which  re- 
quired the  pressure  at  which  the  boiler 
was  worked  to  be  stated  by  the  person 
called  upon  to  make  the  return.  It  ap- 
peared to  him  that  this  sub-section  was 
not  open  to  the  interpretation  which 
had  been  placed  upon  the  previous  sub- 
section by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman ; 
and  therefore  he  trusted  that  his  pro- 
posal to  strike  it  out  would  be  agreed  to 
by  the  Committee. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  Schedule, 
to  leave  out  sub-section  9. — {Captain 
AylmerJ) 

Question  proposed,  ''That  sub-sec- 
tion 9  stand  part  of  the  Schedule." 

Me.  CHAMBERLAIN  said,  the  in- 
formation  sought  to  be  obtained  by  the 
sub-section  in  question  was  of  a  very 
important  character;  and  it  was  desirable 
that  it  should  be  given  on  the  authority 
of  the  person  in  charge  of  the  boiler  or 
of  the  person  to  whom  it  belonged.  He 
failed  to  see  that  there  was  anything  in 
tbe  information  asked  to  be  given  which 


necessarily  criminated  the  person  who 
gave  it. 

Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Preamble  read  a  first  time. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
''  That  the  said  Preamble  stand  part  of 
the  Bill." 

Mr.  J.  W.  PEASE  pointed  out  that 
whereas  the  Bill  made  all  owners  of  coal 
mines  and  mines  under  the  Metalliferous 
Mines  Act  report  accidents  which  oc- 
curred to  the  Board  of  Trade,  they  were 
already  bound  to  report  such  accidents, 
when  attended  with  personal  injury  or 
loss  of  life,  to  the  Home  Office.  The 
question  was,  whether  it  was  necessary 
that  they  should  be  compelled  to  report 
to  both  Departments,  and  whether  a 
double  inquiry  should  be  held  in  the 
cases  already  provided  for.  He  hoped 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  would  take  the 
point  into  consideration,  in  order  that  a 
double  notice  and  inquiry  might,  if 
possible,  be  avoided. 

Mr.  chamberlain  said,  the  hon. 
Member  for  South  Durham  (Mr.  J.  W. 
Pease)  was  aware  that  under  the  Acts 
to  which  reference  had  been  made 
owners  of  mines  were  only  required  to 
report  those  accidents  which  resulted 
in  injury  or  loss  of  life.  But  the  present 
BiU  provided  that  inquiry  should  take 
place,  whether  or  not  persons  were  in- 
jured or  lost  their  lives  by  boiler 
explosions.  He  would  consider,  be- 
tween the  present  stage  of  the  Bill  and 
the  Report,  whether  arrangements  could 
be  made  to  meet  the  suggestion  of  his 
hon.  Friend. 

Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

House  resumed. 

Bill  reported  ;  as  amended,  to  be  con- 
sidered To-morrow. 


PARISH   OHXTRCHES  BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Albert  Grst,  Bill  to  de- 
clare and  enact  the  Law  as  to  the  Rights  of 
Parishioners  in  respect  of  their  Parish  Churches ; 
and  for  other  purposes  relating  thereto,  ordered 
to  he  hronght  in  hy  Mr.  Albert  Grbt,  Mr. 
Buxton,  Mr.  Courtauld,  Mr.  Cropper,  Mr. 
Stanley  Lbiohton,  and  Mr.  William  Kbkrt 
Gladbtokb. 

Billpreaentedfajid  read  the  first  time.   [Bill99.] 

House  adjourned  at  a  quarter 
after  Two  o'clock. 
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HOUSE    OF    LOEDS, 
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MINTTTES.]— Public  Bills— -RV*<  Reading— 

Indagtrial  Schools  •  (34). 
Steond   Reading — Slate  Mines    (Gunpowder)  * 

(28). 
Third  J2M<{tii^— Consolidated  Fund  (No.   1)  *, 

andjHM«#<f. 

ATTEMPT  UPON  THE  LIFE  OF  HER 
MAJESTY. 

THB  queen's   answer     TO    THE   ADDRESS. 

The  Queen's  Answer  to  the  Address 
of  hoth  Houses  of  Parliament  of  Mon- 
day last  reported  by  The  Lord  Steward 
(The  Earl  Sydney)  as  follows : — 

Mt  Lohds  and  Gsntlembn, 

I  BicsiTB  with  heartfelt  satisfaction  the  loyal 
ind  dutiful  Address  from  My  two  Houses  of 
ParUament. 

-  I  am  thankful  to  the  Almighty  whose  merci- 
ful care  has  protected  Me  and  My  beloved  child 
from  danger. 

In  My  sincere  desire  to  promote  the  welfare 
of  My  people,  I  am  comforted  and  supported 
hj  the  continued  assurance  of  your  attachment 
to  My  person  and  My  throne. 

Ordered  that  the  Address  and  Answer 
he  printed  BJidi  published.     (No.  36.) 

SOrTH  AFRICA— THE  TRANSVAAL. 
OBSERVATIONS.       QUESTION. 

The  Earl  of  CARNARVON  wished 
to  ask  his  noble  Friond  the  Secretary  of 
State  for  the  Colonies  a  Question,  of 
which  he  had  given  him  private  Notice, 
in  reference  to  a  report  which  had  ap- 
peared in  the  morning  papers  that  some 
fighting  had  occurred  between  the  Boers 
and  the  Natives  in  the  North-West  of 
the  Transvaal,  which,  it  would  seem,  had 
almost  assumed  the  dimensions  of  a  war. 
The  hostilities,  so  far,  had  been  very 
disastrous  to  the  Boers ;  and  he  should  be 
glad  to  know  whether  his  noble  Friend 
could  give  their  Lordships  any  definite 
information  upon  the  subject  ?  He  would 
further  ask  whether  his  noble  Friend 
could  state  the  cause  of  the  disturbance 
and  the  progress  of  events  ?  Their 
Lordships  would  recollect  that,  by  the 
Convention  concluded  last  year  with  the 
Transvaal,  the  control  of  Native  affairs 
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was  reserved  to  this  country ;  the  Eng- 
lish Sovereign  was  created,  so  to  speak. 
Suzerain  of  the  country ;  and  a  British 
Resident  was  appointed,  who  was  to  give 
his  sanction  and  consent  on  behalf  of  this 
country,  before  the  undertaking  by  the 
Boer  Government  of  any  important  mea- 
sures, such  as  a  war  might  be  presumed 
to  be.  He  should  like  to  ask  his  noble 
Friend  whether  the  sanction  of  the  Bri- 
tish Resident  had  been  asked  or  obtained 
with  reference  to  this  Native  war  ?  At 
the  present  stage  he  did  not  wish  to 
make  any  comment  on  the  matter,  ex- 
cept to  say  this  much — first,  that,  as  far 
as  he  understood,  the  Chief  Montsioa, 
with  whom  these  hostilities  had  been 
carried  on,  had  been,  until  now,  much 
attached  to  this  country,  and  a  protected 
Chief ;  and,  secondly,  that  these  disturb- 
ances were  like  a  prairie  fire  and  spread 
all  around,  unless  they  were  subdued  at 
the  outset.  He  could  only  say  that  the 
hostilities  reported  this  morning,  if  they 
were  correct,  were  a  very  bad  augury 
indeed  for  the  success  of  the  Convention 
established  last  year. 

The  Earl  of  KIMBERLEY,  in  reply, 
said,  that  he  had  no  official  information 
with  regard  to  the  telegrams  which  ap- 
peared in  that  morning's  papers,  and  was 
possessed  of  no  further  information  as  to 
what  was  contained  in  those  telegrams. 
The  Government  had,  however,  received 
previous  intelligence  of  what  was  going 
on  on  the  Frontier,  and  these  events 
were,  no  doubt,  the  sequel  to  that,  so  far 
as  he  understood  the  telegram.  The 
precise  origin  of  these  difficulties  he  did 
not  know  that  he  could  explain  ;  but  he 
could  inform  their  Lordships  that  they 
were  in  the  nature  of  those  disputes  on 
the  Frontier  which,  as  his  noble  Friend 
was  aware,  repeatedly  occurred  on  the 
Western  Frontier  of  the  Transvaal 
with  the  Bechuana  Tribes.  In  this  par- 
ticular case  he  believed  that  the  hos- 
tilities arose  between  a  Chief  called 
Moshette,  whose  territory  lay  almost 
entirely  within  the  Frontier-line  of  the 
Transvaal,  and  the  Chief  Montsioa, 
whose  territory  lay  outside  the  new  line. 
There  had  also  been  disturbances  be- 
tween two  other  Chiefs,  and  in  all  these 
disputes  it  appeared  that  a  certain  num- 
ber of  the  Boers  had  taken  part.  There 
was  considerable  fighting  about  the  20th 
or  21st  of  January,  which  was  officially 
reported  to  the  Home  Government.  He 
had  coiumuuicatod  with  tho  British  Resi- 
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dent  at  Pretoria,  and  desired  him  to 
call  npon  the  Transvaal  Goyemment  to 
take  such  measures  as  might  he  neces- 
sary on  their  part  to  maintain  the  neu- 
trality of  the  Frontier.  The  Transvaal 
Government,  they  found,  had  already 
taken  steps  hy  sending  down  Com- 
mandant Jouhert  and  a  certain  numher 
of  police  to  the  Frontier  to  maintain 
order,  and  had  also  issued  a  Proclama- 
tion of  neutrality.  So  far  as  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Government  knew,  the  Transvaal 
Government  had  acted  in  good  faith,  and 
were  taking  such  measures  as  were  re- 
quired to  preserve  neutrality.  He  had 
no  more  recent  official  information  ;  but 
he  thought  it  would  be  found  that  those 
who  had  taken  part  in  these  disturbances 
were  individuals  on  the  Frontier  who 
were  always  ready,  he  was  afraid,  to 
embark  in  any  quarrel  which  might 
promise  profit  to  themselves,  and  that 
such  disturbances  as  were  going  on  were 
not  sanctioned  by  the  Transvaal  Govern- 
ment. With  reference  to  the  remark 
of  his  noble  Friend  as  to  the  evil  augury 
of  these  disturbances  for  the  success 
of  the  Convention,  he  could  only  say 
that,  whatever  might  be  the  efforts 
of  the  Transvaal  Government  to  main- 
tain order  on  the  Frontier,  such  dis- 
turbances were  likely  from  time  to  time 
to  occur.  His  noble  Friend  had  referred 
to  Montsioa  as  a  protected  Chief.  So 
far  as  he  knew,  that  Chief  never  was 
protected  by  the  British  Government, 
though  he  had  been  always  on  very 
good  terms  with  it.  He  had  no  further 
information  to  give  his  noble  Friend ; 
but  any  that  came  into  his  possession  he 
would  lose  no  time  in  communicating  to 
the  House. 

PUBLIC  WORKS  (INDIA). 
ADDBE88  FOR  PAPERS. 

The  Earl  op  LTTTON,  in  rising  to 

move — 

"  That  an  humble  Address  be  presented  to 
Her  Majesty  for  copies  of  extracts  of  all  corre- 
spondence between  the  Secretary  of  State  for 
India  and  the  Governor  General  in  Coancil, 
from  the  Ist  of  January  1878  to  the  present 
time,  respecting  the  prosecution,  firstly,  of  pro- 
ductive public  works  by  means  of  borrowed 
funds ;  secondly,  of  works  designed  for  protec- 
tion against  famine  and  commonlv  described  as 
protective  works ;  and  thirdly,  of  the  measures 
taken  for  the  purpose  of  famine  insurance," 

said,  he  understood  that  the  Motion 
would  be  unopposed  ;  but  perhaps  his 
noble  Friend  the  Under  Secretary  of  State 

P#  JSdrl  of  Kimh^rhif 


for  India  would  aUow  him  to  take  this 
opportunity  of  asking  him  when  the  Ee- 
tums  would  be  laid  upon  the  Table. 
It  had  been  announced  in  the  Gh>acious 
Speech  from  the  Throne  that,  in  con- 
sequence of  the  cessation  of  hostilities 
upon  North- West  Frontier,  and  other 
favourable  circumstances,  Her  Majesty's 
Government  in  India  had  been  aole  to 
resume  works  of  public  utility,  which 
had  been  suspended,  and  to  ta^e  other 
measures  for  the  fiirther  improvement 
of  the  people.  The  prosecution  of  pub- 
lic works,  and  provision  for  the  protec- 
tion of  the  country  against  the  calami- 
ties of  recurrent  famine,  were  matters 
of  vital  importance  to  the  welfare  of 
India ;  and  it  would  doubtless  be  g^ti- 
fying  to  their  Lordships  to  learn  from 
tne  Uorrespondence  on  this  subject  what 
were  the  works  of  public  utility  which, 
having  been  suspended,  were  now  re- 
sumed; what  were  the  measures  now 
being  taken  for  the  further  improvement 
of  the  people,  and  what  the  instructions 
addressed  by  the  Secretary  of  State  for 
India  to  the  Governor  General  in  Coun- 
cil on  these  matters.  This  information 
would  also  greatly  enhance  the  interest 
attaching  to  the  Budget  just  published 
in  India,  which  appeared  to  be  of  a 
highly  satisfactory  character,  both  as 
regards  the  normal  g^wth  of  the  Be- 
venue,  the  practical  results  of  the  mea- 
sures taken  some  years  ago  for  its  im- 
provement, and  with  the  sagacity  and 
judgment  with  which  these  results  were 
now  being  utilized  for  the  emancipation 
of  trade  and  the  reduction  of  burdens 
on  consumption.  He  hoped  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Government  had  no  objection  to 
the  Motion  of  which  he  had  given 
Notice. 

Visooxmr  ENFIELD,  in  reply,  said, 
there  would  be  no  objection  on  the  part 
of  Her  Majesty's  Gt)vemment  to  give 
his  noble  Friend  the  Betums  he  had 
moved  for.  His  noble  Friend  was  quite 
right  in  saying  that  these  Eetums 
would  contain  information  of  a  most 
interesting  and  important  character. 
He  could  assure  his  noble  Friend,  on  the 
part  of  the  Secretary  of  State  for  India, 
and  of  the  Government  generally,  that 
there  would  be  no  unnecessary  delay  in 

g resenting  and  publishing  the  Papers ; 
ut  some  time  must  elapse  before  that 
could  be  done.  They  knew  the  interest 
which  his  noble  Friend  took  in  this  sub- 
ject, and  he  knew  the  character  of  tho 
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oretary  of  State  for  War  would  find  his 
way  to  dealing  more  favourably  towards 
men  on  whom  great  extra  duties  had 
been  imposed. 

INDTJSTEIAL  SCHOOLS  BILL  [h.L.] 

A  Bill  to  consolidate  and  amend  the  enact- 
ments relating  to  Industrial  Schools  and  Re- 
formatories in  England  and  Wales — Was  pre^ 
sentfid  hy  The  Earl  Stanhopb  ;  read  1».  (No.  34.) 

House  adjourned  at  half  past  Five 

o'clock,  to  Monday  next, 

Eleven  o'clock. 


HOUSE    OP    COMMONS, 
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BetamB,  and  that  they  would  require 
time  to  prepare ;  but  there  should  be  no 
unnecessary  delay.  The  Motion,  he 
might  say,  partook  of  no  Party  diaracter 
whateyer. 

Motion  a^resd  to. 

Address  for, 

'*  Copies  or  extracts  of  all  correspondence 
between  the  Secretary  of  State  for  India  and 
the  Governor  General  in  Council,  from  the  1st  of 
January  1878  to  the  present  time,  respecting 
the  pcotecation,  firstly,  of  productive  public 
worn  by  means  of  borrowed  funds ;  secondly, 
of  works  designed  for  protection  against  famine 
and  commonly  described  as  protective  works ; 
and  thirdly,  of  measures  taken  for  Uie  purpose 
of  famine  msnrance." — (The  JBarl  of  LyttonT) 

ARMY— MILITIA  ADJUTANTS. 
QX7ESTI0N. 

The  Eakl  of  GALLOWAY  asked 
the  Under  Secretary  of  State  for  War, 
Whether  there  is  any  probability  of 
terms  being  ofiEered  to  the  thirty  remain- 
ing adjutants  of  militia  appointed  before 
the  introduction  of  the  new  system  in 
1871-72'  as  inducement  to  retire  from  the 
serrioe,  similar  to  those  offered  in  the 
Boyal  Warrant  of  1875  to  adjutants  of 
militia  seeking  retirement  before  1877  ? 

This  Earl  op  MORLEY:  It  is  not 
the  intention  of  the  Secretary  of  State 
for  War  to  offer  the  adjutants  of  Militia 
appointed  before  1871  the  special  terms 
of  retirement  offered  to  them  for  six 
months  in  the  year  1875.  As,  however, 
it  has  been  determined  to  retire  these 
officers  compulsorily  at  the  age  of  55,  to 
compensate  them  the  Royal  Warrant 
provides  a  more  liberal  retiring  pension 
for  ofRcers  so  retired — namely,  after 
seven  years'  service,  6«.  a-day ;  after  10 
years*  service,  Is.  a-day;  after  15  years* 
service,  8*.  a-day;  after  20  years*  ser- 
vice, 10*.  a-day — the  maximum  rate 
being  the  same  as  the  maximum  rate 
offered  in  1875.  Officers  who  retire 
voluntarily,  before  reaching  the  age  of 
55,  will  receive  the  rates  of  pension 
already  fixed — namely,  after  seven  years* 
service,  5«.  a-day;  after  10  years*  ser- 
vice, 6«.  a-day;  after  15  years*  service, 
Is,  a-day ;  after  20  years*  service,  8«.  a- 
day.  And  it  is  not  the  intention  of  the 
Secretary  of  State  to  alter  or  vary  these 
rates.  They  aU  had  the  option  of  re- 
tiring on  the  exceptionally  favourable 
pensions  offered  to  them  in  1875. 

The  Earl  of  GALLOWAY  expressed 
a  hope  that  as  soon  as  possible  the  Se- 


MINTTTES.]— StTPPLT— <ron*iAw«rf  iVi  Committee 
— Civil  Sbbtice  Supflembntaht  Estimatbs, 
1881-2  — Class  III.  — Law  and  Justiob— 
£7,772,  County  Court  Officers,  &c..  Motion 
withdrawn ;  Ciass  IV. — Education,  Sciekcb, 
AND  Art— £636,  Royal  University,  Ireland ; 
Nayt  Estimates — £50,000,  Army  Depart- 
ment (Conveyance  of  Troops). 
Postponed  Hesolution  [March  3]  further  eonsi' 
dered  and  agreed  to. 

Private  Bii.ls  {by  Order) — Second  Reading — 
Glasgow  Corporation  Gas  (Railways,  &c.)*; 
London  and  South  Western  Spring  Water  • ; 
London  Southern  Tramways  •  ;  Metropolis 
Manjigement,  Building,  and  Floods  Preven- 
tion Acts  (Amendment). 

Public  Bills — Ordered — First  Reading — Turn- 
pike Roads  (South  Wales)*  [101]. 

Second  Reading — ISletropolitan  Commons  Supple- 
mental* [92]  ;  Roads  Provisional  Order  (Edin- 
burgh) *  [93]. 

Considered  as  amended — Boiler  Explosions  •  [4- 
100]. 

PRIVATE   BUSINESS. 


METROPOLIS  MANAGEMENT,  BUILD- 
ING, AND  FLOODS  PREVENTION 
ACTS  (AMENDMENT)  BILL  {by  Order). 

SECOND  READING. 

Order  for  Second  Reading  read. 

Sir  JAMES  M'GAREL-HOGG,  in 
moving  that  the  Bill  be  now  read  a 
second  time,  said,  he  thought  it  would 
be  convenient  to  the  House,  and  to 
those  hon.  Members  who  took  an  in- 
terest in  this  Bill,  that  he  should  shortly 
state  the  course  which,  on  behalf  of  the 
Metropolitan  Board  of  AYorks,  l\o  ^tq- 
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posed  to  take  in  rsf^rd  to  it.     A  great  he    is  kspt  in  solitary  oonfiaement  in 

number  of  Iiod.  Members  took  aa  in-  Down  Qaol  for  eighteen  hours  out  of  the 

terest  in  it,  and  a  few  local  Bodies  were  twenty-four  ? 

opposed  to  it.     He  therefore  wished  to  Mr.  W.  E.  F0B8TEIR,  in  reply,  said, 

state  that  if  the  House  agreed  to  read  that  it  was  true  that  Mr.  Michael  Toman 

the  Bill  a  second  time,  he  proposed  in  had  been  oommitted  for  trial ;  but  while 

Committee  to  withdraw  all  the  clauses  legal  proceedings  were  pending  in  the 

except    Clauses    II,     12,    13,    and   14.  case  tt  was  impossible  for  him  to  moke 

Clause  11  related  to  the  better  regulation  auTreplr  on  the  subject, 

of  theatres;  Clauses  12,  13,  and  14  dealt  Mb.    HEALT    asked,    whether    the 

with  the  prevention  of  floods.     Clause  right  hon.  Gentleman  could  not  kIvs  any 

18,  which  dealt  with  timber  stacks,  and  iniormation  as  the  solitary  confinement 

Clause  19,  which  related  to  the  cubical  of  the  accused,  and  as  to  the  authority 

contents  of  buildings,  had  been  much  on  which  the  persons  of  individuals  wer« 

objected  to,  and  it  was  not  intended  to  searched  for  copies  of  the  "no  rent" 

proceed  with  them  at  all.     He  wished  manifesto? 

the  House  to  understand  that  that  step  Ma.  W.  £.  FOBSTEB  said,  that  with 

was  only  taken  because  the  officers  of  regard  to  confinement  the  accused  was 

the   House   bad   said   that  it  was  not  in  exactly  the  same  position  as  persons 

proper  for  a  Private  Bill  to  deal  with  generally  were    who    were    in    prison 

matters  which  had  previously  been  dealt  awaiting  their  trial. 
with  by  Public  Bills.     Therefore,  these 

clauses  would  be  withdrawn;  but  should  SPAIN— IMPKI80NSIENT  OF  ME.  J.  C. 

the  House  accord  him  that  which   he  YOUNO. 

now  asked— the  second  reading  of  the  rte.    OAMEHON   asked    the    Under 

BiU— he  proposed,  at  a  convenient  op-  Secretary  for  Foreign  Afiairs,  Whether 

portunity,  to  bnng  in    a  Public  BiU,  any  decision  has  as  yet  been  come  to  by 

embodying,  with  the  exception  of  Clauses  Government  as  to  the  claim  of  Mr.  Jas. 

18  and  19,  the  clauses  now  withdrawn,  c.  Young,  for  compensation  from   the 

Under  these  circumstances,  he  begged  Spanish  Government  ia  respect  of  his 

to    move    the   second    reading  of    the  having  been  imprisoned  in  Fernando  Po, 

■""^'  for  two  years  and    and   nine    months. 

Motion  made,  and  Question,  "That  ^^^^  awaiting  the  confirmation  of  a 

the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second  time,"—  "ntence  pronounced  in  a  local   court 

{Sir  Jam»»    !£•  Oartl-Bogg,)—mt,   and  condemning  him  to  a  fine  {which  was  at 

agreed  to.  on*'*  paid)  or  a  few  months  imprison- 
ment r 

Bill  read  a  second  time,  and  eommitttd.  Sra  CHARLES   W.  DILKE :    Her 

Majesty's  Government  have  represented 

QUESTIONS.  ^^^^  "^"^  to   ^^^  Spanish  Government, 

,  with  a  view  to  some  compensation  being 

"""  "*""  awarded  to  Mr  YoungforthesufiTerings 

PBOTECnON   OF   PERSON  AND   PRO-  be  has  endured  owing  to  the  defects  of 

PEBTY     (IRELAND)     ACT,     1881  —  theadministrationof  justiceinFemaado 

MR.  TOMAN.  Po.     The  reply  of  the  Spanish  Govem- 

Mb.  HEALY  asked  the  Chief  Seore-  ™™J  ^  "'^**  representations  has  not 
tary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland,  ???  ?V  ^'™ J  *°<^  ^er  Majesty's 
Whether  the  police  a«  authorised  fin  **""«*?'  at  Madrid  has  been  instructed 
proclaimed  districts  or  otherwise)  to  ^.^g^noaU  tlieir  attention  to  the  hard- 
search  the  persons  of  individuals  for  ■''^P  .o^^"'»  *="»■  *»«  strongly  to  corn- 
copies  of  the  "No  Rent"  manifesto-  "T^^T^  application  of  Mr.  Young  to 
upon  what  authority  they  so  searohed  ^^"  fevourable  consideration. 
Mr.  Michael  Toman,  of  Hilltown,  county 

Down,  as  he  was  going  from  his  own  HIGHWAY  EATE3-LEGI8LATI0N. 

house  on  the  night  of  the  1st  ultimo;  Mb.  HICKS  asked  the  President  of 

and,  whether,  as  this  gentleman  has  now  the  Local  Government  Board,  Whether 

been  oommitted  for  trial,  without  bail,  he  is  now  prepared  to  inform  the  House 

tor  _  having    been    found    possessed    of  what  stops  he  intends  to  take.  In  acoord- 

oopoB  of  the  manifesto,  it  is  the  fact  that  anoe  with  his  statement  of  12th  August 
Sir  Jamn  iPOarri-Bog^ 


SU    ProUetionofPtrtenmd     (Mabgh  10,  lUfl2|  Propirty {Ireland)  Acl,\9.il.  b^6 

1881,  to  place  the  owners  of  small  tene-  aatiuu  of  Mr.  Juhu  Dilloo  for  the  Par- 
meats  ia  the  same  pOBition  aa  regards  liamentary  represeDtation  of  Birming- 
Iiigliwa;  rates  as  tnej  now  are  as  re-  bam  at  the  next  General  Election,  and 
guda  poor  rates,  and  in  which  they  in  which  Mr.  Smith  stated  that  he  had 
were  aa  regards  highway  rates  before  written  to  Mr.  Dillon,  and  had  received 
the  repeal  of  the  Act  13  and  14  Vic.  o.  do  reply;  and,  further,  that  he  had 
99,  by  the  Act  38  and  39  Tic.  o.  66  ?  written  to  the  Chief   Secretary  to  the 

Mb.  DODSON:  I  had  hoped  to  be  Lord  Lieutenant,  inquiring  if  such  let- 
able  to  deal  with  the  question  of  the  ters  as  that  which  he  had  addressed  to 
maldne  aid  the  ooUection  of  rates  gene-  Mr.  Dillon  were  prohibited,  and,  also, 
rally  durine;  the  present  Session ;  but,  whether  he  would  be  permitted  to  visit 
looking  at  the  state  of  the  Business  be-  Mr.  Dillon,  and  had  received  no  answer 
fore  the  House,  I  doubt  whether  I  ehall  to  either  question  ;  and,  whether  he  has 
be  able  to  do  eo.  But  if  I  should  find  any  statement  to  make  in  reference  to 
later  on  that  I  cannot  carry  the  larger  the  charges  of  Mr.  Smith  ? 
object  into  effect,  I  shall  not  object  to  Mb.  W.  E.  FOHSTER,  in  reply,  said, 
introduce  a  ehorter  Bill  for  the  purpose  he  had  not  seen  any  report  on  the  matter 
mentioned  in  the  Question.  in  the  public  Press ;  but  he  was  informed 
that  there  had  been  one  letter,  and  one 
ARMY  (INDIA)— UILITART  DRAFTS,  only,  addressed  to  Mr.  Dillon,  and  also 

8m  GEOEUE  CAMPBELL  oaked  the  one  addressed  to  Mr.  Parnell ;  that  the 
Secretary  of  State  for  War,  Whether,  letters  referred  to  a  proposed  demon- 
now  that  all  regiments  are  double  bat-  stwtioa  at  Birmingham  on  their  release ; 
talion,  it  might  not  be  arranged  that  "»d  that  the  Governor  of  the  Prison 
boys  in  training  for  musicians  and  "^i**  "'«?  tl»e  delivery  of  those  letters. 
tulors  should  be  taught  in  the  battalion  Mr.  Smith  wrote  to  the  Goyemor  te- 
at home,  tiU  they  are  of  mature  age,  questing  to  be  informed  if  the  letter  had 
instead  of  being  sent  prematurely  to  ^x*"  received.  The  Governor  did  not 
^^2  ;  reply,  as  he  considered  he  was  not  bound 

Mb.   CHILDER9 :  In  reply  to  my  to  **>  ^^O'e  t^^ai  infora*  the  prisoners 

hon.  Friend,  I  have  to  state  that  the  t^***  letters  addressed  to  them  had  been 

Duke  of  Cambridge  consulted  the  Medi-  detained.     With  regard  to  Mr.  SmiUi 

cal  Director    General   on   this    eubject  visitmg  either  Mr.  Dillon  or  Mr.  Pamell, 

some  months  ago,  aud  that  he  advised,  of  course  he  could  do  so  in  accordance 

and  I  decided,  that  boys  might  safely  go  with  the  rules  of  the  prison.     He  must 

to  India,  if  of  proper  age  and  medically  saj.  in  esplanation  of  the  course  taken 

fit.  The  objection  to  sending  men  under  by  the  Governor,  that  a  rule  had  to  be 

20  to  perform,  in  the  climate  of  India,  la'd    down    that    there    should  be   no 

the  ordinary  duty  of  privates  does  not  political  r.orrespandence  and  no  political 

apply  to  boys  employed  as  musicians  or  converBaUon  with  the  prisoners  at  Kil- 

tailors,  whose  duties  are  much  lighter,  mainham. 

and  it  would  be  most  inconvenient  to  ppnTPPTinw  cv    pfr-shk    ant)    pro 

dispense  with  them  in  India.     The  sub-  PROTECTION  OF    PERbO^    AND    ruu- 

jecUs,  however,  one  of  which  I  will  not  ^I^^TY      (IRELAND)       ACT.      1881- 

lose  wght  CHARGE  OF  POSTING  UP  A  NOTICE. 
Da.  COMMINS  asked  Mr.  Attorney 

PROTECTION    OF   PERSON  AND    PRO-  General  for  Ireland,    Whether  h"  has 

PERTY   (IRELAND)    ACT,    ISBI-LET-  ^^f\  »  paragraph  in  the  "Times      of 

TERS    TO    MB.    PARNELL   AND    MR.  Wednesday,  stating  that 

DILLON.  "  A  young  man  naioed  Carroll,  aervant  lo  a 

>#       ni-iirmn-.T       i      i    i       j-ii  -    p  c  RoDiaii  CulhoUo  clergvuian   at  Coachforii,  hai 

Mr.  sexton  asked  the  Chief  becre-  toen  comniitl*d  for  trial  on  the  charge  of  post. 

tary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland,  mg  up  a  notice,  callingoa  tbe  farmers  to  attend 

Whether  he  has  observed  in    the   public  at  the  farm  of  a  Buspeot   named  O'Leary  and 

Press  a  report  of  a  speech  delivered  on  »'"  *»'  ^^  ■ " 

Monday  last,  by  Mr.  W,  B.  Smith,  one  and,  whether  such   statement   is  true ; 

of  the  Vice  Presidents  of  the  Birming-  and,  if  so,  under  what  statute  has  this 

ham    Beform   I>eague,  in    which    that  man  been  so  charged  and  committed  ? 

gentleman  charged  the  Government  The  ATTORNEY  GENERAL  for 
with  endeaTouriug  to  prevent  the  numi- ^  IKELAND  (Mr.    \V.  M.  Joiisaus^  V^ 
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reply,  said  he  bad  not  eeen  the  para-  Ireland,  Whether,  in  view  of  the  prevn- 

graph    ia     7%«    Tintt;    but  in  conse-  ience  of  amallpox  of  a  very  virulent  type 

quence  of  the  Question  he  had   made  in  the  district  of  Armagh,  he  will  onler 

inquiries,  and  found  that  Carroll  had  theremoTalofthe  susp^tsfrom  Armagh 

been  arrested  under  the  Conspiraoy  and  Qaal  ? 

Protection  of  Property  Act,  1874.  Mr.  W.  E.  FOESTER,  in  reply,  said, 

that  a  medical  officer  had  been  eent  to 

PEOTECTION   OF    PERSON   AND  PEO-  inquirevhether  the  prevalence  of  Bmall< 

PERTT  (IRELAND)  ACT,    1B81— CASE  pox  rendered  the  removal  of  prisoners 

OF  MB.  W.  F,  MOLONEY.  ander  the  Protection  of  Person  and  Pro- 

Me.   REDMOND    asked    the    Ohief  perty  Act  from  Armagh  Gaol  neoeseary. 

Secretary  to  the  Lord    Lieutenant  of  Following   upon  that  medical   officer's 

Ireland,   Whether  it  was  a  fJMjt  that  Report,  an  order  had  been  issued  to  the 

Mr.  W.  F,  Moloney  has  been  imprisoned  effect  that  no  person  from  the  county  of 

under  the  Coercion  Act,  in    Dundalk  Armagh  be   admitted  into  the   prison 

Gaol,  since  last  November ;  whether  ap-  until    further    orders,    this    precautloa 

plication  was  made  for  his  removal  to  being  all  that  was  deemed  necessary. 

Kilmainham,  so  that    be    might  have 

reasonable  facilitieB  for  carrying  on  his  LAW  AND  JUSTICE— THE  FOUB 
business,  and  was  refused ;  and,  whether 


his  dfltenUon  m  Dundalk   IS  essential  j^    HICKa    asked    Mr.    Attorney 

for  his  safe  custody    or  is  simply  in-  General,  Whether  he  has  now  come  b, 

tended  as  punishment?  a  decision  as  to  the  way  in  which  he  will 

Me.  W.  E.  F0R8TEE,  m  reply,  said,  j^^  ^^^  ^^^  p,^„j  ^,^^0  of  judicial 

tod  on  the  po^g^^    and    the    great    inconTeiiiena« 

.     T,     1  1.  V,     1        1-    .-      V   ji  caused  to  jurora  and   others    bj    tho 

ment  m  p«nd»lk  O.ol  .pphcahon  h«i  „,        '  „  „,  ^„,^ag  four  A^izoa  ? 

boon  mado  for  h,.  Iruieter  to  Kilmun.  ■■  ^^  ATTOBNET    BSNEEAL   (8ip 

ham;  but  it  had  been  refused  tho  Ineh  Hmiy  Jakis),  in  reply,  «iid,  the  Qiev 

OoTemmont  feeling  that  It  oould  not  be  ^        .trioUj  speakiig,   referred  to   • 

aoeedod  to  oon«.tontly  mth  th.  pnbbc  „,tt,r  whieliwVsiiot  under  hi.  juriKlio. 

intereBt.                                         .  ,  .  ,  tion ;  but  he  might  say  that  there  was 

Mr.  EEDMOND  »id,  tho  right  hon^  „„    ;„  ^  whatever  of  any  altoratiou 

OenUenian  had  not  answered  tho  laet  ^.jj    ^.j,  £„  tho  .y.tem  introduced  by 

parlofhiBauoelion^  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Membor  tor 

Ma.  W.  E.  rOESTEE  sa,d   it  had  So«t£-Wea  Lanchir,  (Sir  K.  Aeaho- 

been  found  nocoseary  to  .elect  the  prison  ,„„  ,,„„,  for  holding  four  Auizo.  in 

to  which    .uripect."  were  eent   That  had  ^^            (^  „rf„  n„\„           „  ,t„  jj 

beoomo  neceesary   from  the   fact  that,  ^^  left  untried   for  more    than    three 

with  aU  the  precaution,  which  conld  bo  ^„,i„     But  it  wa.  under  tho  careful 

lakoii,  correspondence  to   «,ino   eitent  „„id,„ii„„  „,  the   Qoremment  how 

bad  been  kept  up  by  »mo  of  the  pn-  ,,,  arrangement,  could  bo  made  that 

.oner,  in   «ime  airection.  on  th.  Tory  ^^^  ^^^^  y^.  Judicial  Bench    and 

mattereforwhicbtheyhadbeennrrosted.  ^^^^^  ^„  „„g  „,  ,^,  burden,  con- 

Theaoyermnentinu.tu.0  their  du«iro-  „,   „„    attending    at    thee   four 

bon  with  a  new  to  prevent  that ;  and  it  j^i^a, 
wa.  in   order  to   prevent  it  that   Mr. 

"ir^lSS'  ^"ei'SeSr-  «ie  ^  riEKS  .^EIEOPOLISJ-EIOH. 

right  hon.  Gentleman  meant  that  com-  MOND  PARK, 

munications  of  the  kind  which  he  said  Mr  HANBTTBY-TRACY  asked  the 

came  out  of  prison  came  from  Eilmain-  First  Commissioner  of  Works,  Whether 

ham  only,  and  from  no  other  prison  ?  his  attention  has  been  called  to  the  com- 

U&.  W.  E.  FORSTEB  :  I  did  not  say  plaints  as  to  the  condition  of  Richmond 

that.     I  only  said  I  believed  they  did  Park ;  whether  it  is  the  foot  that  the 

oome  out  of  Kilmaiuham.  Park  is  in  many  parts  covered   with 

ant-hills  and  mole-heaps,  and,  in  conse- 

PfilSONS  (IRELAND)— ABUAUH  GAOL,  quenceof  its  being  insufficiently  drained, 

Mb.    BEDMOND    asked    the  Ohiei  uie  turf  has  in  many  places  become  Aill 

Bwretaiy  to  the  Lord   lieutenant   oi  of  nnall  bogs,  eepeciBlly  in  those  parts 
S%t  Atttrneg  Qmunlfar  IriUmi 
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frcquentod  by  ridan ;  and,  if  00^  whether  Sib  OHABLES  W.  DILKE  :  The  pro- 
he  will  take  stepa  to  haTO  the  Park  put  oeediogs  of  the  Sfaz  Oommiesion  were 
into  a  proper  atate;  and,  whether  it  is  broaght  to  a  dose  by  the  French  Ohair- 
the  fiut  iluit  the  jmroprietors  of  the  pri-  man,  on  the  ground  that  the  Britiah 
Tate  road  in  the  Olarenoe  Lane  leading  Oommisaioners  had  recalled  a  witness 
to  BoshamptonGate  has  erected  abarrier  who  had  been  already  examined,  and 
dose  outside  that  gate,t  and  has  fastened  whose  second  dejposition  differed  from 
this  bacriar  with  a  lock,  to  which  only  that  previously  given.  The  Italian  Gh>- 
the  promietor's  tenants  are  allowed  to  verniaent  were  also  represented  on  the 
have  a  kqr ;  a^d  whether,  in  that  case,  Oommissioiw 
]ie  will  oonidder  the  propriety  of  dosing 
•hogeiher  Boehampton  Gate  until  such 
time  aa  the  pnbUo  in  general  are  allowed 

ta  useit  F                   in(£^iry  im  the  form  of  a  Oommiesion  is 

Kb.  SHAW  LEFEYEE :  With  re-  terminated ;  but  there  is  eorres^endenoe 

Eiot  to  the  last  part  of  my  hon.  Friend's  going  on  with  re^ird  to  ihe  elaim& 

eatum,  he  has  oorreoUy  stated  the  Mm.  O^DONNELL  gave  Notice  that 

{aota  of  the  case.^  The  owner  of  the  he  would  call  attention  to  the  matter  on 

pavate  zoad  leading   to  Boehampton  going  into  Committee  of  Supply. 
Uate  has  for  many  years  past  barred 

the  aooess  of  horses   and  vehicles  to  SOUTH;  AFBlOA—BJSJJTOUJSnx 

^Lil'^^rJ^'^Znl^Jl'J^  ^'  G'DONNELL  adced  the  Under 

^to:lr^Z:.~  ^"£ "  ^* ^S?S:  ^i>  and  cattle;^!,  whetker. 


ICs.  0'IX)NNELL :  Do  I  anderatand 
thai  th«  iaqviinr  is  terminated  ? 
Ba  GHABLES  W.  DILKE:    The 


of  theland  prevent..  aoge£  to  it.    With  :SZ.,r^rZ;«rh«r.^iU  ^ 

nneiit  to  t£e  £rrt  part  of  his  Oueetion.  ,"J^».^  "^  ]^^J^i^jfS^JS^ 

r  £nr»  leoeired  i^  oomplaint»  of  the  J^SFJ^-l^Jffii^&ti^ri^tfc^ 

oonditionofBiohmondpJ'k.    The  Park  f^JTltnte^ 

i^I  am  mformed,  thoroughly  drained.  ^V  ^XJETNEY  :  Basutohmd  is  an 

2S:*ht^\r^£?firhr^:S  integral  par*  of  the  Ca^CoWwhich 

Mr  1        J  ^          J  •           iT^  i  u  poeeesses  responsible  Government,  and 

«mal.  a^d  ttie  ground  is  much  cut  by  ^  j^  ^^  ^^  ^^     Parliament  to  p^yide 

rjo« ;  but  "^o  dner  weather  this  is  ^^^  ^^^^^  ^^  ^^^^^  Cape  levies     The 

oeing  now  remeoi  ^^^    Member,   perhaps,   means  to  ask 

whether  Her  Maiesty  will  be  advised  to 

XHE  KINGDOM  OF  SEBVIA-RECOGNI-  ^^^^^^  ^er  pre^gative  by  vetoing  any 

TION  OF  KING  MILAN.  giU  that  may  be  passed  by  the  Cape 

Mr.  BXJOHANAN  asked  the  Under  Parliament  confiscating  in  any  degree, 

Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign  Affairs,  and  under  whatever  circumstances    it 

Whether  Her  Majesty's  Qovemment  has  may  be  passed,  any  lands  held  by  any 

recognised  the  Kingdom  of  Servia  ;  and,  Basutos.     The  hon.  Member  will  see,  by 

if  not,  whether  it  proposes  to  do  so  at  referring  to  the  Blue  Book  issued  this 

an  early  date  ?  week,  that  the  Gk>vemment  can  give  no 

Sib    OHAItLES  W.    DILKE  i   Her  such  pledge. 
Majesty's  Minister  at  Belgrade  has  been 

instructed  to  convey  the  congratulations  SOUTH  AFRICA  (NATAL)-INDA- 

of  Her  Majesty's  Government  to  King  BEZIMBI. 

on  his  assumption  of  the  Eoyal  Mb.  E.  N.  FOWLER  asked  the  Un- 


^^^'  der  Secretary  of  State  for  the  Colonies, 

Whether  the  British  Besident  at  Pre- 

TUNIS-THE  CAPTURE  OF  SFAX.  ^oria  has  brought  under  the  notice  of 

Mb.   O'DONNELL  asked  the  Under  the  Transvaal  Government  the  circum- 

Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign  Affairs,  stances  of   an  outrage    committed    in 

Why  the  inquiry  into  losses  suffered  by  August  last,  by  a  party  of  Boers,  on  the 

British  subjects  on  the  occasion  of  the  person  and  property  of  a  Kaffir  named 

capture  of  Sfax  was  broken  off  ?  Indabezimbi,  who  was  at  that  tiiuu  ro- 
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siding  in  Natal ;  and,  whether  any  steps 
have  been  taken  by  the  authorities  of 
the  Transvaal,  either  to  institute  a  judi- 
cial inquiry  into  the  matter,  or  to  sur- 
render the  offenders  to  the  Goyemment 
of  Natal  ? 

Me.  COURTNEY:  On  the  13th  of 
October  the  British  Besident  reported 
that,  according  to  promise,  the  Govern- 
ment had  caused  an  investigation  to  be 
made  at  Utrecht,  and  informed  him  that 
the  result  was  somewhat  to  invalidate 
the  statement  of  Indabezimbi ;  but  that 
the  documents  connected  with  the  inves- 
tigation at  Utrecht  woidd  speedily  be 
forwarded  to  him,  with  a  view  to  corre- 
spondence through  him  with  the  Natal 
Government.  No  further  communication 
has  been  received.  It  must  be  observed 
that,  in  the  absence  of  any  extradition 
Convention,  a  judicial  inquiry  in  this 
case  is  practice^y  impossible,  the  out- 
rage, whatever  it  was,  having  been 
committed  in  Natal,  and  the  offenders 
being  in  the  Transvaal.  Her  Majesty's 
Government  are  taking  active  steps  to 
re-establish  a  system  of  extradition  in 
pursuance  of  Article  29  of  the  Conven- 
tion. The  despatches  on  this  subject 
will  be  given  to  Parliament  when  the 
Correspondence  is  completed. 

REMOVAL    OF    THE    ELEPHANT 
"JUMBO." 

Me.  LABOUCHERE  asked  the  Secre- 
tary to  the  Board  of  Trade,  Whether  his 
attention  has  been  called  to  the  evidence 
of  the  secretary  and  the  other  officials 
of  the  Koyal  Zoological  Gardens,  in  re- 
gard to  the  uncertain  temper  of  the 
elephant  ^*  Jumbo,"  and  also  to  the 
statement  that  this  (alleged)  fierce  and 
dangerous  animal  is  to  be  removed  to 
the  United  States  on  the  19th  instant 
upon  one  of  a  line  of  steamers  which 
usually  carries  emigrants ;  and,  whether 
he  will  take  steps  to  secure  emigrants 
taking  berths  upon  the  steamer,  on  which 
a  passage  for  ''Jumbo"  has  been  se- 
cured, from  the  danger  which  it  is  stated 
by  the  secretary  and  other  officials  of 
the  Koyal  Zoological  Gardens  they  may 
incur ;  and  whether  he  will  lay  upon  the 
Table  of  the  House  a  Copy  of  the 
Charter  incorporating  the  Boyal  Zoo- 
logical Gardens  ? 

Mr.  gill  asked,  whether  the  hon. 
Gentleman  was  aware  that  an  elephant 
which  had  been  brought  over  from  India 
by  the  Prince  of  Wales,   and   which 

Jfr.  R.  N,  Fmler 


afterwards  died  in  the  Zoological  Gar- 
dens, Dublin,  had  killed  two  or  three 
men  on  his  passage  over  ? 

Mr.  EVELYN  ASHLEY:  Of  course, 
the  Board  of  Trade  cannot  possibly  have 
any  control  over  what  my  hon.  Friend 
calls  the  "  uncertain  temper  of  the  ele- 
phant Jumbo."  But  the  Surveyors  of 
the  Board  have  been  instructed  to  be 
present  at  the  embarkation  of  the  ani- 
mal, and  to  take  every  care  that  no 
danger  to  the  ship  or  passengers  results 
from  its  presence  on  Doard.  They  are 
specially  charged  to  see  that  the  cage  in 
which  the  animal  is  placed  is  sufficiently 
strong  to  prevent  it  getting  adrift ;  and, 
above  all,  that  the  elephant  shall  not  be 
able  to  step  on  to  the  light  awning  deck 
from  his  own  cage.  They  have  further 
been  instructed  to  take  care  that  the 
presence  of  the  animal  does  not  inter- 
fere with  the  ventilation  of  the  ship, 
and  the  health,  comfort,  or  safety  of  the 
passengers.  As  to  the  Question  about 
the  Zoological  Society's  Charter,  I  must 
ask  for  Notice  of  it. 

PROTECTION  OF  PERSON  AND  PRO- 
PERTY (IRELAND)  ACT,  1881— MR. 
MAHONEY. 

Mr.  HEALY  asked  the  Chief  Secre- 
tary to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland, 
Whether  Mr.  Mahoney,  clerk  of  the 
Castlecomer  Union,  who  was  arrested 
under  the  Coercion  Act,  held  his  appoint- 
ment under  the  same  law  as  that  under 
which  Dr.  Kenny  held  office  in  the 
North  Dublin  Union ;  whether  upon  Mr. 
Mahoney's  arrest  the  Local  Government 
Board  immediately  issued  a  sealed  order 
dismissing  him,  as  was  done  in  Dr. 
Kenny's  case ;  if  not,  will  he  state  upon 
what  principle  the  Local  Government 
Board  dismissed  Dr.  Kenny  by  sealed 
order ;  and,  whether  it  is  the  fact  that 
upon  Mr.  Mahoney' s  release  he  was  at 
once  allowed  to  resume  his  position  by 
the  Castlecomer  Board,  without  any  such 
application  as  the  Dublin  guardians  are 
asked  to  make  to  the  Local  Government 
Board  ? 

Mr.  W.  E.  FORSTER,  in  reply,  said, 
that  Mr.  Mahoney  held  Ms  appointment 
under  the  same  law  as  Dr.  Kenny ;  but 
the  Local  Government  Board,  on  the 
application  of  Mr.  Mahoney,  forbore 
taking  action  in  his  case  for  some  time. 
On  quitting  the  prison  he  resumed  his 
duties. 
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Mb.    HRATjY  inquired  whether  the  sate  subscribers  for  the  copies  seized ; 

right  hon.  Gentleman  would  have  any  whether  any  advice  was    sent  to  the 

objection  to  lay  on  the  Table  the  Corre-  addressees  as  to  how  their  property  had 

spondence  which  had  taken  place  on  the  been  disposed  of ;  whether,  during  the 

sabject?  same  period,  the  "Irish  World"  was 

Mb.  W.  E.  FOESTKB  asked  for  No-  allowed  to  be  delivered  as  usual  through 

tice  of  the  Question.  English  Post  Offices ;  and,  if  so,  why  a 

distinction  was  made;    if  it  is  correct 

PKOTECnON   OF   PERSON   AND  PRO-  *^**'  under  Article  6  of  the  Postal  Con- 

PERTY   (IRELAND)    ACT,    1881  — MR.  vention,  signed  at  Paris  in  June  1878, 

N.  J.  BARRETT  Crreat  Britain  binds  herself  to  pay  an 

indemnity  of  50  francs  to  the  sender 

Mb,  BIGGAE  asked  the  Postmaster  of  certain  registered  articles,  including 

General,  Whether  Mr.  N.   J.  Banrett  newspapers,    "  sauf    le    cas    de    force 

a    regularly    appointed    postal    official  majeure ; "  whether  the  senders  of  un- 

(July  1876),  who  has  been  arrested  at  deHveredregisteredpacketsof  the  "Irish 

Longhrea  under  the  Coercion  Act,  will  World"  will  be  entitted  to  receive  the 

be  aUowed  to  resume  his  post  upon  re-  indemnity ;    and,   whether    any  repre- 

lease,  or  wUl  receive  an  equivalent  ap-  gentations  have  been  made  by  the  Go- 

pomtment?  vemment  of  the  United  States  as  to  the 

Mb.  FAWOETT,  m  reply,  said,  that  seizure  of  American  newspapers  in  Irish 

the  position  held  by  Mr.  Barrett  m  the  pQg^  Offices  ? 

Loughrea  Post  Office  had  been  filled       Mr.  w.  E.  FOESTER,  in  reply,  said, 

up;  and,  under  the  circumstances,  he  that  as  this  was  a  poUtical  matter  he 

could  not  be  restored  to  the  service  of  ^ight  be  allowed  to  answer  the  Ques- 

the  Post  Office.  tion.    It  was  true  that  The  Irish  TFbrld 

newspaper  since  December    had  been 

PROTECTION   OF   PERSON   AND  PRO-  stopped    in  the   Dublin  General    Post 

PERTY   (IRELAND)   ACT,   1881  —  MR.  Office  by  the  warrant  of  the  Lord  Lieu- 

LYNE.  tenant,  who  deemed  it  necessary  for  the 

Mb.  HEALY  asked  the  Chief  Secre-  «^^  f^'^ul^^'K  f  ^"^t1?  f*^**  *^if * 

i.-.i.i.uTJT-i.         i.x»Tij  step   Bhould  be   taken.     That  was  the 

^  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland,  ^^j^  ^^^^^^  ^^  ^^^^  ^^^^  ^  ^^^  ^^^ 

Whetherpohce  protection  was  withdrawn  ^^^^  Questions.     If  the   action  of  the 

from  John  Ijyne,  Ardnatrush,  Bantry,  t  •  i.  n  a  a*       *  j    • 

X     r\    ^  J      u  ^u       Vr      t  Irish  Government  were  disputed  m   a 

county   Cork,    and   whether   Mr.    Lyne  ^       i-rr  -i.  *.   \^     a  c    a  j^ 

1 .       S-  '       i.  J  v    xi,        T  A  Court   of  Law,    it  must   be   defended, 

himself  was  arrested  by  the  pohce  ;  and,  att-.t,  a  a.  \\.     i    4.  n      i-  u 

.-  ,  ij    X  i.       I,  *^     ^'  XX-  With  reerard  to  the  last  Question,  whe- 

if  he  would  state  why  police  protection  .,  ^  xx-        i.  a  i.  a 

'thd  ?  ^^^  representations  had  been  made 

iLT     W7  1?  T?r\-Dc<rn7T:>   .  1         .J  by  the  Government  of  the  United  States, 

Mr.  W.  E.  FOKSTER,  m  reply,  said,  i  "^  i     i  .  ^i    .  x  x- 

.1    .  T      T  .  '  .       *^  "^      -^u  he  had  to  say  that  no  representation,  as 

that  personal  pohce  protection  was  with-  «  i.  ^  a  u  a 

J       ^  /.        ^/^  T  X 1,  •  X  lar   as  he  was  aware,  had  been  made 

drawn  irom  Mr.  Lyne  at  his  own  request,  ix^xn  xa-        -1,^ 

mi  ^  ^       J  X-      r      xu      X  X  by  that  Government.     An  inquiry  had, 

1  here  was  no  loundation  for  the  state-  •''.1,  ru-  v.  a^    i 

_.,!.,      1,1  ,j,.i  m  the  course  oi  business,  been  made  of 

ment  that  he  had  been  arrested  by  the  ^^^  p^^^  ^^^^    ^^^  ^j^^  '      1      .^^^  ^ 

pohce.     On  one  occasion   last  autumn  t^e  Post  Office  was  that  the  paper  had 

the  Constabulary  thought   it    prudent  ^  ^  ^    ^j^^^j^^  J^^^  Lord 

to  shelter  mm   for   the    night    in   the  t  •     x         t 

v«        i_r         1.-U1.  A    V.'  Lieutenant. 

bw^ks,  for  which   he  expressed  his        ^^    ^^j^^  ^^.^^  ^^^^^  ^^  ^^^^^^ 

had  been  given  as  to  an  engagement  to 

_  pay  50  francs  to  the  sender  of  certain 

POST  OFFICE-THE  "IRISH  WORLD"  J^e^istered  articles,  including  newspapers, 

NEWSPAPER.  u  eauf  le  cas  de  force  majeure." 
Ma.  HEALY  asked  the   Postmaster        Mr.  W.  E.  FOESTER :    That   is  a 

General,   Whether  it   is   true   that,   at  legal  Question,  to  which  I  am  not  able 

various  times  since  December  last,  the  to  give  an  answer. 
**  Lrish   World  "   newspaper  has    been        Mr.  HEALY :  Notice  has  been  given 

stopped    in    the   Dublin   General  Post  for  a  week. 

•  Office;  if  so,  by  whose  instructions,  and        Mr.  LEWIS  asked  under  what  Act 

upon   what    grounds,   this   was    done ;  of  Parliament  the  Lord  Lieutenant  had 

whether  the  Department  will  compen-  proceeded  ? 
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Mr.  W.  E.  FORSTEE  :  That  is  a 
legal  Question,  and  Notice  ought  to  be 
given  of  it  in  proper  form. 

Mb.  EEDMOND  asked  whether  the 
papers  had  been  destroyed  in  the  Post 
Of&ce? 

[No  reply  was  given  to  the  Question.] 

PROTECTION  OF  PERSON  AND  PRO- 
PERTY (IRELAND)  ACT,  1881— AR- 
REST OF  MR.  JOHN  ROREE. 

Mb.  HEALY  asked  the  Chief  Secre- 
tary to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland, 
Whether  it  is  true  that  Mr.  John  Borke 
of  Dublin  has  been  arrested  under  the 
Coercion  Act,  and  of  what  crime  he  is 
suspected  ? 

Mb.  W.  E.  FORSTER  :  It  is  the  case 
that  Mr.  Borke  has  been  arrested  under 
the  Protection  of  Person  and  Property 
Act ;  and  I  believe  the  ground  is  that  he 
is  reasonably  suspected  of  intimidation 
to  prevent  the  payment  of  rent. 

Mb.  HEALx  said,  that  the  answer  of 
the  right  hon.  Oentleman  was  so  un- 
satisfactory that  he  felt  it  his  duty  to 
make  a  few  remarks  upon  it,  and  with 
that  view  he  would  conclude  with  a 
Motion.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman  had 
stated  that  Mr.  Korke  had  been  arrested 
because  he  was  reasonably  suspected  of 
intimidating  persons  not  to  pay  rent; 
but  the  real  reason  he  was  arrested  was 
because  he  was  reasonably  suspected  of 
being  the  partner  of  Mr.  Patrick  Egan, 
the  Treasurer  of  the  Irish  Land  League. 
Mr.  Borke  had  never  taken  any  part  in 
politics — he  had  never  made  a  speech  in 
the  whole  course  of  his  life — but  he 
had  business  relations  with  Mr.  Patrick 
Egan.  Accordingly  a  heavy  fine,  in  the 
shape  of  imprisonment,  was  to  be  im- 
posed upon  Mr.  Borke  for  his  business 
connection  with  that  unfortunate  indi- 
vidual, the  Treasurer  of  the  Irish  Land 
League.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman,  in 
his  recent  speech  at  Tullamore,  stated 
that  the  only  people  he  had  put  into 

{>rison  were  broken-down  men  and  reek- 
ess  boys.  Was  Mr.  Borke  either  a 
broken-down  man  or  a  reckless  boy? 
His  commercial  standing  in  the  City  of 
Dublin  was  superior  to  Siat  of  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  at  Bradford.  P*  Oh ! "] 
At  all  events,  his  name  on  the  back  of  a 
bill  would  have  much  more  potency 
than  that  of  a  certain  official  at  Dublin 
Oaatle,  whose  signature  was  only  valu- 
able when  attached  to  a  warrant.     Be- 


cause Mr.  Borke  had  the  misfortune  to 
be  connected  with  Mr.  Egan  he  was  put 
in  gaol.  And  to  what  g^l  was  he  sent  ? 
Not  to  Kilmainham,  where  he  would 
have  an  opportunity  of  conducting  his 
business,  according  to  the  promises  of 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman ;  but  he  was 
sent  down  to  Naas,  40  or  50  miles  from 
the  place  where  he  could  conduct  his 
business.  The  Chief  Secretary  had 
stated  that  he  would  release  the  pri- 
soners when  outrages  were  diseontinued. 
He  would  tell  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
that  the  arrest  of  men  like  Mr.  Borke 
were  only  calculated  to  increase  out- 
rages. At  the  same  time,  such  was  the 
feeling  of  nationality  that  had  been 
I  created  in  Ireland — such  a  feeling  of 
solidity  amongst  the  tenant  farmers — 
that,  were  it  not  for  the  personal  ruin 
the  Chief  Secretary  wished  to  infiict,  he 
would  regard  the  Coercion  Act  in  Ire- 
land as  a  blessing  rather  than  a  curse. 
That  would  be  his  opinion,  if  he  could 
merely  view  the  matter  apart  from  the 
personal  destruction  which  he  knew  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  was  desirous  to 
bring  upon  individuals.  The  800  men 
who  were  now  in  prison  must  be  re- 
leased some  day ;  and  when  they  did 
regain  their  liberty  it  would  be  seen 
that  the  Government,  by  their  coercive 
policy,  had  only  created  so  many  drill- 
sergeants  and  picquets  in  the  army  of 
agitation.  He  begged  to  move  the  ad- 
journment of  the  House. 

Mb.  sexton,  in  seconding  the  Mo- 
tion, said,  he  believed  the  arrest  of  Mr. 
Borke  to  be  one  of  the  meanest  the 
Government  had  yet  made.  He  had  the 
pleasure  of  making  the  acquaintance  of 
that  gentleman.  He  never  was  a  poli- 
tician. He  never  concerned  himself,  to 
any  extent,  in  public  life ;  and  he  (Mr. 
Sexton)  was  personally  aware  of  the 
fact  that  during  last  year,  owing  to  the 
representations  of  his  friends,  he  had 
rigorously  abstained  altogether  fr^m 
politics.  Mr.  Borke  knew  well,  from 
the  moment  the  Coercion  Act  came  into 
force,  that  he  was  placed  in  a  position 
of  danger.  He  knew  that  the  fact  of 
his  partnership  with  Mr.  Egan  would 
expose  him  to  the  attentions  of  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman.  His  friends  advised 
him  not  to  give  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man, any  pretext  for  arresting  him ;  and 
he  had  scrupulously  abstained  from  any- 
thing of  the  kind,  because  he  knew  that 
one  day  he  would  be  made  the  victim  of 


tun  THUtUom  tfPtrtn  md  {TSarcb  10, 1 

ttieiiahtlton.G«ntlemui'B  spleen.  WItat 
vu  utB  arime  of  Mr.  Borke?  The; 
««n  told  lif  tbfli  right  biOfi.  Qentlemon 
ttal  tt  WW  «adfl«Tmiri]ig  to  intiimdate 


1  tiie  dightart  knoirladge  of  Borke 
lid  tmdit  tar  a  moment.  He  waa  a 
ntaa  of  eaaitm  vpd  fcononr,  willing  to 
UtODd  to  oUier  men  the  righta  he 
daimad  for  Idmself ;  and  if  there  wu 
one  man  on  Irish  wil  to-day,  in  g^ol  (^ 
ont  of  it,  whp  wonld  be  ashamed  to 
waotioe  intimidation,  it  was  John 
Borfca.  The  moral  mnrder  infiioted 
under  this  Aet  was  iUnstrated  bj  the 
oi^  with  which  a  charge  like  this 
1  be  made  np.  Hhe  real  oha^;e 
it  Ifr.  Borke  was  that  he  waa  a 
t  in  the  oommeroial  firm  of  Egan 
ana  jsoAn  in  Dublin.  The  Oovemment 
knew  tikat  Mr.  Patriok  Bgon  was  one 
of  tiuir  moot  dangeiooa  enemiea.  They 
know  that  he  was  the  enemv  of  eooial 
and  politioal  tjnmij  in  Ireland;  thej 
knew  tiiat  ha  had  deroted  ybtj  rare 
alriUtiea  to  the  aerrice  of  Uie  pMple ; 
and  Ouj  knew  the  enanr  ud  akilT  he 
had  Inong^t  tQ  beai.  on  the  intereata  of 
the  peopla ;  bnt  the  warrant  of  the  Chief 
Bacntazy  did  not  ran  in  Faria — and 
ikenfon,  to  enable  them  to  withdraw 
Ifr.  I^an  from  the  aervioe  of  the  cause 
of  the  people,  they  had  had  reconrBe  to 
the  mean  expedient  of  seizing  oa  bis 
partner,  an  innocent  man,  not  at  all 
engaged  in  politics,  and  vho  had  stadi- 
onaly  aroidod  doing  anything  to  commit 
himself.  The  GtiTemment  had  done 
this  with  no  other  hope,  and  for  no 
other  reaaon,  than  that  of  dislocating 
the  oommeidal  business  of  Mr.  Egan. 
Ibe  arreat  of  Mr.  Borke  was  particularly 
mean,  at  the  present  time,  when  Mr. 
Egan'a  name  was  mentioned  in  connec- 
tion with  the  representation  of  Ueath. 
They  had  been  informed  by  lawyers  in 
the  House  that  Mr.  Egan  was  legally 
entitled  to  sit  as  Member  of  Parliament 
ibr  Heath.  Whether  that  was  so  or 
not,  they  knew  that  the  Bishop  and 
people  of  Meath  would  be  very  glad  to- 
morrow to  elect  Mr.  Patrick  Egan  to 
lepreaent  thsir  county.  Yet  the  Qo- 
Temment,  which  had  resorted  to  extreme 
and  extraordinary  measures  to  allow  one 
of  the  Members  for  Northampton  to 
take  his  aeat,  now  arrested  an  nonest, 
daoent  Iriahman,  incapable  of  crime, 
inoapable  of  criminal  thought,  for  the 


I  JViyw^  (MfwO  Aa,  mi.  fiat 

puipoae  of  embarraasing  another  pa- 
triotia  Irishman  who  was  beyond  their 
reach,  hewing,  by  the  dislooation  of  hu 
r.  Patrick  Egan 
nuelf  before  th« 
rerathe  meaoato 
Act  waa  turned; 
ith  which  it  waf 
right  hon.  Gei^T 
Iraordinaiy  ton? 
roonred  for  him  % 
returned  to  that 
wppio,  whom  ha 
took  by  anrpriso  in  the  streets  of  Tulla- 
more,  that  outrages  were  ooiamitted,  not 
exactly  as  his  hon.  Triond  the  Membe^ 
for  Wexford  (Mr.  Healy]  had  quoted,  bid 
by  broken-down  men  and  by  Tiolent  and 
reckless  boya.  Did  Mr.  Borke  belong  to 
either  of  theae  two  categories?  Wsshefc 
violent  and  raoklaaa  boy  ?  He  had  long 
since  reached  the  yeara  of  maturity: 
which  had  taught  him  pmdanoe;  and 
he  was  one  of  &e  laat  men  in  the  world 
like^  to  lay  himself  open  to,  the  oharge 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  had  mad* 
agunst  him.  Waa  he  a  ".brpkao-down 
manf"  The  House  had  hisa^  the 
oomparison  drawn  by  the  hon.  Itembw 
fi>r  Wexford  beiweea  this''  broken-dowii 
man"  and  the  Ohief  Q^oretan,  ttom  the 
aspect  of  that  oommercnal  liie  to  which 
they  both  belonged.  He  told  the  House 
that  Mr.  Borke,  so  far  from  being  a 
broken-down  man,  was  one  of  the  most 
substantial  and  respected  traders  in  the 
City  of  Dublin.  The  ri^t  hon.  Gentle- 
man told  the  people  of  Tullomore  that 
if  outrages  ceased  or  became  fewer,  the 
"suspects"  would  be  let  out;  but  he 
immediately  followed  up  that  speech  in 
which  he,  for  reasons  <^  his  own,  gave 
hopes  to  the  hearts  of  some  poor  people 
ia  Ireland,  leading  them  to  suppose  that 
some  of  the  "suspects"  would  be  re- 
leased  by  imprisoning  a  man  who  oould 
not  be  supposed  to  have  auy  connection 
with  outrages.  He  should  not  comment 
now  on  the  speech  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman,  beyond  remarking  that  it 
was  exceedingly  easy  for  a  man  who 
had  thrown  into  gaol  erery  person  that 
oould  answer  him,  who  had  put  his 
fingers  upon  the  throat  of  the  country 
and  a  gag  into  its  mouth,  to  appear  at 
a  hotel  window,  surrounded  by  hia 
bailifi's  and  detectiTes,  and  to  deliver  to 
a  crowd  of  people  assembled  in  the 
market  place  a  speech  beginning  with  a 
dull  jeet,  prooeeinng  with  a  mean  threat^ 
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and  finishing  up,  in  true  English  fashion, 
with  a  good  round  text  of  Scripture.  It 
was  exceedingly  easy  for  the  right  hon. 
Oentleman  to  do  these  things,  because 
he  well  knew  that  any  man  in  that 
crowd  who  dared  to  say  a  syllable  while 
he  was  delivering  his  studied  eloquence 
would  find  himself,  after  a  day  or  two, 
in  Kilmainham  or  some  other  gaol.  It 
had    come  to  a  sad  time  with    Irish 

Solitics  when  no  respectability,  no  pru- 
ence,  no  self-respect,  could  save  a  man 
from  arrest ;  \ind  when  the  politics  of 
the  country,  and  the  direction  of  its 
interests,  were  confided  to  the  care  of  a 
man  who  was  capable  of  such  a  con- 
temptible piece  of  comic  acting  as  that 
seen  the  other  day  in  the  streets  of 
Tullamore. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"That  this  House  do  now  adjourn." — 
{Mr.  Healy.) 

Mr.  GBAY  remarked,  that  he  had  had 
a  somewhat  intimate  acquaintance  with 
Mr.  Horke,  and  he  was  perfectly  con- 
vinced that  Mr.  Korke  had  done  nothing 
whatever  to  deserve  arrest.  Still,  he 
could  not  sav  that  the  news  of  his  arrest 
had  caused  nim  any  great  surprise.  It 
was  now  two  or  three  months  since  he 
had  a  conversation  with  Mr.  Borke,  and 
on  that  occasion  he  (Mr.  Gray)  remarked 
to  him — "The  probability  is  the  Chief 
Secret€iry  will  arrest  you."  Mr.  Borke 
said — "1  have  done  nothing  whatever. 
I  have  been  exceedingly  careful.  I  never 
attended  any  meeting ;  I  have  taken  no 

£art  in  any  of  the  meetings  of  the  Land 
.eague."  "  WeU,"  he  (Mr.  Gray)  said 
— "You  are  Mr.  Egan's  partner,  and 
you  will  be  arrested ;  they  will  try  to 
punish  Egan  through  you."  He  replied 
— "  I  know  how  serious  it  would  be  if 
both  of  us  should  be  away  from  busi- 
ness, and  on  that  account  I  have  been 
careful  to  give  the  Chief  Secretary  no 
excuse  for  arresting  me."  It  turned  out, 
however,  that  his  (Mr.  Gray's)  antici- 
pations were  correct.  Messrs.  Egan  and 
Korke  carried  on  in  Dublin  a  very  large 
business,  requiring  personal  attention 
and  supervision.  Mr.  Egan,  of  course, 
had  taken  a  very  active  part  in  political 
a£Eiair8 ;  and,  according  to  the  manner  in 
which  the  Coercion  Act  was  being  ad- 
ministered, his  arrest,  perhaps,  would 
be  a  matter  about  which  there  could  not 
be  a  great  complaint.  But  to  arrest 
lir.  Brake  limply  because  he  was  Mr. 

Mr.  8$Mt9m 


Egan's  partner  was  a  step  which  was  not 
calculated,  using  the  words  of  the  Beso- 
lution  passed  last  night,  "to  promote 
good  government  in  Ireland."  It  was 
calculated  to  do  the  very  reverse.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Chief  Secre- 
tary had  taken  care  to  counteract  any 
good  which  his  personal  inspection  of 
parts  of  Ireland  might  have  been  likely 
to  produce  by  the  coup  which  he  ac- 
complished when  leaving  the  country. 
Beally  the  present  course  of  government 
in  Ireland  was  calculated  to  drive  into 
despair  men  of  moderate  opinions,  and 
men  who,  like  himself,  had  always  been 
anxious  to  keep  within  the  spirit  of  every 
moral  and  legsd  obligation,  and  to  press 
as  strongly  as  possible  what  he  con- 
sidered morally  right  upon  the  people. 
He  would  take  the  liberty  of  very  humbly 
and  respectfully  repeating  the  warning 
to  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  which  was 
given  some  time  ago  in  a  leading  article 
of  The  Times,  to  the  effect  that  a  Govern- 
ment that  was  feared  might  continue  to 
exist ;  but  that  the  Government  which 
was  at  once  hated  and  despised  must 
soon  come  to  an  end. 

Mr.  W.  E.  FOBSTEB  :  I  have  only 
one  remark  to  make.  I  doubt  very  much 
whether  the  hon.  Members— even  hon. 
Members  opposite — really  believe  that 
Mr.  Borke  was  arrested  simply  because 
he  was  Mr.  Egan's  partner.  [Mr. 
BiooAR :  Yes,  we  do.]  Lest  those  in 
Ireland  who  may  read  the  speeches 
that  have  been  just  now  made  should  be 
led  to  believe  that  there  is  any  truth  in 
the  assertion,  I  rise  simply  for  the  pur- 
pose of  stating  most  distinctly  that  the 
fact  that  Mr.  Borke  was  Mr.  Egan's 
partner  had  nothing   to    do   with   his 

Mr.'  JUSTIN  M^CABTHY  said,  he 
had  not  the  honour  and  pleasure  of  know- 
ing Mr.  Borke  ;  but  he  should  say  that, 
from  what  he  had  heard  from  his  hon. 
Friends  around  him,  he  believed  that  he 
was  arrested  mainly,  if  not  altogether, 
because  he  was  Mr.  Egan's  partner.  Mr. 
Borke  had  lately  taken  no  part  in  poli- 
tics, and  had  done  nothing  to  justify  his 
arrest,  which  appeared  to  be  in  keeping 
with  the  rest  of  the  Government  policy  in 
Ireland.  The  Ministry  had  introduced  a 
system  in  Ireland  of  government  by 
accusation,  by  calumny,  by  brinc^ng 
vag^e  charges  against  persons  which 
could  not  be  proved,  but  which  they  as- 
serted justified  them  in  looking  them  up 
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in  Kilmainbam  Oaol.  In  this  case  espe- 
dally  he  should  like  to  appeal  from  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Chief  Secre- 
tary to  the  Head  of  the  Government  him- 
self. Did  the  Prime  Minister,  with  all 
his  honourable  antecedents,  with  all 
his  instincts  in  favour  of  liberty  and  fair 
government,  approve  of  a  transaction  of 
this  character ;  and  was  the  arrest  of  men 
like  Mr.  Horke  consistent  with  the  honour- 
able and  open  government  of  the  coun- 
try ?  Up  to  the  time  of  his  arrest  Mr. 
Borke  had  not  been  much  of  a  politi- 
cian ;  but  he  should  like  to  know  whe- 
ther he  had  not  by  this  time  been  con- 
verted into  a  very  strong  politician  in- 
deed ?  Such  treatment  made  not  merely 
politicians,  but  conspirators. 

Mb.  O'DONNELL  agreed  with  those 
who  believed  Mr.  Eorke  to  have  been 
all  his  life  a  quiet  politician — a  most 
earnest  Nationalist ;  no  doubt,  as  strong 
in  his  opinion  as  any  man  in  the  House, 
but  a  quiet  business  man.     Some  time 
ago  he  had  a  conversation  with  Mr. 
Korke  of  the  same  nature  as  that  nar- 
rated by  the  hon.  Member  for  Carlo w 
(Mr.   Gray).     He  (Mr.  O'Donnell)  ex- 
pressed his  fear  that  Mr.  Borke  would 
be  arrested  because  he  was  Mr.  Egan's 
partner  ;  but  to  this  Mr.  Korke  replied 
that,  bad  as  the  English  were,  they  were 
not  so  bad  as  that.  It  seemed,  however, 
that  Mr.   Horke  had    been    mistaken. 
[Mr.    Sexton  :    Hear,   hear !]     It   was 
not,  however,  the  work  of  the  English- 
men ;  it  was  the  work  of  these  anti-Irish 
under-strappers  in  Ireland,  who  did  the 
dirty  work  of  the  Government  at  Dublin. 
He   was   absolutely    certain   that    Mr. 
Borke  had  not  taken  any  part  in  poli- 
tics lately  ;  because  the  argument  would 
commend  itself  to  the  House,  that  if  one 
partner  in  a  large  commercial  firm  like 
that  of  Egan  and  Borke  was  avowedly 
playing   a   dangerous  game,   the  other 
would   be  particularly   careful   to  keep 
himself  clear  of  politics  for  the  sake  of 
their  business.    He  had  it  upon  the  best 
authority  that  Mr.  Borke  had  strictly 
confined  himself  to   his   business.     He 
was  a  respectable  Dublin  merchant  and 
trader,  enjoying  the  respect  of  all  classes 
of  the  community,    a   man   who   never 
said  an  injurious  word  of  anyone,  even 
though  he  might  be  opposed  to  him  in 
politics,  or  any  other  matter  of  opinion. 
But  Mr.  Borko  had  been  arrested  purely, 
and    entirely,  and  conclusively  because 
be  was  Mr.  Egan's  partner.   This  was  a 


case  which  went  on  all  fours  with  the 
miserable  way  in  which  Dr.  Kenny  was 
arrested,  with  the  additional  punishment 
put  upon  him  by  depriving  nim  of  his 
office  as  medical  officer.   Mr.  Borke  had 
been  taken  up  for  the  jpurpose  of  disar- 
ranging and  destroying  the  commercial 
business  of  the  firm  of  Messrs.  Egan  and 
Borke.     The  Chief  Secretary  had,  no 
doubt,  believed  the  information  on  which 
he  had  acted ;  but  he  asked  the  Chief 
Secretary  to  communicate  that  informa- 
tion, not  to  the  House,  not  to  the  public, 
but  to  choose  from  the  Front  Opposition 
Bench  three  or  four  of  the  Leaders  of 
the  Conservative  Party — men  who  had 
no  sympathy  with  intimidation  or  Irish 
nationality — and  to  communicate  to  them 
the  information  upon  which    he    had 
acted,  and  if  those  Leaders  agreed  that 
there  was  any  reasonable  ground  what- 
ever for  the  arrest  of  Mr.  Borke,  he 
would  apologize  for  having  called  into 
question  the  accuracy  of  the  information 
of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman.    But  he 
assured  the  Chief   Secretary    such  in- 
formation was    always  at  hand  when 
wanted,  especially  at  a  time  when  Cir- 
culars were  fiying   about  the  country. 
Then  informers  could  always  be  found 
to  give  any  kind  of  evidence.  The  Chief 
Secretary    had    doubtless  received    in- 
formation.    In  connection  with  Dublin 
Castle  there  was  always  an   abundant 
supply  of  auxiliaries,  ready   at   a  mo- 
ment's notice  to  give  Judas  Iscariot  evi- 
dence for  the  thirtieth  part  of  the  thirty 
pieces  of  silver.     That  was  the  system 
of  government  which  reigned  in  Ireland 
at  the  present  day ;  but  he  would  not 
hold   the   Chief  Secretary   entirely  re- 
sponsible for  this.     The  man  who  was 
responsible  for  the  Chief  Secretary  him- 
self was  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  sitting 
on  his  left-hand  side  (Mr.  Gladstone). 
It  was  the  policy  of  the  Premier  that 
was  the  cause  of  everything  that  was 
taking  place  in  Ireland.     The  Chief  Se- 
cretary and  the  Premier,  he  was  sure, 
would  refuse  that  test ;  but  they,  know- 
ing, as  they  did,   Mr.  Borke,  knowing, 
as  they  did,  that  the  arrangement  was 
that  Mr.  Borke  attended  purely  to  the 
commercial  business  of  the  firm,  while 
Mr.  Egan  devoted  himself  exclusively  to 
attending  to  the  policy  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  at  the  head  of  the  Govern- 
ment —  knowing    these    circumstances, 
knowing   the  general  repute    in   which 
Mr.  Borke  stood,  knowing  the  absolute 
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^brthlessness  of  the  evidence  upon  whioli 
the  Chief  Secretary  proceeded,  they 
charged  the  Goyemment  to  any  kind 
of  test  they  chose,  and  they  were  per- 
fectly certain  that  they  would  prove  to 
the  satisfaction  of  the  right  hon.  Baronet 
rSir  Stafford  Northcote),  and  to  the  satis- 
faction of  the  two  right  hon.  and  learned 
Gentlemen  the  Members  for  the  Univer- 
sity of  Dublin,  that  there  was  not  one 
rag  of  evidence  against  Mr.  Horke — that 
the  only  object  of  punishing  Mr.  Borke 
was  to  ruin  the  business  of  Mr.  Egan, 
and  that  the  arrest  of  Mr.  Borke  was 
one  of  the  most  foul  and  cowardly  out- 
rages that  had  been  perpetrated,  and 
that  had  disgraced  the  whole  adminis- 
tration of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  in 
Ireland.  He  (Mr.  0*Donnell)  was  very 
sorry,  for  his  part,  to  see  that  there  was 
any  apparent  complaint  made  upon  the 
Irish  Benches  of  the  action  of  the 
Chief  Secretary  in  addressing  the  crowd 
gathered  outside  his  hotel  window  in 
TuUamore.  He  sincerely  wished  that 
the  Chief  Secretary  would  do  much 
more  of  that  sort  of  thing.  He  wished 
that,  instead  of  acting  on  the  informa- 
tion of  the  Iscariots  of  Dublin  Castle,  he 
would  go  round  and  see  the  country  for 
himself.  He  was  sure  there  were  hun- 
dreds of  parish  priests  throughout  the 
country,  like  Father  M'Alroy,  of  Tulla- 
more,  prepared  to  guarantee  the  Chief 
Secretary  a  quiet  hearing.  If  he  went 
round  to  the  parish  priests  and  consulted 
them,  and  visited  the  convent  schools, 
and  said  a  few  nice  things  to  the  chil- 
dren, and  afterwards  addressed  a  crowd 
outside  his  hotel  window,  he  might  have 
a  few  rough  interruptions ;  but,  on  the 
whole,  the  people  would  decidedly  like 
him  in  his  new  character  of  the  friend  of 
the  fatherless  and  the  lover  of  liberty. 
He  sincerely  hoped  the  Chief  Secretary 
would  pay  a  visit  to  Dungarvan  next, 
and  if  he  addressed  a  crowd  from  the 
window  of  his  friend  Mr.  Flynn's  hotel, 
he  would  get  as  good  an  audience,  and 
go  away  after  having  done  as  little  to 

Procure  support  for  the  policy  of  the 
liberal  Government  as  he  did  in  TuUa- 
more. 

Me.  MITCHELL  HENRY  said,  he 
could  hardly  gather  from  the  speeches 
of  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite  whether 
they  really  wished  to  accomplish  the 
object  they  professed  to  have  in  view — 
to  obtain  the  release  of  Mr.  Eorke,  or 
rimply  to  vent  their  spleen  on  the  Chief 


Secretary  for  Ireland.  He  felt  deeply 
humiliated,  as  did  the  House  and  thou- 
sands of  people  in  this  country,  at  re- 
peated arrests  of  this  kind.  He  con- 
fessed he  did  not  know  where  it  was 
ing  to  end ;  but  he  was  sure  the  Chief 
ecretary  intended  to  make  himself  tho- 
roughly acquainted  with,  and  respon- 
sible for,  every  arrest  that  was  made 
under  this  Act.  He  was  sure,  also,  that 
of  the  500  persons  who  were  now  suffer- 
ing in  prisons  in  Ireland  there  were 
many  perfectly  innocent.    It  was  im- 

gossible  that  it  could  be  otherwise ;  but 
e  wanted  to  ask  hon.  Gentlemen  oppo- 
site did  they  really  wish  to  have  a  better 
state  of  things  brought  about,  and  were 
their  speeches  likely  to  accomplish  the 
objects  they  had  in  view?  Take  the 
speech  of  the  hon.  Member  for  Wex- 
ford (Mr.  Healy).  What  could  be  more 
coarse,  more  insulting,  more  absolutely 
without  a  shadow  of  foundation,  than 
his  insinuations  against  the  commercial 
credit  of  his  right  hon.  Friend  the  Chief 
Secretary  for  Ireland.  There  was  not  a 
name  that  stood  higher  in  England  in 
that  respect.  Why  should  Uie  hon. 
Member  make  his  insulting  and  stupid 
comparison  between  the  Chief  Secretary 
for  Ireland,  in  his  business  capacity, 
and  the  names  of  those  gentlemen  who 
had  been  arrested  ?  Was  that  likely  to 
assist  them?  Then  the  hon.  Member 
for  Sligo  turned  into  ridicule  the  well- 
intentioned  efforts  of  the  Chief  Secre- 
tary to  come  in  contact  with  the  people 
of  Ireland.  He  (Mr.  Mitchell  Henry) 
knew  just  as  much  about  the  people  of 
Ireland  as  did  the  hon.  Member  for 
Sligo;  and  he  knew  very  well  that  on 
receiving  the  observations  of  the  Chief 
Secretary  for  Ireland,  they  returned  to 
their  native  character  of  love  of  fair 
lay  and  politeness.  He  believed  the 
hief  Secretary  could  have  gone,  from 
the  very  first  day  of  his  visit,  into  any 
large  town  or  amongst  any  community 
in  Ireland  in  perfect  safety ;  and  if  he 
had  let  it  be  known  he  wished  to  speak 
to  the  people,  he  would  have  been  re- 
ceived, as  he  was  where  he  made  his 
recent  address,  with  fair  play  and  cour- 
tesy, and  even  with  sympathy.  Well, 
then,  why  did  the  hon.  Member  for  Sligo 
turn  this  matter  into  a  matter  of  ribeud 
jest  ?  Then  the  hon.  Member  for  Dun- 
garvon  (Mr.  O'Donnell) — he  understood 
the  first  part  of  his  remarks  as  expres- 
sive of  sympathy  with  the  object  of  the 
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risit  of  tlie  Ohief  Secretary  to  Ireland ; 
but  the  latter  part  of  his  observations 
cnt  off  all  suon  hope.  But  he  (Mr. 
Mitchell  Henry)  wanted  to  appeal  to 
the  hon.  Member  for  Longford  (Mr. 
Justin  McCarthy),  who  was  the  Leader 
of  the  Party  opposite.  Why  did  he  not 
exert  his  autiiority,  and  relieve  the 
country  from  that  terrible  incubus — the 
**  no  rent "  manifesto  ?  Did  he  believe 
in  it?  [^Chsers  from  the  Irish  MemherBJ] 
He  gathered  from  those  cheers  that  he 
did. 

Mb.  JUSTIN  MCCARTHY :  Under 
the  circumstances,  most  certainly  I  do. 

Mb.  MITCHELL  HENRY :  WeU,  if 
the  hon.  Member  approves  of  it,  all  I 
can  say  is  that  it  explains  something 
that  has  long  been  a  mystery,  and  that 
is  the  difference  between  the  man  who 
wrote  the  historical  works  of  which  the 
hon.  Gentleman  is  the  author  and  the 
speeches  and  political  actions  which  have 
lately  distinguished  him. 

Mb.  OALLAN  :  I  rise  to  Order.  Is 
the  hon.  Gentleman  in  Order  in  referring 
to  every  subject  that  crops  up  in  his 
mind? 

Mb.  speaker  :  When  a  substantive 
Motion  for  the  adjournment  of  the  House 
is  made,  I  am  at  a  loss  to  state  what 
subject  cannot  be  discussed.  What  has 
happened  this  evening  shows  how  neces- 
sary it  is  that  the  House  should  restrain 
the  abuse  of  the  ri^ht  of  moving  the 
adjournment  of  the  House. 

Mb.  MITCHELL  HENRY  could  not 
help  saying  that  when  arbitrary  arrests 
were  made,  no  doubt  with  the  best  in- 
tentions on  the  part  of  the  Government, 
there  ought  not  to  be  a  desire  manifested 
by  the  House  to  prevent  the  question 
being  brought  forward  and  discussed. 
Most  undoubtedly  the  **  no  rent  "  mani- 
festo, which  was  now  being  circulated  in 
Ireland,  was  the  cause  of  half  the  crime 
and  wickedness  that  they  had  to  deplore. 

Mb.  HEALY  :  No,  no  ! 

Mb.  MITCHELL  HENRY  said,  there 
was  hardly  a  Bishop  or  parish  priest  in 
Ireland  who  did  not  say  the  same  thing. 

Mb.  HEALY  :  They  do  not  say  so. 

Mb.  MITCHELL  HENRY  said,  that 
some  of  the  most  important  Bishops  in 
Ireland,  including  Archbishop  Croke, 
publicly  denounced  the  manifesto. 

Mb.  sexton  :  What  did  Dr.  Nulty 
say? 

Mb.  MITCHELL  HENRY  said,  he 
did  not  say  all  the  Bishops  had  spoken ; 


and  if  the  hon.  Member  (Mr.  Healy) 
would  not  obey  the  voice  of  anything  but 
the  united  Episcopate  he  must  be  rather 
a  difficult  son  of  the  Church  to  deal  with. 
He  was  convinced  that  the  hon.  Members 
did  not  desire  to  see  this  Coercion  Act 
modified ;  but  they  wished  to  see  it  put 
into  operation  in  its  most  loathsome  and 
offensive  forms.  They  wished  to  see  it 
empowered  to  arrest  a  great  many  more 
persons  than  it  did  now.  If  it  did  their 
object  was  likely  to  be  accomplished. 
But  such  conduct  was  traitorous  to  the 
Irish  cause,  and  cruel  to  the  Irish  people. 
Hon.  Members  were  safe  enough  in  tneir 
places  in  the  House,  and  they  knew  it. 
There  was  the  hon.  Member  for  Sligo, 
(Mr.  Sexton)  who  was  released  on  the 
grounds  of  ill-health.     ['*  Order !  "] 

Mb.  SPEAE:ER:  I  must  ask  the  hon. 
Member  to  address  himself  to  the  Chair, 
and  not  to  hon.  Members  opposite. 

Mb.  MITCHELL  HENRY :  The  hon. 
Member  for  Sligo  was  released  on  the 
ground  of  ill-health,  and  he  felt  very 
much  distressed  on  account  of  the  hon. 
Member's  condition ;  but  he  was  happy 
to  say  that  the  hon.  Member  appeared 
to  him  to  have  improved.  If  the  hon. 
Member  were  to  go  back  to  Ireland  and 
address  his  constituents  they  would  see 
whether  he  had  the  courage  of  his 
opinions  sufficient  to  give  the  same  advice 
there  that  he  gave  in  that  House.  He 
could  see  no  end  to  the  discontent  of  the 
Irish  people  so  long  as  hon.  Members 
did  not  address  themselves  to  the  objects 
of  the  Act  with  the  ordinary  common 
sense,  which  should  be  dictated  by  a  de- 
sire to  achieve  that  which  they  asked 
for,  and  not  merely  to  irritate  those  who 
had  the  administration  of  the  Act. 

Mb.  REDMOND  remarked,  that  on 
all  occasions  of  this  kind  insinuations 
which  were  most  offensive,  and  state- 
ments which  were  most  unfounded, 
against  the  Irish  Members  at  that  side  of 
the  House  invariably  came  from  hon. 
Members  representing  Irish  constituen- 
cies on  the  other  side  of  the  House,  Gen- 
tlemen who  owed  their  position  in  Irish 
politics  to  the  fact  that  they  advocated 
extreme  National  and  Home  Rule  views 
at  one  period  of  their  political  existence, 
and  who  now  took  a  very  different  course 
in  acting  as  the  despised  tail  of  one  of 
the  political  Parties  of  this  country. 
He  should  not  be  led  by  the  offensive 
remarks  of  the  hon.  Member  forGalway 
(Mr.  Mitchell  Henry)  into  anything  in. 
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the  shape  of  reorimination;  but  he  could 
not  help  remarking  that  it  was  unworthy 
of  any  Member  of  that  House  to  cast 
the  imputations  which  he  had  attempted 
to  oast  upon  his  hon.  Friend  the  Mem- 
ber for  Sligo  (Mr.  Sexton).  He  accused 
his  hon.  Friend  of  doing  in  that  House 
what  he  dared  not  do  in  Ireland,  when  he 
knew  that  his  hon.  Friend  had  actually 
Buffered  the  penalty  in  prison  of  the  ad- 
vice which  he  had  the  courage  to  give  to 
the  people  of  Ireland.  The  hon.  Mem- 
ber challenged  his  hon.  Friend  to  go 
back  to  Ireland  now,  and  give  the  people 
the  same  advice  which  he  gave  in  that 
House.  He  (Mr.  Bedmond)  challenged 
the  hon.  Member  to  go  back  to  Galway 
and  to  make  to  his  constituents  the  same 
statement  on  Irish  politics  which  he  was 
willing  to  make  to  a  hostile  Assembly 
at  this  side  of  the  Channel.  The  hon. 
Member  had  no  more  the  courage  of  his 
oonvictions  in  meeting  his  constituents 
than  those  Members  whom  he  wrong- 
fully charged  with  not  having  the 
courage  to  **  Walk  into  the  parlour  of 
the  spider,"  in  the  shape  of  the  Chief 
Secretary.  He  protested  against  the 
insinuation  which  was  continually  in 
the  mouth  of  Members  of  the  Govern- 
ment to  Members  on  that  side  of  the 
House — that  the  Irish  Members  had  not 
the  courage  of  their  convictions.  He 
spoke  on  behalf  of  men  whom  he  knew, 
who  gave  the  same  advice  publicly  in 
Ireland  that  they  gave  in  that  House ; 
and  he  spoke  on  his  own  behalf,  and 
asserted  that  in  his  own  county  every 
man,  woman,  and  child  knew  what  his 
views  were.  He  might  remark  that  he 
was  not  the  candidate  of  a  Caucus.  He 
was  not  a  Representative  whose  connec- 
tion with  Ireland  began  when  he  entered 
Parliament,  or  whose  connection  with 
Ireland  would  close  when  he  ceased  to 
represent  an  Irish  constituency.  He  re- 
presented a  county  where  his  family  had 
been  known  for  generations,  and  where 
his  words,  young  man  though  he  was, 
were  listened  to  with  respect.  In  that 
constituency  he  had  given  the  same  ad- 
vice to  the  people  which  he  was  not 
afraid  or  ashamed  to  give  in  the  House, 
and  that  advice  had  been  identical  with 
the  statement  just  now  made  by  his 
hon.  Friend  and  Leader  the  Member 
for  Longford  (Mr.  Justin  McCarthy) — 
namely,  that  when  Ireland  had  been 
deprived  of  her  Constitutional  liberties, 
imd  when  her  leaders  had  been  unjustly 
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imprisoned,  the  "no  rent"  manifesto 
was  not  only  a  justifiable,  but  a  neces- 
sary policv.  He  agreed  with  the  hon. 
Member  for  Galway,  by  their  action  on 
this  occasion,  they  would  not  succeed  in 
obtaining  the  release  of  Mr.  Borke. 
That  was  not  their  object.  They  had 
too  much  respect  for  Mr.  Korke  to  come 
in  formd  pauperis  to  the  House,  and  beg 
his  release,  unjustly  though  he  was 
suffering  imprisonment;  but  their  ob- 
ject was  to  expose  the  manner  in  which 
the  Coercion  Act  was  being  administered. 
Their  object  was  to  show  that  it  was 
carried  out  with  direct  malice  and  with 
a  deliberate  intention  of  striking,  in  the 
meanest  way,  at  the  private  business 
and  the  private  character  of  the  men 
who  had  been  imprisoned.  They  had 
the  strongest  evidence  of  that  in  the  fact 
that  Mr.  Borke,  whose  business  was  in 
Dublin,  had  not  been  sent  to  Kilmain- 
ham,  where  he  would  be  able  to  manage 
his  commercial  affairs,  to  some  extent, 
but  had  been  sent  to  Naas,  50  miles  off, 
where  it  would  be  impossible  for  him  to 
take  any  part  in  the  conduct  of  his 
business.  He  was  glad  that  this  Motion 
had  been  made  for  quite  another  reason. 
An  answer  had  been  given  to  a  Question 
of  his  on  a  kindred  subject  that  evening, 
which  was  of  such  a  character  that  a 
few  minutes  after  it  had  been  given  he 
felt  a  certain  kind  of  remorse  that  he 
had  not  risen  and  at  once  taken  the 
course  which  his  hon.  Friend  had  taken 
with  reference  to  Mr.  Borke.  His 
Question  had  reference  to  a  matter  of 
the  g^vest  importance,  which  involved 
the  utmost  hardship  and  injustice  to 
one  of  the  leading  merchants  of  Dub- 
lin, Mr.  Moloney,  who  was  at  present  in 
Dundalk  Prison,  and  who  had  been  there 
since  last  November,  was  a  partner  in 
one  of  the  largest  wholesale  business 
establishments  in  Dublin.  After  being 
arrested  he  was  sent  to  Dundalk,  where 
it  would  be  impossible  for  him  to  take 
any  part  in  the  conduct  of  his  business. 
His  partners,  one  of  whom  was  a 
brother  of  the  hon.  Member  for  Cavan 
and  a  magistrate  of  the  City  of  Dublin 
(Mr.  M'Cabe  Fay) — a  gentleman  who 
had  no  sympathy  with  his  political 
opinions,  and  had  never  been  associated 
in  any  way  with  the  Land  League — 
went  to  Dublin  Castle  without  Mr. 
Moloney's  knowledge,  and,  he  dared  say, 
without  his  approval,  and  represented  to 
the  Chief  Secretary,  or  to  his  represen- 
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tenths  of  the  people.  He  was  glad  that 
that  Motion  had  been  brought  before  the 
Government  for  the  purpose  of  exposing 
the  manner  in  which  these  arrests  had 
been  made,  and  trusted  that  it  would  be 

Ereaaed  to  a  division ;  and  he  sincerely 
oped  that  when  matters  of  that  kind 
came  forward  in  future  thej  would  not 
have  a  repetition  by  the  Chief  Secreterr 
of  the  insinuations  against  the  Irish 
Members  that  they  had  not  the  courage 
of  their  convictions.  He  hoped  the  lo- 
tion would  be  pressed  to  a  division. 

Sm  PATRIOE  O'BBIEN  said,  he 
could  not  allow  one  remark  made  by 
the  hon.  Member  who  had  just  sat  down 
to  pass  without  a  few  words  of  comment. 
Tullamore  was  the  capital  of  the  county 
which  he  represented ;  and  he  believed 
that  any  crowd  which  could  be  assem- 
bled in  that  town  would  hold  opposite 
views  to  those  of  the  Ohief  Secretary, 
especially  with  reference  to  coercion  in 
Ireland;  but,  at  the  same  time,  that 
they  would  express  them  in  the  most  le- 
gitimate manner.  In  no  part  of  Ireland 
were  the  people  more  actuated  by  that 
spirit  of  fairness  which  he  wished  to  see 
manifested  by  men  in  high  position  in 
Ireland ;  and  if  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man came  amongst  them  to  express  hia 
own  honest  convictions,  he  believed  they 
would  be  prepared  to  give  him,  as  they 
had  given  him,  a  courteous  and  fair 
hearing.  While  differing  from  the 
course  taken  by  the  Government  on  the 
Coercion  Act,  he  tendered  his  best  thanks 
to  the  Chief  Secretary  for  the  bold  and 
courageous  manner  in  which  he  placed 
before  the  people  of  Tullamore  the  naked 
truth  with  respect  to  the  gross  and  out- 
rageous atrocities  which  had  been  com- 
mitted in  Clare  and  in  other  parte  of 
Ireland.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
won  their  sympathies  by  a  recital  of  the 
acts  of  violence  which  had  been  com- 
mitted in  the  County  Clare  ;  and  he  (Sir 
Patrick  O'Brien)  was  also  there  to  ex- 
press his  regret  that  hon.  Members  op- 
posite, who  came  from  Ireland,  on  the 
many  occasions  they  had  for  addressing 
their  constituents,  entirely  omitted  to 
use  similar  strong  language  in  repudi- 
ating and  expressing  their  abhorence  of 
the  outrages  committed  in  Ireland ;  deeds 
which,  under  whatever  Government — 
Whig  or  Tory  or  Ultra-National — must 
result  in  disgrace  to  that  countrj. 

Mb.  LEAMY  said,  he  would  not  have 
joined  in  this  debate  but  for  the  closing 


iaftive»  fliat  the  removal  of  Mr.  Moloney 
to  Dundtlk  was  entailing  grave  pecu- 
niaiy  loaa  upon  his  firm ;  and  that  in 
Kilmainham,  where  he  would  be  able  to 
takeeome  part  in  the  management  of 
thA  bnsineoa  of  the  firm,  his  aafe  custody 
would  be  perfectly  secured.  The  appU- 
oation  for  nia  removal  was  refused,  and 
the  firm  in  consequence  has  suffered 
tsrionaly  by  his  abaenoe.  Here,  again, 
ihey  had  another  instance  of  the  con- 
temptible petty  feeling  which  ruled  the 
Gavwnment  in  these  matters.  He  could 
tell  the  reason  why  Mr.  Moloney  had 
been  ranoved  to  Dundalk.  His  wife 
waa  a  member  of  the  Ladies'  Land 
Laagoe.  She  resided  in  Dublin.  The 
Gavimmentin  this  contemptible  man- 
ner deaired  to  punish  her  by  seeping  her 
hnaband  in  Dundalk,  where  he  was 
almoat  oat  of  the  reach  of  his  relatives, 
who  might  deaire  to  see  him  frequently. 
Aa  had  already  been  pointed  out,  the 
Ohief  Secretary  for  Ireland  suppressed 
fireedom  of  diaoussion  and  fireedom  of 
ipeeoh  in  Ireland,  and  arrested  every 
man  who  might  be  regarded  as  a  leader 
oi  tha  people,  and,  having  done  ao,  he 
himadr  adoTMaed  a  crowd  of  people  frofii 
a  hotel  window  at  Tullamore;  and  on 
the  subject  he  f  Mr.  Bedmond)  had  been 
greatly  inclined  to  put  a  question  as  to 
whether  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  had 
any  objection  to  say  what  proportion  of 
policemen  and  detectives  there  were  to 
every  one  of  the  inhabitante  of  Tullamore 
in  the  small  crowd  ? 

Mb.  W.  E.  FOESTER  :  To  the  best 
of  my  belief,  not  one. 

Mb.  BEDMOND  said,  he  should  be 
exceedingly  glad  if  that  stetement  were 
correct;  and  he  hoped  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  was  better  informed  on  that 
point  than  he  usually  was  on  other 
matters  in  regard  to  which  he  derived 
his  information  from  the  detectives.  He 
should  like  to  point  out  that  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman,  in  going  to  Tullamore, 
had  token  a  course  which  it  would  have 
been  bettor  for  him  to  have  taken  long 
ago.  Let  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  go 
to  other  places  in  Ireland  in  the  same 
manner — and  he  was  sure  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  would  be  safe  from  injury 
or  insult  in  doing  so — and  he  would  find 
that  he  and  his  Colleagues  in  the  Cabi- 
net, by  their  conduct  in  regard  to  Irish 
affairs,  had  encouraged  that  condemna- 
tion towards  the  Government  which  ex- 
isted in  the  hearte  and  minds  of  nine- 

YOL.  CCLXYn.     [thibd  bbmisb.] 
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statement  of  the  hon.  Gentleman  who  bad 
just  spoken.  In  reply  to  it,  he  would 
point  out  that  during  the  Beoess  there 
were  in  Ireland  only  three  or  four  public 
meetings  which  were  attended  by  Mem- 
bers of  Parliament.  His  hon.  Friend 
the  Member  for  Dungarran  (Mr. 
O'Donnell),  the  hon.  Member  for  New 
Boss  (Mr.  Hedmond),  and  he  himself 
on  those  occasions  strongly  condemned 
outrages,  and  a  report  of  that  condem- 
nation was  reported  in  the  newspapers 
on  only  one  occasion.  He  never  stood 
upon  a  platform  from  which  he  did  not 
hear  outrage  condemned.  The  fact  was 
that  the  condemnation  of  outrages  from 
Land  League  platforms  became  so  much 
a  part  of  every  man's  speech  that  the 
newspapers,  in  reporting  those  speeches, 
altogether  omitted  the  part.  [LauffhterA 
If  hon.  Members  who  laughed  would 
wait,  they  would  see  there  was  no- 
thing so  very  extraordinary  in  that  state- 
ment. London  papers,  in  reporting 
speeches  deHvered  in  that  House,  en- 
deavoured only  to  give  as  much  of  a 
speech  as  could  make  pretence  to  some 
originality ;  they  would  not  constantly 
report  arguments  which  had  been  over 
and  over  again  repeated.  Perhaps  hon. 
Members  would  now  see  that  his  expla- 
nation was  not  absurd.  He  repeated, 
that  he  never  stood  on  a  platform  where 
he  did  not  hear  outrages  condemned. 
In  the  County  Tyrone  he  constantly, 
during  the  election,  condemned  out- 
rages, and  on  the  next  day  the  paper 
did  not  contain  any  report  of  his  speech. 
But  hon.  Members  might  like  to  know 
that  a  Government  reporter  was  present ; 
and  any  hon.  Member  who  doubted  his 
words  could  move  for  a  Betum  of  the 
shorthand- writer's  report,  and  test  the 
truth  of  his  statement.  The  Land  League 
meetings,  furthermore,  were  generally 
attended  by  clergymen.  Would  anyone 
say  that  the  Irish  priest  had  not,  over 
and  over  again,  denounced  outrages? 
If  the  Irish  Members  persistently  de- 
nounced outrages,  they  would  not  be 
believed.  [Mr.  Waeton:  Hear,  hear  !] 
It  would  be  saying  their  denunciation 
was  like  "  Don't  nail  his  ears  to  the 
pump."  So  that,  whatever  course  they 
adopted,  a  hostile  construction  was  put 
upon  their  words  and  acts.  With  re- 
spect to  Mr.  Borke,  he  only  made  his 
acquaintance  a  few  months  ago.  He 
ooold  not  speak  for  anything  Mr.  Borke 
did  before  the  suppression  of  the  Land 


League.  But  since  that  time  he  was 
aware  Mr.  Borke  had  done  nothing. 
The  charge  made  against  him  in  the 
warrant  was  absolutely  false.  Similar 
charges  had  been  brought  against  other 
men.  Though  they  might  contest  these 
charges,  they  could  not  deny  the  persons 
attended  Land  League  meetings,  and 
perhaps  spoke  at  them.  But  with  re- 
gard to  Mr.  Borke,  he  knew  of  his  own 
knowledge  that  that  gentleman  was  not 
connected  with  the  Land  League  since 
its  suppression;  and  he  could  hardly 
suppose  that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
was  only  now  suspecting  him  of  some 
intimidation  committed  four  or  five 
months  ago.  Was  it  fair  that  a  man 
arrested  on  mere  suspicion  of  a  certain 
offence  should  be  sent  down  to  Naas 
Gaol,  and  thus  prevented  from  affording 
any  assistance  in  the  carrying  on  of  his 
business  ?  He  might  have  been  kept  as 
securely  in  Dublin.  If  it  were  not  fair, 
had  not  the  Chief  Secretary  broken  the 
pledge  he  gave  to  Parliament  that  the 
Coercion  Act  would  not  be  used  for  the 
purpose  of  punishment?  He  did  not 
suppose  there  was  any  use  appealing 
to  hon.  Gentlemen  on  the  Liberal  side 
of  the  House.  [Mr.  Healy:  Hear!] 
Nevertheless,  it  was  their  duty  to 
point  out  how  the  Chief  Secretary's 
pledges  had  been  broken.  Whether  he 
was  administering  the  Coercion  Act  as 
a  means  of  punishment  or  not,  its  ad- 
minstration  amounted  to  punishment 
which  should  not  be  meted. 

Da.  COMMINS  considered  that  the 
insinuations  thrown  out  against  certain  of 
the  Irish  Members  were  as  entirely  un- 
deserved as  they  were  unworthy  of  those 
who  made  them.  He  did  not  know  that 
ever  he  attended  a  Land  League  meet- 
ing in  the  ordinary  sense  of  the  word ; 
but  during  the  Becess  he  had  been 
present  at  meetings  held  in  every  part 
of  the  county  he  represented  (Boscom- 
mon).  Ever  since  this  question  of  out- 
rages came  up  he  did  not  think  he  had 
ever  stood  on  a  platform  without  using 
the  strongest  language  in  denunciation 
of  the  outrages,  and  pointing  out  that 
those  who  committed  outrages  were  the 
real  friends  of  coercion  and  the  Govern- 
ment policy,  and  were  not  the  friends  of 
the  policy  which  would  render  the  people 
contented  and  happy.  But  this  advice 
given  to  the  people  was  studiously  left 
out  of  the  reports  in  the  newspapers 
which  formed  the  usual  source  of  infor* 
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mfttum  of  the  Ohief  Seoretarj,  as  it 
would  not  have  been  agreeable  to  Eng- 
lish readers  and  to'  hon.  and  right  hon. 
Gtentlemen  oppodte,  whose  delight  it 
was  to  level  insinuations  which  were 
oowardly  in  the  extreme  against  Mem- 
bers of  that  House.  He  appealed  to  the 
reports  of  his  speeches  by  the  Oovem- 
ment  shorthand  writers,  who,  by  the 
way,  acted  in  the  most  insolent  manner, 
elbowing  their  way  on  to  the  platforms 
by  shoving  others  aside,  and  doing  their 
best,  by  their  conduct  and  language,  to 
provoke  occurrences  which  would  suit 
the  purposes  of  their  reports.  He  ap- 
pealed to  their  reports ;  and  if  they  did 
their  du^  faithfully  it  would  be  found 
that  he  had  done  his  best  to  prevent 
outrages  occurring  or  recurring.  But 
while  he  and  his  hon.  Friends  around 
him  had  done  that,  he  missed  any  such 
address  by  the  hon.  Baronet  the  Mem- 
ber for  King's  County  (Sir  Patrick 
O'Brien)  amongst  his  constituents,  or 
by  the  hon.  Member  for  Galway  (Mr. 
Mitohell  Henxy).  To  whom  did  the  re- 
proadiee  levelled  by  those  hon.  Gentle- 
men against  other  Members  most  apply? 
Did  Uiey  not  most  apply  to  themselves  ? 
Either  those  two  hon.  Gentlemen  were 
utterly  destitute  of  influence  among 
their  constituents,  or,  if  they  had  in- 
fluence, they  were  cowards,  who  dared 
not  go  among  their  constituents  to  de- 
liver their  speeches.     [**  Order !  "J 

Mb.  SPEAKER:  The  hon.  Member 
is  bound  to  withdraw  that  expression 
applied  to  a  Member  of  this  House. 

Dr.  COMMINS:  I  said  *'  if." 

Mb.  SPEAKER:  I  must  distinctly 
call  on  the  hon.  Member  to  withdraw 
that  expression,  and  apologize  to  the 
House  for  using  it. 

Db.  COMMINS:  I  withdraw  the 
expression,  Mr.  Speaker. 

Mb.  SPEAKER:  Do  I  understand 
the  hon.  Gentleman  distinctly  to  with- 
draw the  expression  ? 

Db.  COMMINS  said,  he  had  already 
withdrawn  it.  [An  hon.  Membeb  : 
Apologize.]  He  was  afraid  he  had 
been  misunderstood.  What  he  said  was 
that  if  they  had  the  courage  of  their 
convictions  they  would  have  delivered 
among  their  constituents  the  speeches 
which  they  actually  addressed  to  the 
House  of  Commons.  In  short,  he  put 
the  case  hypothetically.  He  did  not 
wish,  however,  to  soften  the  withdrawal 
of  anything  that  had  been  deemed  ob- 


jectionable. Nothing  could  have  been 
found  in  the  speeches  of  Mr.  Borke  that 
would  have  justified  his  arrest.  Why 
had  Mr.  O'Kelly,  his  Colleague  in  the 
representation  of  Roscommon,  been  ar- 
rested? He  had  never  said  anything 
objectionable  in  his  speeches,  except  one 

gardonable  slip,  far  less  culpable  than 
e  (Dr.  Commms)  had  just  been  repri- 
manded for.  No  one  could  have  been 
more  moderate  in  his  tone  or  sensible 
in  his  remarks.  He  never  attended  a 
meeting  but  his  voice  was  heard  against 
outrage  and  in  support  of  law  and  order 
— meaning  by  law  and  order  not  des- 
potism and  disorder.  Undoubtedly,  his 
hon.  Friend  was  preparing  test  cases  for 
the  Land  Court ;  but  that,  he  believed, 
was  not  now  considered  a  sufficient 
ground  for  arresting  anybody.  Why, 
then,  was  not  his  hon.  Colleague  re- 
leased P  Poor  Law  Guardians,  traders, 
editors,  and  proprietors  of  newspapers 
had  been  arrested  in  the  county  ox  Acs- 
common,  and,  like  the  editor  of  Th$ 
Jtoseommon  Mmenger,  regarding  whose 
offence  he  was  completely  in  the  dark, 
they  were  sent  to  distant  prisons  from 
which  they  could  not  manage  their 
business.  In  this  respect  the  cases  of 
Mr.  Borke  and  Mr.  Moloney  were  not 
peculiar;  because  he  believed  that  it 
would  be  found  in  almost  every  case 
where  such  a  proceeding  must  effect  a 
man's  commercial  ruin,  the  course  of 
sending  them  to  distant  prisons  had 
been  adopted.  These  were  matters 
which  the  Irish  Members  would  like  to 
have  explained ;  but  no  explanation 
was  ever  given.  As  one  who  desired  to 
see  the  reign  of  disorder  cease — and  he 
believed  disorder  was  not  all  on  one 
side — desiring  also  to  see  the  suspicion 
dissipated  that  the  Coercion  Act  was 
being  used,  not  so  much  for  the  sup- 
pression of  crime  as  for  the  suppression 
of  political  association  and  agitation,  he 
asked  some  explanation  from  the  Go- 
vernment of  the  subjects  he  had  noticed. 
He  was  not  sorry  the  Chief  Secretary 
had  gone  to  Tullamore.  Wherever  he 
had  gone  he  would  have  experienced  the 
same  immunity  from  obstruction  and 
insult.  He  (Dr.  Commius)  promised 
that  every  Member  of  the  Government 
who  visited  Ireland  would  experience 
the  same  courtesy,  even  though  they 
spoke  to  the  people  in  a  way  calculated 
to  rouse  angry  passions,  as  he  must  say 
the  Chief  Secretary  did  at  Tull^Lmo^T^^ 

X  2 
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Mr.  T.  D.  SULLIVAN  pointed  out 
that  while  fair  play  had  been  shown  to 
the  Chief  Secretary  in  his  recent  visit 
to  Ireland,  the   rig^ht  hon.  Gentleman 
himself   had  displayed     no    fair   play 
whatever.     He  could  not  see  any  fair 
play  in  descanting^  upon  the  merits  of 
the  Land  Act — and  he  did  not  deny  that 
there  were  merits  in  the   Land  Act — 
when  those  who  could  criticis^e  the  Land 
Act,  and  whose  view  of  the  matter  dif- 
fered somewhat  from  that  of  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Ministers,  were  locked  up  in  pri- 
son.     If    the    right    hon.    Gentleman 
wished  to  show  fair  play,  let  him  bring 
down  with  him  to  Tullamore,  or  any- 
where else  in  Ireland,  Mr.  Parnell  or 
Mr.  Dillon,  and  tell  the  people  to  judge 
between  their  arguments  on  both  sides. 
Let  him  take  with  him  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man (Mr.  Sexton),  and  they  would  also 
allow  him  to  bring  with  him  to  argue 
his  side  of  the  question  the  two  Irish 
Law  Officers,    and  as  many  right  hon. 
Gentlemen   on    the    Front    Ministerial 
Bench  as  he  chose.     As  to  Mr.  Eorke, 
he  was  a  man  who  avoided  politics,  and 
devoted  himself    to  his  business.     He 
scrupulously  tried    to    avoid   bringing 
himself  within  the  scope  of  the  reason- 
able suspicion  of  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man and  his  friends  in  Dublin  Castle. 
He  called  such  an  arrest  as  this  a  stab 
in  the   back.     If  a  man   committed  a 
garotte  robbery,  he  was  punished  with 
the  lash,  and  the  political  garroting  of 
which  the  Chief  Secretary  was  guilty 
was  deserving  of   the    same    kind    of 
punishment.      He  hoped   the  political 
garroters  would  soon  receive  the  punish- 
ment they  deserved,  and  he  could  wish 
with  Shakespeare  that  he  could 

"  Put  in  every  honest  hand  a  whip 
To  lash  the  rascals  naked  through  the 
world." 

He  regretted  to  say  that  the  worst 
actions  of  Her  Majesty's  Ministers  were 
backed  up  and  encouraged  by  Irish 
Members  on  the  other  side  of  the 
House;  and  he  was  ashamed  to  hear, 
as  recently  as  last  night,  words  that 
would  create  throughout  Ireland  a  feel- 
ing of  indignation.  He  was  sorry  that 
one  of  the  two  Members  for  Tipperary, 
who  was  allowed  by  the  Government  to 
sit  and  vote  in  the  House,  should  give 
utterance  to  sentiments  that  were  an 
outrage  upon  the  feelings  of  the  people 
of  Irdlana. 


Mb.  speaker  :  The  hon.  Member  is 
not  in  Order  in  referring  to  a  past  de- 
bate of  the  present  Session. 

Me.  T.  D.  SULLIVAN  said,  he  would 
refrain  from  doing  so ;  but  he  must  say 
that  when  a  Member  stood  up  to  make 
excuses    for  coercion,   he  libelled  and 
outraged  the    feelings     of    the    Irish 
people.     When  any  man  rose  to  fasten 
the  chains  and  fast  bolt  the  prison-door 
upon  the  high-minded  John  Dillon,  the 
real  and  true  Member  for  Tipperary, 
such  action  would  not  be  forgotten  by 
the  people  of  Ireland,  or,  least  of  all, 
by  the  brave  and  patriotic  people  of 
Tipperary.     The  Government  had  been 
warned,  again   and   again,   that  these 
arrests  would  do  no  service  to  the  cause 
of  good  government  in  Ireland ;    that 
they  would  not  prevent  outrages  in  Ire- 
land ;  and  he  declared  that  if  the  people 
now  in  prison  were  let  out,  they  would 
have  fewer  outrages  and  fewer  crimes, 
though  they  might  have  a  more  lively  and 
pervading  agitation  in  the  country.     If 
that  were  done,  he  was  perfectly  certain 
they  should  have    a   repudiation    and 
condemnation  from  these  gentlemen  of 
everything  in  the  way  of  crime  and  out- 
rage,  and  anything  that  would  bring 
shame  upon  a  good  cause.     Instead  of 
doing  good,  the  Government  were  going 
deeper  into  this  mistake.     What  was  the 
result  ?    Eetum  after  Betum  laid  upon 
the  Table  of  the  House  showed  that,  in- 
stead of  producing  the  effects  desired, 
the  tendency  was  in  the  other  direction, 
and  he  saw  no  hope  for  peace  or  pros- 
perity until  a  different  course  was  re- 
solved upon  by  the  Government — until 
they  were  prepared  to  open  the  prison- 
doors  and  prepared  to  fight  their  oppo- 
nents openly  upon  Irish  platforms  and 
the  benches  of  the  House  of  Commons. 
Until  the  Government  did  that,  he  saw 
no  chance  of  a  restoration  of  peace  and 
order  in  Ireland. 

Mr.  BIGGAR  said,  the  hon.  and  gal- 
lant Member  for  the  County  of  Cork 
(Colonel  Colthurst)  read  them  a  lecture 
on  the  **no  rent"  manifesto  with  re- 
gard to  the  opinion  of  ecclesiastics  upon 
the  subject.  He  was  not  prepared  him- 
self to  enter  into  the  ecclesiastical  part  of 
the  subject;  but  with -regard  to  the 
question  whether  or  not  outrages  arose 
from  the  **  no  rent  "  manifesto,  or  whe- 
ther that  manifesto  was  justified  by  the 
facts  at  the  time  of  its  issue,  he  dearly 
oould  not  agree  with  the  hon.  and  gallant 
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Gentleman.  It  was  not  issued  until  the 
Government  had  made  it  impossible  for 
the  Land  League  to  assist  the  tenant 
farmers  of  Ireland  of  small  means  in 
having  their  cases  properly  laid  before 
the  Court.  He  was  clearly  of  opinion 
that  the  manifesto  had  nothing  to  do 
with  outrages,  as  the  Oovemment  ob- 
tained the  Coercion  Act  six  months  be- 
fore the  issue  of  the  manifesto  on  a 
statement  of  alleged  outrages.  The 
senior  Member  for  King's  County  (Sir 
Patrick  O'Brien)  said  that  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Chief  Secretary  had 
acted  boldly  and  courageously  in  ad- 
dressing the  people  at  Tullamore.  He 
did  not  see  what  courage  there  was 
shown  by  a  cock  crowing  on  his  own 
homestead,  and  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man took  care  to  be  surrounded  by 
police  spies,  by  bailiffs,  and  by  people 
who  were  probably  less  reputable.  Be- 
sides, he  had  the  opportunity  of  putting 
in  prison  anyone  who  disagreed  with 
him.  He  did  not  agree  with  the  hon. 
Baronet  as  to  the  good  effect  of  that 
portion  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman's 
conduct,  for  he  believed  it  had  entirely 
broken  down.  Some  hon.  Members  on 
the  other  side  of  the  House  and  the  Irish 
people  were  exceedingly  fond  of  fair 
play — he  thought  they  were;  but  fair 
play  was  not  exercised  by  the  Govern- 
ment in  Ireland.  In  one  of  his  speeches 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  denounced 
outrages,  as  he  had  a  perfect  right  to 
do  ;  but  he  blew  his  own  trumpet  loudly 
about  his  charity,  and  that  sort  of  thing  ; 
whilst,  at  the  same  time,  he  was  assist- 
ing those  landlords  who  had  been  charg- 
ing impossible  rents  to  exterminate  their 
unfortunate  tenants.  He  had  talked 
about  what  he  had  done  in  Ireland  30 
years  ago  during  the  Famine.  Some 
people  like  to  see  misery  and  suffering ; 
and  he  strongly  suspected  that  as  to  the 
motive  that  had  actuated  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  in  going  to  Ireland  at  the 
time  it  was  to  gratify  his  love  of  personal 
suffering. 

Mr.  speaker  :  The  hon.  Member 
is  attributing  unworthy  motives  to  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman.  The  motives 
attributed  by  the  hon.  Member  are  atro- 
cious. I  must  distinctly  call  upon  him 
to  withdraw  that  observation. 

Mr.  BIGGAB  said,  he  would  at  once 
withdraw  it.  He  would  be  very  sorry 
to  say  anything  un-Parliamentary — it 
was  not  his  wish  to  do  so.     He  denied 


the  truth  of  the  assertion  made  by  the 
hon.  Gentleman  (Mr.  Mitchell  Henry) 
with  regard  to  the  state  of  health  of 
his  hon.  Friend  (Mr.  Sexton)  at  the  time 
of  his  arrest ;  and  he  thought  the  hon. 
Member  for  Galway  should  withdraw 
what  he  had  said  respecting  that  hon. 
Gentleman,  as  it  was  notorious  that  he 
was  in  a  frightful  state  of  debility,  and 
perfectly  incapable  of  moving  from  place 
to  place  when  released  from  Kilmain- 
ham.  He  believed  the  Government 
ought  to  turn  over  a  new  leaf,  and  not 
put  any  more  persons  in  prison  undet 
the  Coercion  Act  unless  there  was  some 
case  made  out  against  them ;  and  he 
thought,  also,  they  should  redeem  the 
pledges  they  made  when  that  Act  was 
passed,  and  when  a  person  was  arrested 
they  should  allow  him  to  carry  on  his 
ordinary  occupation,  which  was  impos- 
sible in  the  case  of  Mr.  Eorke,  he 
having  been  taken  to  Naas  instead  of 
Kilmainham  Gaol.  In  conclusion,  he 
expressed  his  conviction  of  the  futility 
of  appealing  to  the  sense  of  fair  play 
of  the  Government,  for  he  believed  that, 
politically  speaking,  it  was  the  most  un- 
trustworthy Government  that  it  was  his 
fortune  to  remember. 

Mr.  MITCHELL  HENRY,  in  reply 
to  the  hon.  Member  for  Cavan  (Mr. 
Biggar"),  said,  he  did  not  deny  that  the 
hon.  Member  for  Sligo  (Mr.  Sexton)  had 
been  very  ill — on  the  contrary,  he  firmly 
believed  that  at  one  time  he  was  very 
ill,  and  he  was  very  sorry  for  it — but 
what  he  said  was  that  the  hon.  Member 
was  now  in  excelleut  health,  and  he 
complained  that  the  hon.  Member  was 
employing  his  health  in  giving  atrocious 
advice  to  the  Irish  people.  He  chtil- 
lenged  the  hon.  Member  to  go  and  give 
that  advice  in  Ireland  which  would  en- 
sure what  he  thought  would  be  a  very 
great  blessing — namely,  his  being  pre- 
vented from  continuing  to  give  the  **  no 
rent "  advice  which  was  the  cause  of  all 
the  outrages. 

Mr.  GILL  corroborated  what  had  been 
said  by  the  hon.  Member  for  Cavan  re- 
specting his  hon.  Friend's  (Mr.  Sexton's) 
state  of  health,  and  said,  even  though  he 
looked  strong  now,  he  was  not  so,  and  it 
was  very  much  against  the  advise  of  his 
friends  and  medical  advisers  that  he  was 
in  that  House  at  all.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  had  said  that  he  did  not  be- 
lieve there  was  a  Member,  even  amongst 
those  on  that  side  of  the  H.om^^^  '^>aa 
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really  thought  that  Mr.  Rorke  was 
arrested  simply  for  beingf  Mr.  Egan's 
partner.  Nearly  all  of  them  had  said 
they  did  believe  it,  and  he  believed  it  too. 
That,  no  doubt,  was  the  real  ground  of 
the  arrest;  but  there  were  plenty  of 
hirelings  in  Dublin  Castle  who  would 
furnish  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  with 
some  more  convenient  reason.  He 
should  like  know  what  had  become  of 
the  pledge  given  by  the  Government 
when  the  Coercion  Act  was  passed,  that 
every  case  of  arrest  would  be  investi- 
gated, for  he  could  not  suppose,  if  that 
promise  had  been  kept,  that  700  or  800 
of  the  most  respectable  men  in  Ireland 
would  now  be  in  prison?  He  denied 
that  the  Irish  Members  had  neglected 
to  condemn  outrages,  and  expressed  a 
wish  to  divide  the  House  as  a  protest 
against  the  tyrannical  conduct  of  the 
Government. 

Question  put. 

The  House  divided: — Ayes  16;  Noes 
147:  Majority  131. — (Div.  List,  No. 
43.) 

SOUTH  AFRICA— BASUTOLAND  AND 
THE  TRANSVAAL. 

SiE  MICHAEL  HICKS -BEACH 
asked  the  Under  Secretary  of  State  for 
the  Colonies,  Whether  any  reply  has 
been  sent  by  Her  Majesty's  Government 
to  the  telegram  on  the  subject  of  Basu- 
toland,  which  was  received  on  the  15th 
February,  from  the  Cape  Government ; 
and,  if  so,  whether  he  can  state  its 
terms ;  and,  when  any  official  informa- 
tion will  be  published  as  to  the  events 
that  have  occurred  in  the  Transvaal  and 
Natal  since  June  last  ? 

Mr.  COURTNEY :  No  reply  was  sent 
to  the  telegram  received  on  the  15th  of 
February,  as  none  appeared  necessary, 
the  telegram  of  the  9th  of  February  from 
the  Secretary  of  State  having  sufficiently 
explained  the  views  of  Her  Majesty's 
Government.  Papers  relating  to  Natal 
and  Zuhiland  and  to  the  Transvaal  will 
be  distributed  next  week. 

CUSTOMS— THE   NEW  WAREHOUSING 

SCHEME. 

Me.  8CHREIBER  (for  Colonel 
ICakiks)  asked  the  Secretary  to  the 
Treasnry,  Whether,  in  introducing  the 
new  warehouBing  scheme  for  the  Ous- 
tomBEBtabliahmenty  the  Gk>vemment  in- 

fr.  em 


tend  so  to  amalgamate  the  Clerical  and 
Outdoor  Departments  as  to  prejudice 
the  officers  of  the  latter  Department, 
by  placing  such  Custom's  clerks  in  a 
superior  position  to  such  officers,  al- 
though younger  and  of  shorter  standing 
in  service ;  and,  if  such  scheme  be 
carried  out,  if  it  will  greatly  reduce  the 
present  prospects  of  promotion  of  the 
class  of  examining  officers  and  gangers ; 
whether  it  is  intended  to  offer  terms  of 
retirement  to  the  officers  now  composing 
the  Outdoor  Department ;  and,  when 
the  proposed  scheme  is  to  come  into 
operation  ? 

Mr.  BITCHIE  had  given  Notice  of 
his  intention  to  ask  on  Monday  next, 
Whether  it  is  the  intention  of  the  Trea- 
sury to  appoint  the  clerks  rendered  un- 
necessary by  the  changes  in  the  Customs 
warehousing  system  to  the  posts  of  ex- 
amining and  other  superior  officers  in 
the  new  Outdoor  Establishment  of  the 
Customs  ;  and,  if  so,  whether  this  is  not 
contrary  to  the  provisions  of  the  Treasury 
Minute  of  the  25th  April  1864,  which 
conferred  upon  the  subordinate  officers 
of  the  Outdoor  Department  the  sole 
right  of  appointment  of  all  offices  of  the 
Outdoor  Department  not  above  the  rank 
of  examining  officer ;  and,  whether  the 
Playfair  scheme,  in  reference  to  duty, 

Eay,  &c.  was  intended  to  apply  to  mem- 
ers  of  the  Outdoor  Department  as  well 
as  to  the  clerical  staff  ? 

Lord  FREDERICK  CAVENDISH  : 
I  will  answer  the  Question  which  the 
hon.  Member  for  the  Tower  Hamlets 
has  put  down  for  Monday  at  the  same 
time  as  that  of  the  hon.  and  gallant 
Member  for  8outh  Essex.  I  can  only 
repeat  what  I  have  already  stated — 
namely,  that,  speaking  generally,  the 
prospects  of  present  members  of  the 
Customs  Outdoor  Department  will  not 
suffer  by  the  changes  proposed  in  the 
warehousing  system.  There  is,  there- 
fore, nothing  in  the  circumstances  of  the 
case  to  justify  the  offer  of  special  terms 
of  retirement  to  the  outdoor  officers. 
The  new  scheme  will  be  brought  into 
operation  as  soon  as  possible ;  but  I 
cannot  at  present  name  the  precise  date. 
The  Minute  of  1864,  referred  to  by  the 
hon.  Member  for  the  Tower  Hamlets, 
related  to  vacancies  in  the  ordinary 
course,  and  cannot  reasonably  be  held 
to  apply  to  new  appointments  arising  out 
of  an  organic  change  in  the  Department. 
The  Playfair  scheme  does  not  apply  to 
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a»  Ooldoot  Depulmenl ;  .nd  .o  far  ..    siVY-THE  BOARD  OP  AIMIBiLTY- 

^jSTbriu. »rsrbti"m'.r  ookbttt.™.  ». th.  bo.™. 

of  pereonal  aUowaqoe  to  prevent  indi-  8ni  JOHN  HAT  asked  the  Secretary 

Tidaals  from  Buffering  by  the  change.  *<>  the  Admiralty  <t  Question  of  which  he 

I  must  now  respectfully  aek  hon.  Mem-  ^^^  (P'^n  him  pnTste  Kotice— namely, 

bera  not  to  press  me  further  at  present  Whether  he  will  state  to  the  House  the 

with  QuestionB   upon  this  subject.     I  changes  that  are  contemplated  in  the 

hare  repeatedly   stated   that  it  is  our  Board  of  Admiralty  or  in  the  Office  of 

desire  to  introduce  these  changes  so  as  'he  Admiralty? 

to  prejudice  as  litUe  as  poseible  the  in-  Mr.  TfiEVELTAN:    Sir,   it  is  the 

teroota  of    anyone  concerned.      It  wJU  <»«e  that,  m  view  of  the  great  and  in- 

be  imposeible  for  the  ExecutiTe  Oovern-  creasing  bearing  of  mechanical  science 

ment  to   discharge  its  duty   whenever  upon  theoonatructionand  armine  of  our 

administrative  changes  have  to  be  made  w"p8.   I^™  Northbrook  and  his  Col- 

in  the  public    interests  if,    before    its  leagues   have  determined  to   call    into 

meaaarea  are  completed,  it  is  called  upon  ^^^"  councH  scientific  assistance  from 

to  answer  for  the  effect  of  those  changes  ^''th  inside  and  onteide  the  Navy.     The 

on  every  individual  interest.  OontroUet  (Admiral  Brandreth),  who 
has  done  so  well  at  Chatham,  has  been 
invited  to  join  the  Board;  and  a  new 
office  has  oeen  created,  with  a  salary 

attached  to  it  of  £2,000  a-year,  to  be 

,  held  by  a  practical  man  of  science,  who 

HEB  KAJMTT'B  AHSWEE  TO  THE  ADDRBSB.  gfaaU  unito  special  mechanical  and  en. 

Thx     coif  PTBGLLEB     of    the  gineering  knowledge  to  wide  adminis- 

HOUSEHOLD    (Lord    ^ENSinaTON}  trative  experience.     Such  a  man  has 

r*port4d  Her  Majesty's  Answer  to  the  been  found  in  Mr.  Qeorge  Bendel,  whose 

Address  as  foUoweth  :  —  qualifications  for  the  post  cannot  well  be 

"My  Lord.  u>d  GtentlBmen,  described  within  the  limits  of  an  answM 

to  a  Question,  but  I  will  venture  to  thmk 

"  7  ««■««,(*  A,.r(/««  «(,./«(««  (A*  foj,B/  ^^   undisputed   either  in   scientific    or 

<«f  dutifui  Aidr,,,  from  My   lu^o   Sou»,   of  ^^^^i   ^j^^g      j^  ^^^^^   ^^   g^^^ble  OUr 

Ptriiament.  Succeasora  to  have  the  advantage,  if  they 

"  I  aitt  thankful  to  the  Alwuhty  whoa  mtrei-  choose,    of   Mr.    Eendel's    services,    the 

/hI  tart  hat  protected  Me  atid  My  betueed  Child  new  Lordship  of  the  Admiralty  cannot 

)  held  by  anyone  who  has  a  seat  in 


Parliament.     On  the  retirement  of  Vice 


.fMyp.opU.Ia,«  comforted  and  .uppo.ta  t»  Admiral  HaU,    who   has    for    10    years 

tlu  eoHtinued  ttieuranee  of  •jour  atl/ichment  to  My  ''^''^   '"^  P"^'  °'  Naval   Secretary,    it  IS 

Ftrton  and  My  Thretu  "  proposed  to  revert  to  the  old  arrange. 
meat,  which  is,  that  besides  the  Parlia- 
mentary Secretary  there  should  be  one 

ARMY  —  THE   ItEPORT    OF    THE  Permanent  Secretary,  who  may  be  either 

INSPECTOR  GENERAL  FOK  a  naval  officer  or  a  civQiaa.     On  Ad- 

BECEUITING.  miral  Hall's  retirement  it  is  intended  to 

Mb.  CHILDERS:  I  promised  yester-  appoift  to    the    post  of  Secretary   Mr. 

day,  in  reply  to  the  hon.  and  gallant  Hamilton,  the  present  Accountant  Oene- 

Member  (Colonel  Alexander)  whom  I  do  "■*'-  "'"'  '«  generally  recognized  as  one 

not  now  see  in  hie  place,  to  state  when  of  the  moat  distinguished  ornaments  of 

the  Inspector  General's  Report  on  Ke-  ^^^  Civil  Service. 
cruiting  would  be  circulated.     My  first 

duty  w«  to  see  that  instructions  should  SOUTH  AFRICA- THE  TRANSVAAL- 
be  given  that  it  should  be  laid  on  the  KEPORTED  DEFEAT  OF  THE  BOERS. 
Table  at  the  earliest  possible  moment.        Mr.  GOEST  asked  the  Under  Secre- 

The     Report     has     been    revised     and  tary  of  State  for  the  Colonies  a  Question 

printed,  but  there  were  a   good  many  of  which  he  had  given  private  Notice — 

mistakes  in  it ;  and  I  find  that  it  would  namely.    Whether,    in    regard  to    the 

be  imposaible  to  have  it  circulated  before  battles  how  going  on  on  the  Western 

Monday  evening  or  Tuesday  moruing.  Frontier  o(  the  Tranfi^oal,  \i»  ■»»»  -^^X 
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satisfied  that  the  attacks  on  the  Chief 
Montsioa  were  by  the  Boers,  and  not  by 
the  Natives;  whether  any  communica- 
tion had  been  received  on  the  subject  of 
the  attacks  from  the  Transvaal  Govern- 
ment, or  the  British  Besident  in  the 
Transvaal ;  and  what  steps  the  Gt)vem- 
ment  proposed  to  take  to  protect  that 
Chief  from  the  vengeance  of  the  Boers  ? 

Mr.  COURTNEY :  We  have  no  in- 
telligence beyond  what  has  been  re- 
ceived from  Renter's  agency,  and  we 
can,  therefore,  say  nothing  authorita- 
tively as  to  the  composition  of  the 
attacking  or  defending  Forces.  We 
still  believe  that  it  was  a  Native  force 
with  a  Boer  contingent,  rather  than  a 
Boer  force  with  a  Native  contingent, 
that  attacked  Montsioa.  What  has 
happened  appears  to  be  a  sequel  to  the 
events  of  the  20th  and  21st  of  January. 
On  hearing  of  them  a  telegram  was 
sent  on  the  11th  of  February  to  Mr. 
Hudson,  through  Sir  Hercules  Robin- 
son, to  urge  the  Transvaal  Government 
to  take  effectual  steps  to  maintain  the 
neutrality  of  Transvaal  territory,  and  to 
prevent  their  burghers  from  encroaching 
on  Native  territory  beyond  the  Frontier ; 
and  we  have  learnt  that  before  the 
receipt  of  this  the  Commandant  General 
had  been  despatched  to  the  Frontier 
with  a  small  police  force  to  enforce  the 
proclamation  of  neutrality  the  Govern- 
ment had  previously  issued. 

SiE  MICHAEL  HICKS  -  BEACH 
said,  he  should  like  to  know  whether 
there  was  any  truth  in  the  statement  to 
the  effect  that  a  large  commando  was 
being  raised  in  the  Transvaal  territory 
for  the  purpose  of  taking  some  revenge 
upon  these  Natives  ? 

Mr.  COURTNEY  said,  he  had  ex- 
plained that  the  Government  had  no 
intelligence  beyond  what  had  appeared 
in  the  papers ;  and,  therefore,  they  were 
not  in  a  position  to  say  whether  there 
was  any  truth  in  it. 

Sir  MICHAEL  HICKS  BEACH  : 
May  I  suggest  that  the  Government 
should  ask  lor  information  ? 


ORDERS    OF   THE   BAY, 

SUPPLY.— COMMITTEE. 

Order  for  Committee  read. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
''  That  Mr.  Speaker  do  now  leave  the 
Ohair." 

Mr.  Gent 


LAW  AND  JXI8TICR-D0RMANT  FUNDS 
IN  CHANCERY.— RESOLUTION. 

Mb.  STANLEY  LEIGHTON  rose 
to  call  attention  to  the  Dormant  Funds 
in  Chancery,  and  to  the  unsatisfactory 
form  in  which  the  list  of  causes,  to  the 
credit  of  which  unclaimed  money  belong- 
ing to  the  suitors  is  standing,  is  issued ; 
and  to  move — 

*'  That  future  lists  be  strictly  alphabetically 
arranged,  with  cross-references  to  the  sab- 
titles,  together  with  the  names  and  last-known 
addresses  of  the  persons  originally  entitled,  the 
date  of  the  last  decree  or  order,  and  the 
amount  unclaimed." 

The  hon  Gentleman  said,  that  an  abuse 
existed  which  might  be  readily  and 
easily  removed.  The  magnitude  of  the 
question  was  apparent  when  it  was  con- 
sidered that  £90,000,000  passed  through 
the  hands  of  the  Paymaster  in  Chan- 
cery every  year ;  £40,000,000  last  year 
were  borrowed  from  the  Office  to  enable 
the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  to 
carry  through  his  financial  operations, 
and  the  New  Palace  of  Justice  had 
been  built  out  of  the  money  in  the 
hands  of  the  Paymaster  in  Chancery. 
Of  this  huge  sum  total  an  increasing 
proportion  was  yearly  becoming  dor- 
mant. It  was  to  this  portion  his  Motion 
referred.  The  suitors  had  some  claim 
to  consideration,  not  only  with  regard 
to  the  method  in  which  the  accounts 
were  kept,  but  also  with  regard  to 
the  information  which  was  afforded 
them.  The  letter  and  the  spirit  of 
Acts  of  Parliament  were  in  favour  of 
publicity,  which,  indeed,  was  called  for 
by  common  honesty.  Publicity  was 
prescribed  by  an  Act  passed  in  1 726  to 
the  end  that  the  improper  application 
of  the  suitors'  money  might  be  pre- 
vented. The  year  before  that  Act  was 
passed  Lord  Chancellor  Macclesfield  was 
fined  £30,000,  and  the  Masters  in  Chan- 
cery £100,000,  for  applying  to  their 
own  use  the  Suitors'  Fund.  The  Go- 
vernment of  to-day  applied  the  Dor- 
mant Funds  to  their  own  use,  and 
there  was  no  one  to  prosecute  them. 
In  1872  Orders  having  the  validity 
of  an  Act  of  Parliament  were  passed 
to  the  effect  that  lists  should  be  pub- 
lished every  three  years,  and  in 
alphabetical  order.  They  had  not 
been  published  every  three  years,  nor 
were  they  in  alphabetical  order.  The 
heading  used  was  not  such  as  to  in- 
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the  public  to  examine  in  remrd  to  those 
fands  ought  to  be  framea  in  a  muoh 
better  manner  than  ^as  the  case  at 
present.  Since  1872  the  publication  of 
those  lists,  which  were  to  hare  been 
triennial,  had  been  made  only  twice; 
and  he  asked  why  had  no  further  lists 
been  published?  He  highly  approved 
of  the  form  of  index  in  relation  to  those 
funds  which  was  suggested  by  his  hon. 
Friend  who  had  made  that  Motion,  and 
which,  if  adopted,  would  enable  persons 
to  ascertain  whether  they  were  interested 
in  that  fiind  or  not.  The  present  system 
tended  to  confuse  searchers.  The  officials 
whose  duty  it  was  to  prepare  the  lists 
might  think  they  now  were  sufficient; 
but  the  public  were  not  satisfied,  and 
the  interests  of  the  public  ought  to  be 
first  considered  in  the  matter.  Grave 
scandals  sometimes  occurred  in  conse- 
quence of  the  non-publication  of  that 
information.  His  attention  was  called 
early  last  year  to  a  report  of  the  case  of 
Williams  «.  White,  tried  before  the 
present  Master  of  the  Bolls  in  Ireland, 
from  which  it  appeared  that  a  derk  in 
the  Accountant  General's  Office  in  the 
Court  of  Ohancery  in  Ireland  had  com- 
municated, it  was  supposed  innocently, 
to  a  solicitor  in  Dublin  the  fact  that  a 
derelict  fund  of  £8,000  was  remaining 
unclaimed  in  the  Oourt.  The  conse- 
quence was  that  that  solicitor,  having 
looked  at  the  file  of  the  proceedings, 
communicated  with  the  parties  inter- 
ested, and  made  a  bargain  with  them 
that  if  he  told  them  of  that  particular 
fund,  he  should  get  one-third  of  the 
£8,000.  The  Master  of  the  Eolls 
strongly  animadverted  on  the  matter, 
expressing  a  hope  that  that  would  be 
the  last  occasion  on  which,  either 
casually  or  by  design,  such  a  communi- 
cation would  be  made,  and  also  a  hope 
that  steps  would  be  taken  to  compel 
publication  of  accounts  of  derelict  funds 
in  the  Accountant  General's  Office.  He 
said  that  this  must  be  done  by  legisla- 
tion, because  the  Judges  had  no  power 
in  the  matter.  In  Ireland,  as  was  usual 
in  matters  of  that  kind,  no  steps  had 
been  taken  for  the  publication  of  any 
information  with  regard  to  these  funds. 
He  believed  that  considerable  reforms 
had  taken  place  in  the  Accountant 
Generars  Office,  but  none  in  this 
respect.  When  such  scandals  as  that 
which  he  pointed  out  occurred,  some- 
thing should  be  douQ  to  igit%^^^^  ^^ 


to   the  general  public  the  cha- 
racter of  the  information  to  be  given, 
and  the  names  mentioned  would  often 
fail  to  arrest  the  attention  of  persons 
interested  in  the  absence  of  explanatory 
eroas-referenoes.    The  list  was  nothing 
bat  a  misleading  publication — a   hin- 
drance rather   than    an   assistance   to 
claimants.    A   list    such  as  he  asked 
for  was  published  by  the  War  Office, 
the  India  Office,  and  the  Gt>vemments 
of  the  Golonies,  some  of  which  were 
replete    with    suggestive    details,    and 
would  famish  useful    models  for  our 
Ohancery  officials.    The  result  of  pub- 
lishing insufficient  lists  was  that  en- 
couragement was  ffiven  to  a  system  of 
levyinff  black  mau.    Persons  made  it 
their  business  to  ascertain  who  were 
entitled  to  moneys  in  the  Paymaster's 
Office,  and  then  offered  the  information 
to  them  on  condition  that  they  received 
a  share  of  the  money.    He  knew  of  a 
ease  in  which  a  claimant  had  to  pay  25 
per  cent.     The  usual  answer  to  these 
complaints  was  that  unfounded  claims 
had  to  be  guarded  ag^nst ;  but  it  was 
equally  the  duty  of  the  War  Office,  the 
India  Office,  and  the  Colonial  Govern- 
ments to  protect  themselves  against  un- 
founded claims,  and  they  did  it  with- 
out making  a  secret  of  information  that 
ought  to  be  published.     What  would  be 
thought  of  a  Member  of  that  House  if 
he  found  in  the  Library  a  pocket-book 
containing  bank  notes,  with  the  name  of 
the  owner  written  on  the  first  page,  and 
said  nothing  about  it  for  fear  an  un« 
founded  claim  should  be  made?  In  respect 
of  these  funds  the  Government  were  trus- 
tees, with  duties  to  the  public,  and  they 
▼ere  bound  to  give  all  the  information 
they  could.     The  true  owners  existed, 
but  the  knowledge  of  their  rights  was 
withheld  from  them.      The  knowledge 
was    kept   back    by  the    Office  which 
held  and  utilized  the  money,  and  in  such 
a  case  concealment    of   truth  was  an 
equal  crime  to  a  falsehood.     A  stereo- 
typed official  reply  he  knew  would  be 
given,  whichever  Party  was  in  power ; 
bat  he  appealed  to  independent  Mem- 
bers to  unite  in  endeavouring  to  sweep 
away  the  cobwebs  of  officialism,  which 
had  already  clung  too  long  round   a 
time-honoured  Department  of  the  State. 
The  hon  Gentleman  concluded  by  moving 
lus  Besolntion. 
Mr.  FINDLATEB,  in  seconding  the 
don,  urged  that  the  index  offered  to 
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injury  which  ooourred  to  persons  from 
the  noa-publioation  of  this  information. 

Amendment  proposed, 

To  leave  out  from  the  word  "  That  "  to  the 
end  of  the  Qaestion,  in  order  to  add  the  words 
**  fatore  lists  of  the  Dormant  Fands  in  Chancery 
be  strictly  alphabetically  arranged,  with  cross- 
references  to  the  sab-titlesy  together  with  the 
names  and  last-known  addresses  of  the  persons 
originally  entitled,  the  date  of  the  last  decree 
or  order,  and  the  amount  unclaimed," — {Mr, 
Stanley  Leightony) 

— instead  thereof. 

Question  proposed,  ''  That  the  words 
proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part  of  the 
Question." 

The  attorney  GENERAL  (Sir 
Henby  James)  said,  that  the  hon. 
Member  who  had  brought  forward  that 
subject  was  not  quite  correct  as  to  the 
amount  of  the  funds  dealt  with  by  that 
Motion.  He  had  spoken  of  very  large 
funds  in  Chancery,  standing  to  the 
credit  of  suits  now  in  existence.  That 
was  correct ;  but  the  Dormant  Fund  was 
only  about  a  hundredth  part  of  the 
amount  referred  to  by  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber. Still,  it  was  su£&ciently  substantial 
to  deserve  the  consideration  of  the 
House.  The  fact  was  that  these  dormant 
funds  were  remanets  of  sums  which 
were  dealt  with  by  the  suits.  There 
were  nearly  3,000  very  small  amounts 
for  the  most  part,  and  after  a  lapse  of 
time  they  were  not  thought  sufficiently 
important  for  persons  to  make  out  a 
daim  to  them  because  they  were  so 
small.  By  the  regulations  of  the  Office, 
information  was  granted  to  anyone  if 
an  application  was  made  by  a  solicitor ; 
and  as  soon  as  the  solicitor  communicated 
to  the  Paymaster  that  any  person 
thought  he  had  grounds  for  making  a 
claim  to  the  fund,  every  information  was 
afforded.  The  names  in  the  list  were 
not  alphabetical,  except  with  respect  to 
the  initial  letter ;  but  this  was  a  mere 
matter  of  directions  to  the  printer,  and 
it  was  well  worthy  of  consideration 
whether  an  alteration  should  not  be 
made.  As  to  the  periods  of  publi- 
cation and  the  allegation  that  there  had 
not  been  a  publication  for  three  years, 
that  was  a  matter  which  ought  to  be 
attended  to,  and  the  attention  of  the 
Paymaster  should  be  called  to  the  ne- 
oeaaitj  of  a  more  regular  publica- 
tion. The  hon.  Member  asked  Hiat 
Ifbm  BAOiM  and  addresses  of  the  last- 
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known  owners  of  the  funds  should  be 
published;  but  that  was  an  impossi- 
bility. It  would  involve  a  degree  of 
labour  and  trouble  as  to  small  amounts 
which  the  Paymaster  could  not  under- 
take ;  and,  moreover,  if  done,  it  would 
produce  but  slight  practical  result.  He 
was  quite  sure  that  in  this  country, 
however  poor  a  man  might  be,  he  would 
find  a  solicitor  to  make  application  for 
him.  In  all  the  claims  paid  since  1852, 
one-half  had  been  paid  to  three  firms  of 
solicitors,  and,  of  course,  everyone  knew 
what  that  meant.  As  the  list  at  present 
stood,  it  was  impossible  for  the  inquiring 
gentleman  who  traded  on  these  funds  to 
take  up  the  list  and  ascertain  the  amount 
standing  in  the  name  of  any  person. 
The  only  desire  on  the  part  of  the 
officials  of  the  Paymaster's  Office  was 
to  protect  the  property  of  the  public ; 
and  they  believed  that,  while  the  in- 
formation given  was  sufficient  for  any- 
one who  had  a  just  claim  on  these  funds, 
it  prevented  the  reprehensible  traffic  to 
which  he  had  referred.  At  present  the 
Government  saw  no  reason  why  the 
present  system  should  not  in  the  main 
be  maintcdned. 

Mb.  salt  said,  it  was  desirable  that 
these  matters  should  be  occasionally 
brought  before  public  notice,  as  discus- 
sion would  probably  lead  to  some  im- 
provements in  regard  to  them.  It  was 
not  easy  to  hit  off  exactly  the  right 
point  between  giving  too  much  and  too 
little  publicity  and  information.  But 
he  did  not  think  the  public  had  much 
to  complain  of  if  it  was  made  per- 
fectly dear  that,  upon  the  application 
of  any  respectable  solicitor,  all  the 
information  needful  would  be  given. 
He  thought  it  would  be  well  if  the 
lists  were  published  annually  instead 
of  triennially,  and  also  that  the  Rules 
and  Orders  made  under  the  Chancery 
Funds  Act  of  1872  should  be  placed  be- 
fore the  House.  He  thought  that  the 
thanks  of  the  House  were  due  to  his 
hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  North 
Shropshire  for  bringing  the  subject  for- 
ward ;  but  he  hoped  that  he  would  be 
content  with  the  assurance  and  promises 
given  by  the  Attorney  General,  and  that 
he  would  not  find  it  necessary  to  go  to  a 
division. 

Mb.  DONALDSON -HUDSON  said, 
he  hoped  his  hon.  Friend  would  proceed 
to  a  division.  The  Attomej  General  had 
•adeavoured  to  minimiie  the  question 
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bj  stating  that  the  funds  were  about  a 
hundredth  part  of  what  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  North  Shropshire  supposed.  But 
whether  the  funds  were  £100,000,000, 
£10,000,000,  or  £10,000,  the  public 
ought  to  have  information  about  them. 
The  funds  did  not  always  consist,  as  had 
been  stated  by  the  Attorney  General,  of 
mere  reman ets.  He  knew  a  case  in 
which,  owing  to  some  difficulty  in  takin? 
out  probate,  upwards  of  £10,000  had 
been  paid  into  the  Suitors'  Fund,  where 
it  totally  escaped  notice  for  nearly  20 
years,  without  earning  any  interest 
whatever  for  those  entitled  to  the  money. 
The  interest,  which  amounted  to  a  con- 
siderable sum,  was  applied  to  the  build- 
ing of  the  Law  Courts.  When  a  pri- 
yate  person  applied  all  information  was 
refused,  except  when  he  applied  through 
a  solicitor.  It  was  rather  hard  that 
those  who  had  only  small  sums  in  the 
funds  shoiild  be  refused  all  information 
unless  they  employed  a  solicitor.  The 
result  was  that  some  of  those  interested 
in  the  fund  never  received  their  money. 
The  fund,  instead  of  decreasing,  as  it 
ought  to  do,  was  increasing ;  and,  there- 
fore, steps  should  be  taken  to  secure  a 
quicker  distribution  than  could  take 
place  under  the  present  system. 

Dn.  LYONS  regarded  it  as  satisfac- 
tory that  it  was  the  intention  of  the 
authorities  to  reduce  this  list  to  alpha- 
betical order;  but  there  was  another 
part  of  it  not  so  satisfactory  in  which 
the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  the 
Attorney  General  seemed  to  recognize 
the  absolute  necessity  that  the  public 
required  the  intervention  of  a  solicitor. 
That  would  be  imposing  a  difficulty  and 
adding  an  expense  on  the  members  of 
the  public  who  might  have,  or  supposed 
they  had,  claims  to  be  satisfied  on  in- 
quiry. He  thought  it  would  be  quite 
possible,  with  due  protection  of  the  in- 
terests of  the  fund,  to  arrange  a  plan  by 
which  some  officer  should  be  specially 
told  off,  who,  on  payment  of  a  moderate 
fee,  should  give  information  to  all  mem- 
bers of  the  public  applying  in  regard  to 
these  funds.  Many  of  the  claimants 
were  in  very  indigent  circumstances,  but 
hand  fide  claimants  would  be  willing  to 
pay  a  small  fee  by  which  the  expenses 
of  maintaining  such  an  officer  would  be 
provided  for.  This  small  fee  would  have 
the  effect  of  excluding  curious  inquirers. 
It  would  also  be  sufficient  to  pay  for  the 
isrnces  of  one  officer,  who  in  time  would 


be  able  to  discriminate  between  the 
curious  and  the  honest  inquirer.  This 
system  existed  in  several  Public  Offices 
in  England,  and  it  existed  with  great 
advantage  to  the  public  in  many  Offices 
in  Ireland.  In  the  year  1850  the  amount 
of  this  unclaimed  fund  was  £562,039, 
and  it  now  amounted  to  considerably 
more.  There  was  another  matter  some- 
what allied  to  this,  which  he  desired  to 
notice,  and  that  was  the  unclaimed  divi- 
dends and  stocks  in  the  Government 
Funds,  concerning  which  no  notice  was 
ever  given  to  the  public.  Some  interest 
was  felt  on  the  subject  in  Ireland.  It 
would  be  unfair  to  expect  an  answer 
from  the  Attorney  General  on  the  sub  • 
ject  now;  but  he  hoped  the  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  would  give  the  sub- 
ject some  consideration. 

Mb.  GBAY  said,  the  speech  of  the 
Attorney  General  had  convinced  him  of 
the  necessity  that  really  existed  for  the 
reforms  advocated  by  the  hon.  Member 
for  North  Shropshire.  No  doubt,  those 
connected  with  the  present  system,  which 
was  of  very  little  advantage  in  assisting 
persons  to  discover  derelict  funds  to 
which  they  might  be  entitled,  were  in- 
terested in  its  maintenance.  That  was 
only  human  nature,  because  their  emolu- 
ments were  derived  from  the  obscurity 
that  surrounded  the  present  system. 
Publicity  would  interfere  with  the  mono- 
poly enjoyed  by  the  three  officials  who 
at  present  endeavoured  to  trace  out  the 
persons  entitled  to  those  derelict  funds. 
He  supported  the  suggestion  that  the 
Government  should  cause  the  list  to  be 
published  in  dictionary  form  with  a  cross 
under.  In  the  present  form  of  the  list 
no  one  could  obtain  any  information 
who  had  not  consulted  it  with  a  precise 
knowledge  of  the  nature  of  his  claim. 
The  interest  on  the  funds,  which 
amounted  to  over  £500,000,  would  pay 
the  cost  of  indexing  and  of  publication. 
He  could  not  understand  how  it  was  that 
the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  was  not 
willing  to  agree  with  the  Motion  of  the 
hon.  Member.  For  his  own  part,  be- 
lieving that  if  carried  it  would  be  at- 
tended with  beneficial  results,  he  should 
support  the  hon.  Member  if  he  proceeded 
to  a  division. 

Mr.  H.  T.  DAVENPOET  said,  it  ap- 
peared to  him  to  be  no  objection  to  the 
Motion  that,  by  giving  greater  publicity, 
they  would  encourage  a  large  number  of 
applications.      Tho  efToct  would  b^  V.\x^\» 
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the  persons  interested  would  be  able  to 
decide  at  onoe  whether  it  was  worth  their 
while  to  proceed  with  the  inquiry  or  not. 
He  hoped  the  hon.  Member  would  pro- 
ceed to  a  division ;  and,  if  he  did  so,  he 
should  certainly  vote  with  him. 

Mb.  STANLEY  LEIGHTON  said, 
that  the  hon.  and  learned  Attorney  Gene- 
ral stated  that  he  (Mr.  Leighton)  had 
brou$|;ht  a  charge  of  concealment  against 
the  Government.  He  had  not  done  so ; 
but  he  certainly  did  bring  such  a  charge 
against  the  particular  Office  which  was 
under  the  control  of  the  noble  Lord  the 
Secretary  to  the  Treasury. 

Mr.  SPEAKER:  The  hon.  Member 
is  not  in  Order  in  again  addressing  the 
House. 

Question  put. 

The  House  divided : — Ayes  47  ;  Noes 
28:  Majority  19.— (Div.  List,  No.  44.) 

Main  Question  proposed,  **  That  Mr. 
Speaker  do  now  leave  the  Chair." 

ACQUISITION    AND    CONTROL    OF 
IRISH  RAILWAYS. 

OBSERVATIONS. 

Mb.  BLENNERHASSETT,  who  had 
given  Notice  of  the  following  Resolu- 
tion, but  was  unable  by  the  Forms  of 
the  House  to  move  it — namely, 

"  That  this  House,  while  expressing  no  opi- 
nion on  the  Buhject  of  State  ownership,  or  State 
management  of  Railways  in  other  parts  of  the 
Empire,  is  of  opinion  that  it  is  desirable  that 
the  Railways  of  Ireland  should  be  acquired  on 
equitable  terms  by  the  State  with  a  view  to 
their  management  being  conducted  in  the  inte- 
rests of  the  public.  This  measure  to  be  carried 
out  in  such  a  way  as  not  to  involve  any  loss  to 
the  finances  of  the  Empire/' 

said,  that  a  great  many  eminent  au- 
thorities had  declared  in  favour  of  the 
proposal  which  he  wished  to  lay  before 
the  House.  It  would  be  in  the  recol- 
lection of  some  hon.  Members  that  a 
declaration  was  signed  some  years  ago 
by  72  Peers  and  90  Irish  Members  of 
Parliament  in  favour  of  the  acquisition 
by  the  State  of  the  railways  in  Ireland. 
The  Members  for  the  North  of  Ireland 
were,  in  particular,  strongly  in  favour 
of  the  proposition.  Evidence  had  also 
been  g^ven  to  the  same  effect  before  the 
Committee  on  Railways  now  sitting,  al- 
thoup^h  the  question  was  not  directly 
within  the  scope  of  that  Committee's 
laboors.  Mr.  Isaac  Banks,  a  well-known 
nilway  authority,  had  said  that  it  was 
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most  desirable  to  bring  the  railways 
under  one  control,  and  that  control 
would  be  best  exercised  by  the  State. 
He  said  the  whole  mercantile  commu- 
nity of  Dublin  were  in  favour  of  that 
view.  Mr.  Joseph  Pirn  and  Mr.  Middle- 
ton,  gentlemen  well  known  in  connection 
with  that  subject,  expressed  similar  opi- 
nions. The  present  was  a  very  oppor- 
tune time  for  the  consideration  of  this 
question,  for  anything  which  would  im- 
prove the  condition  of  that  country  could 
not  fail  to  be  of  great  importance.  Hon. 
Members  would  remember  how  Mr.  Tuke, 
in  his  pamphlet,  spoke  of  the  want  of 
enterpnze,  and  the  misdirected  energies, 
and  the  want  of  development  of  natural 
resources  as  the  cause  of  Ireland's  misery 
and  troubles.  Of  all  this  the  railway 
system  afforded  a  striking  instance.  That 
system  gave  the  minimum  of  conveni- 
ence at  the  maximum  of  charge.  The 
defects  in  that  system  were — first,  that 
the  rates  were  high  ;  secondly,  that  the 
speed  was  slow ;  thirdly,  that  the  trains 
were  few ;  fourthly,  that  the  remunera- 
tion of  the  Directors  was  small.  The 
latest  Returns,  which  were  up  to  the  1st 
of  January,  1881,  stated  that  there  were 
2,370  miles  of  railway  in  Ireland,  and  of 
these  1,802  miles  consisted  of  single  lines 
only — only  568  miles  being  double.  In 
England  and  Scotland  almost  all  the  rail- 
ways had  double  lines.  The  Irish  rail- 
ways were  owned  by  40  Companies, 
though  some  of  the  smaller  Companies 
were  worked  by  the  larger.  The  num- 
ber of  Companies  actually  working  lines 
was  23.  In  1880  the  total  receipts 
were  £2,695,000,  and  the  expenditure 
£1,455,000.  Thus  the  cost  of  manage- 
ment was  54  per  cent  of  the  gross  re- 
ceipts. The  total  capital  was£33,741, 000, 
of  which  £9,000,000  were  debentures. 
There  were  270  directors  of  these  lines, 
37  secretaries,  20  actuaries,  36  solicitors, 
40  auditors,  and  30  engineers — all  dif- 
ferent persons.  While  the  receipts  of 
all  the  Irish  railways  amounted  to  only 
£2,695,000,  in  England  the  receipts  of 
the  Great  Western  Railway  alone  were 
£7.284,000,  and  of  the  London  and  North- 
western £9,827,000.  Again,  while  the 
proportion  of  working  expenses  was  5 1 
per  cent  in  England,  Wales,  and  Scot- 
land, in  Ireland  the  proportion  was  54 
per  cent.  Scotland  had  a  population  of 
3,700,000,  and  the  population  of  Ireland 
was  5,150,000  ;  yet  in  the  year  1880  the 
traffic  returns  of  the  Scotch  lines  were 
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£7,000,000,  and  of  the  Irish  linee 
£3,600,000.  In  the  same  year  46,000,000 
pasBengers  and  over  31,000,000  tons  of 
goods  were  carried  by  the  Scotch  rail- 
ways, and  only  17,000,000  passengers 
and  8,500,000  tons  of  goods  by  the  Lrish 
railways.  He  did  not  ignore  the  fact  that 
there  was  much  more  manufactaring 
industry  in  Scotland  than  in  Ireland; 
but  still,  considering  the  relative  popu- 
lations of  the  two  countries,  these  figures 
were  very  disproportionate,  and  he  be- 
Uered  the  disproportion  was  in  nreat 
part  due  to  the  high  fares,  the  bad  ac- 
commodation, and  the  slow  trains  on  the 
Irish  railways.  With  regard  to  rates 
and  fares,  he  might  mention  that  the 
average  third-class  fare  for  100  miles 
was  8«.  Ad.  in  Belgium,  4«.  in  Italy,  and 
6#.  td.  in  Prussia ;  whereas  in  Ireland, 
which  was  an  extremely  poor  country, 
it  was  8«.  Ad.  As  regards  goods  traffic, 
there  was  abundant  evidence  to  show 
that  many  of  the  most  important  indus- 
trial enterprizes  of  Ireland,  were  stifled 
by  the  high  charges  and  bad  arrange- 
ments of  the  railways.  These  universuly 
sdcnowledged  evils  in  the  railway  system 
of  Ireland  were  inherent  in  that  system 
as  it  existed  at  present.  The  railways 
of  that  country  had  been  constructed  on 
no  regular  design,  but  grew  up  piece- 
meal. The  result  was  that  the  lines 
were  managed  on  different  and  often 
conflicting  principles.  A  Memorial  from 
the  Dublin  Chamber  of  Commerce  to 
the  Committee  now  sitting  upstairs  stated 
that  preferential  rates  were  in  many 
oases  granted  to  particular  towns  and 
districts,  and  also,  there  was  reason 
to  believe,  to  individuals,  firms,  and 
Companies.  The  through  rates  were  not 
based  on  any  definite  principle,  but  ap- 
peared to  be  regulated  almost  entirely 
by  the  extent  to  which  competition 
existed.  These  facts  all  showed  the 
great  dissatisfaction  in  the  public  mind 
with  regard  to  the  present  manage- 
ment of  the  Irish  railways,  and  af- 
forded, he  hoped,  good  g^und  for  his 
statement  that  this  was  a  matter  in 
which  the  Government  might  well  be 
called  upon  to  interfere.  Of  course,  the 
principal  question  he  should  have  to 
answer  was,  **  How  can  the  existing  evils 
be  removed?"  In  the  first  place,  they 
could  not  be  removed  by  the  enforcement 
of  more  stringent  regulations  by  the 
Railway  Commissioners.  Such  regula- 
tions might,   indeed,  be  to    a  certain 


extent  useftal;  but  the^  oould  never 
touch  the  root  of  the  evil.  What  was 
really  wanted  was  unity  of  management 
oonducted  in  a  liberal  and  an  intelligent 
spirit,  and  with  a  view  to  promoting  the 
public  interest  as  far  as  was  consistent 
with  the  avoidance  of  loss.  Voluntary 
amalgamation  of  the  Bail  way  Companies, 
even  if  it  were  possible,  would  not  pro- 
duce that  result.  The  amalgamation 
oould  only  be  effected  by  the  acquisition 
of  the  nulways  by  the  State ;  and  he 
submitted,  as  an  incontrovertible  propo- 
sition, that  the  proposal  he  was  laying 
before  the  House  was  the  only  way  by 
which  the  faults  of  the  Irish  railway 
system  oould  be  effectually  dealt  with 
and  removed.  Was  the  acquisition  of 
the  railways  bv  the  State  feasible  and 
practicable,  and  would  it  be  in  aooordaaoe 
with  right  and  sound  principles?  If 
Ireland  were  to  derive  any  considerable 
benefit  from  the  purchase  of  the  railways 
by  the  State,  it  was  dear  that  the  pro- 
perty must  be  acquired  at  a  fair  price. 
He  did  not  propose  that  the  State  should 
at  once  buy  up  all  the  railways  in  Ire« 
land ;  but  he  believed  if  fair  terms  of 

Surchase  were  offered  to  the  Bailway 
Companies  tiiat  most  of  the  Companies 
would  accept  those  terms  at  once,  and 
that  the  other  Companies  would  soon 
accept  them  also.  There  might,  perhaps, 
be  a  temporary  loss ;  but  it  probably 
would  be  very  small  and  of  short  dura- 
tion. He  had  framed  his  Motion  in  such 
a  way  as  to  indicate  his  desire  that  the 
losses  should  fall  on  exclusively  Irish 
resources,  and  he  felt  convinced  that 
public  opinion  in  Ireland  would  sustain 
that  proposition.  But  financial  conside- 
rations were  not  the  only  ones  involved. 
Very  grave  and  serious  questions  arose 
with  regard  to  the  purchase  of  Irish 
railways.  In  the  first  place,  he  wished 
to  guard  most  carefully  against  the  idea 
that  the  purchase  of  the  Irish  railways 
would  involve  also  the  purchase  of 
English  railways.  On  that  point  the 
Prime  Minister  had  said  that  he  did  not 
think  that  the  adoption  of  a  principle  as 
regarded  Ireland  would  render  neces- 
sary the  application  of  the  same  principle 
to  the  remainder  of  the  United  King- 
dom. When  the  circumstances  were  so 
different,  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  said 
that  he  did  not  consider  that  the  adop- 
tion of  the  principle  in  the  case  of  Ire- 
land would  compromise  the  judgment  of 
Parliament  with  respect  to  England  qx 
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Scotland.  As  to  the  advantages  which 
would  be  gained  by  the  acquisition  by 
the  State  of  the  Irish  railways,  there 
would,  in  the  first  place,  be  a  simple  and 
uniform  management,  which  would  ren- 
der a  low  tariff  possible.  On  the  question 
of  the  reduction  of  tariff,  he  was  anxious 
to  avoid  any  exaggeration  or  enlarge- 
ment. It  would  be  most  unfortunate  if 
the  people  of  Ireland  were  to  expect  as 
a  consequence  of  the  purchase  of  the 
railways  by  the  State,  that  there  would 
be  an  extravagant  reduction  of  tariffs. 
At  the  same  time,  a  gentleman  of  great 
experience  as  a  Railway  Director,  the 
hon.  Member  for  Orkney  (Mr.  Laing), 
in  1873  said  that  if  a  reduction  of  rail- 
way tariffs  by  one-half  were  made, 
although  the  step  would  be  attended 
with  some  temporary  loss,  yet  it  would 
soon  be  recouped.  That  was  a  signifi- 
cant statement  coming  from  a  Gentleman 
of  such  experience  and  practical  know- 
ledge as  the  hon.  Member.  No  doubt, 
there  would  be  difficulties  to  contend 
with  at  first.  The  railway  system  of 
Ireland  had  been  so  bad  and  so  incon- 
venient that  the  people  had  not  been  in 
the  habit  of  using  the  railways  as  was 
the  custom  in  countries  where  they  were 
more  expeditious  and  cheaper.  In  his 
opinion,  the  centralization  of  the  system 
of  railway  management  in  Ireland  would 
lead  to  many  advantages.  Attention 
would  be  paid  to  the  questions  of  making 
narrow-gauge  railways  to  develop  the 
agricultural  districts,  and  of  laying  down 
steam  tramways  to  work  along  the  com- 
mon roads  if  there  were  a  centralized 
management.  But  there  was  a  great 
principle  which  lay  at  the  foundation  of 
this  proposal,  and  that  was  that  the 
State  management  of  railways  was 
necessarily  undertaken  upon  different 
principles  to  those  which  regulated  pri- 
vate control.  The  duty  of  Railway 
Directors  was  simply  to  obtain  the 
largest  dividends  at  the  smallest  possible 
cost;  whereas  the  principle  of  State 
management  was  to  g^ve  the  greatest 
possible  amount  of  convenience  to  the 
public  consistent  with  the  avoidance  of 
loss.  They  were  not  without  experience 
to  guide  them  in  this  matter.  The  sys- 
tem of  State  management  of  railways 
had  been  adopted  in  nearly  every  coun- 
try in  Europe,  this  country  being  the 
exception  to  the  rule.  It  mio^ht  be  said 
that  there  was  a  politioal  objection  to 
this   proposal,    and    that    it    was   not 
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advisable  for  the  Government  to  under- 
take the  management  of  the  railways. 
The  acquisition  of  the  railways  by  ike 
State  did  not  necessarily  involve  their 
direct  management  by  the  Government. 
The  management  of  the  railways  could 
be  placed  by  the  Government  under  the 
control  of  capable  and  experienced  men, 
without  being  made  a  Government  De- 
partment. It  would  be  intolerable  that 
every  complaint  with  regard  to  the 
management  of  railways  should  be  made 
a  subject  of  agitation  or  of  complaint 
in  that  House.  The  doctrine  that  indi- 
vidual interests,  if  left  alone  and  merely 
regulated  by  competition,  would  work 
better  and  conduce  niore  to  organized  ac- 
tion than  if  Government  intervened,  was 
perfectly  sound  and  true  as  regarded  all 
ordinary  transactions.  But  noticing  could 
be  more  unfortunate  than  that  the  no- 
tion should  prevail  that  the  principle 
that  the  State  ought  not  to  undertake  any 
trade  or  business  capable  of  being  man- 
aged by  individuals  was  without  limita- 
tion. Many  industrial  undertakings  of 
the  highest  importance  to  the  commu- 
nity, and  giving  a  just  return  to  capital, 
could  not  be  regulated  by  competition. 
The  most  practical  question  was,  how 
those  undertakings  to  which  the  prin- 
ciple of  oompetition  did  not  apply  could 
be  best  managed  for  the  public  good  ? 
Oanals,  harbours,  natural  navigation, 
water  supply,  the  Post  Office,  telegraphs, 
and  railways  were  instances  of  this.  In 
many  of  those  instances  the  principle  of 
oompetition  was  not,  in  the  long  run, 
beneficial,  or  even  possible.  There  was 
no  kind  of  industrial  undertaking  to 
which  that  remark  applied  more  entirely 
than  to  railways.  The  late  Mr.  John 
Stuart  Mill  said  that  when  a  Govern- 
ment conceded  a  private  monopoly  of 
railways  it  was  much  the  same  as  leav- 
ing an  individual  or  an  association  to 
levy  a  tax  on  the  malt  produced  in  or 
the  cotton  imported  into  a  country.  He 
(Mr.  Blennerhassett)  maintained  that  it 
never  was  the  intention  of  the  Parlia- 
ment of  this  country  that  Railway  Com- 
panies should  enjoy  this  monopoly.  The 
original  intention  was  that  Railway  Com- 
panies should  not  enjoy  a  monopoly,  even 
on  their  own  lines;  but  that  they  should 
charge  tolls  to  individuals  using  their 
own  rolling  stock  to  run  over  the  Com- 
panies' lines.  That  had  been  found  im- 
practicable, and  the  result  had  been  that 
the  wlu>le  traffic  had  gone  into  the  hands 
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of  Joint  Stock  monopolists.  At  present 
the  Gh>Temment  carried  on  many  indus- 
trial undertakings.  The  management  of 
the  Post  Office,  the  banking  and  insur- 
ance businesses  in  connection  with  it, 
and  the  work  of  the  telegraphs  were  in 
the  hands  of  the  Government.  Irish 
railways  had  not  grown  beyond  man- 
ageable limits.  The  proposition  to  buy 
Irish  railways  was  simply  to  buy,  not  a 
first-rate  English,  but  a  second  or  third- 
rate  English  line.  Then  there  was 
another  point — namely,  public  opinion. 
The  opinion  of  the  people  of  England 
had  not  been  expressea  in  favour  of  a 
purchase  by  the  State  of  English  rail- 
ways in  the  same  way  as  the  people  of 
Ireland  had  expressed  their  opinion  in 
fiavoar  of  a  State  purchase  of  the  Irish 
railways.  They  knew  that  if  the  people 
of  Ireland  had  the  opportunity  of  them- 
selvea  dealing  with  this  question,  they 
would  make  a  public  purchase  of  the 
Irish  railways  by  means  of  a  parochial 
guarantee.  He  ventured  to  submit  this 
to  the  consideration  of  the  House — that 
in  asking  this  step  to  be  taken  he  was 
only  asking  the  House  of  Commons  to 
do  that  for  Ireland  which  Ireland,  if  it 
had  the  power  of  local  self-government, 
would  cheerfully  do  for  itself.  Was  it 
necessary  for  the  public  good,  for  the 
proper  management  of  these  under- 
takings, that  they  should  be  managed 
by  the  State  ?  If  it  was  not  necessary, 
then,  he  said,  it  was  not  desirable.  It 
was  entirely  on  the  plea  of  urgency  and 
necessity  that  ho  rested  his  ease.  He 
urged  it  on  the  plea  of  urgency  and  ne- 
cessity, because  be  believed  the  circum- 
stances of  Ireland  required  that  the 
State  should  undertake  the  manage- 
ment of  these  railways.  Some  years 
ago  the  Prime  Minister  said  that  no 
boon  could  be  conferred  on  Ireland  so 
comprehensive  in  its  application,  so  im- 
partial, so  free  from  all  suspicion  of 
undue  favour  to  any  particular  class,  so 
much  in  conformity  with  the  wishes  of 
the  commimity,  so  far-reaching  in  its 
influence  on  all  conditions  and  classes 
of  men,  as  a  better  development  of  the 
railway  system  of  Ireland.  He  (Mr. 
Blennerhassett)  proposed  by  his  Motion 
that  that  system  should  be  better  de- 
veloped. He  urged  upon  the  House 
this  sound,  practical  solution  of  those 
difficulties  which  prevailed  in  Ireland. 

Mr.  gray  said,   the  hon.  Member 
had  gone  so  fully  into  the  question  that 
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there  was  little  left  for  him  to  say.     He 
thought  that  one  of  the  first  points  which 
deserved  the  attention  of  the  English 
Members  who  looked  at  the  subject  dis- 
passionately— and  they  had,  after  all,  to 
depend  in  a  matter  like  this  on  the  votes 
of  English  Members — was  the  considera- 
tion, what  would  Ireland  do  if  left  to 
herself?      Now,    by   every   method  by 
which  public  opinion  made   itself  felt, 
quite  irrespective  of  any  political  con- 
sideration, Ireland  had  indicated  that  if 
she  had  her  own  way  she  would  acquire 
her  railways  as  every  other  European 
country,  with  the  exception  of  England, 
had  done.     There   was  no  comparison 
between  the  cases  of  the  acquisition  of 
the  Irish  and  that  of  the  English  rail- 
ways.    The  acquisition  of  the  English 
railways,  on  account  of  its  magnitude, 
would  be  beset  with  very  formidable 
difficulties,  which  did  not  arise  in  con- 
nection with  the  Irish  railways  at  all. 
It  was  manifestly  impossible  to  have  free 
competition  in  railways.   It  was  tried  for 
a  few  years,  and  it  was  found  that  the  re- 
sults were  most  disastrous.    He  thought 
that  every  monopoly  of  such  a  nature  as 
the  railways  should  be  in  the  hands  of 
the  State,  and  that  the  opinion  of  the 
Government  generally,  as  was  manifest 
by  their  so  long  ago  having  acquired  the 
postal  service,  and  having  followed  it  up 
by  the   acquisition   of   the   postal  tele- 
graphs.    Now,  the  case  of  the  railways 
was  very  much  analogous.    With  regard 
to  the  question  of  finance,  the  Resolution 
dealt   with   it   in   very   general    terms. 
Irish  Members  did  not  come  at  all  in  the 
condition  of  beggars  asking  something 
from  the  State.     As  the  hon.  Member 
suggested,  whatever  expenses  were  to  be 
borne  would  be  borne  by  Ireland  herself. 
The  proposition  they  put  forward  now 
was  that  there  should  be  no  burden  put 
upon  the  Imperial  Exchequer  in  connec- 
tion with  this  subject.     Therefore,  they 
could   not   be   taunted  with   constantly 
wanting  to   have  a  pull  at   the  public 
purse.    If  they  wanted  to  have  a  pull  at 
the  public  purse,  it  was  to  have  a  pull  at 
their  own  public  purse,  and  he  thought 
they  had  a  perfect  right  to  have  a  pull  at 
that  whenever  they  pleased.  There  never 
was  an  occasion  upon  which  there  was 
such  a  consensus  of  opinion  as  the  occa- 
sion of  the  Memorial  to  which  the  hon. 
Member  had  referred.     His  recollection 
was  that  there  was  practically  unanimity 
on  this  subject.     He  would  not   go  iu 
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detail  into  the  advantages  this  acheme 
would  produce,  because  he  felt  convinced 
^hat  no  person  could  oppose  the  Motion 
on  the  g^und  that  State  purchase  of 
the  railways  would  be  to  the  public  dis- 
advantage. The  amalgamation  of  the 
numerous  Boards  now  existing]:  would  be 
a  great  public  advantage.  The  imme- 
diate saving  in  salaries  would  represent 
nothing  compared  with  the  absence  of 
the  jealous  interference  with  each  other 
which  at  present  existed  and  was  inevit- 
able, but  which  would  be  obviated  by 
working  the  system  upon  a  comprehen- 
sive plan.  The  financial  result,  how- 
ever, could  not  be  despised  in  the  case 
of  a  poor  country  like  Ireland,  the  de- 
velopment of  which,  in  its  most  back- 
ward parts,  was  being  impeded  under 
the  present  variety  of  systems.  Though 
it  might  be  suggested  that  the  present 
was  an  inopportune  time  for  this  Motion, 
when  State  assistance  might  be  better 
directed  towards  the  land  system,  he 
could  not  recognize  any  force  in  the  ob- 
jection, because  this  had  always  been  a 
pressing  question.  The  matter  was  very 
opportune,  because,  owing  to  the  depres- 
sion of  the  last  few  years,  the  purchase 
oould  have  been  effected  on  very  favour- 
able terms,  and  shareholders  would 
gladly  transfer  their  present  security, 
which  was  of  fluctuating  value,  into  State 
railway  stock.  The  purchase  could  be 
effected  without  any  of  that  extrava- 
gance and  Stock  Exchange  jobbery  which 
marked  the  purchase  of  the  telegraphs ; 
and  the  only  solid  objection  that  he  could 
see  to  the  scheme  would  come  from  Irish 
Members  sitting  on  that  side  of  the 
House.  They  might  say  with  much  force 
that,  in  the  present  condition  of  the  Irish 
A.dministration,  it  was  undesirable  that 
BO  large  an  extra  amount  of  patronage 
should  be  given  into  the  hands  of  the 
Government;  and  it  might  be  said,  he 
feared  truly,  that  such  patronage  would 
be  used  to  some  extent — indirectly,  per- 
haps— but  certainly  for  political  pur- 
poses ;  in  other  words,  to  exclude  those 
who  held  opinions  contrary  to  the  pre- 
sent Administration.  He  thought  all 
Government  patronage  was  so  used  in 
Ireland.  That  was  a  serious  objection 
now  when  political  opinion  ran  so  high 
in  Ireland.  Nevertheless,  he  would  be 
.prepared  to  submit  to  this  for  the  sake 
'Of  the  solid  practical  advantages  that 
would  accrue  to  the  country  from  having 
the  railways  under  the  control  of  one 
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body,  believing  that  soon  the  adminis- 
tration of  the  railways,  together  with  the 
administration  of  other  purely  local  mat- 
ters, would  be  g^ven  to  some  body  really 
representative  of  Irish  opinion,  and  free 
from  the  politiced  bias  which  was,  un- 
fortunately, inseparable  from  aU  Irish 
affairs.  A  further  argument  was  found 
in  the  fact  that,  in  every  other  country  ex- 
cept England,  the  State  had  some  control 
over  the  railways,  and  that  such  control 
was  gradually  increasing.  England  might 
be  capable  of  working  its  present  system, 

but  Ireland  was  not.       

Mb.  EVELYN  ASHLEY,  on  the  part 
of  the  Government,  said,  that  this  ques- 
tion had  been  brought  fully  before  the 
House  in  1872,  when  a  Bill  introduced 
by  the  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
Kerry  was  rejected  on  the  second  read- 
ing. In  1874  the  hon.  Member  again 
brought  the  subject  forward,  and  not 
only  was  his  Resolution  rejected  by  a 
larg^  majority,  but  a  Hesolution  was 
passed  stating — 

''That  the  purchase  of  the  Irish  Railwaji 
hy  the  State  woald  be  financially  inexpedient, 
would  unduly  enlarge  the  patronage  of  the 
Government,  and  seriouBly  increase  the  pressure 
of  Business  in  Parliament." 

He  really  thought  the  hon.  Member  took 
too  sanguine  a  view,  and  that  a  little 
sober  examination  into  details,  and  the 
manner  in  which  his  proposed  transfer 
would  work,  might  really  very  much 
change  the  view  he  took.  Now,  the 
only  reason  he  (Mr.  Ashley)  could  pos- 
sibly see  why  Ireland  should  be  made 
an  exception  to  the  rest  of  the  country 
was  because  the  interests  involved  were 
small.  All  the  complaints  mentioned  by 
the  hon.  Member  in  connection  with  the 
adminislxation  of  Irish  railways  were 
re-echoed,  not  only  in  connection  with 
railways  in  the  United  Kingdom,  but  in 
other  parts  of  the  world  also.  The  com- 
plaint about  the  carriage  of  fish,  for 
example,  was  one  that  came  before  the 
Committee  at  present  sitting  on  Bail- 
way  Bates  quite  as  strong  from  Scotland 
as  from  Ireland.  From  Scotland  and 
from  England  the  complaint  was  that 
the  railways  would  not  adjust  their  rates 
so  as  to  enable  fish  to  be  brought  to  the 
great  centres  of  consumption.  Then 
there  was  the  complaint  that  goods  from 
Dublin  to  the  interior  of  Ireland  cost  the 
S€une  as  from  Birmingham  to  the  interior 
of  Ireland.  This  was  the  £ame  question 
of  preferential  rates  for  goods  in  through 
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traffic,  as  compared  with  traffic  from  the 
sea-board,  which  had  been  heard  ad 
nauseam  from  other  parts  of  the  United 
Kingdom.  They  should  not,  therefore, 
approach  this  question  with  the  belief 
that  Irish  railways  were  worse  managed 
than  English  railways.  He  did  not  be- 
lieve  they  were.  In  some  districts  where 
there  was  not  much  competition,  he  be- 
lieved that  the  charges  for  passenger 
traffic  were  somewhat  higher ;  but,  as  a 
rule,  considering  the  difficulties  under 
which  they  had  been  undertaken  and  con- 
structed, there  coujd  be  no  valid  com- 
plaint as  to  their  being  worse  conducted 
than  English  railways.  That  being  so, 
what  was  to  be  held  out  to  them  as  the 
prospect  before  them  if  they  changed 
the  management,  and  handed  the  rail- 
ways over  to  the  State  ?  He  perfectly 
agreed  that  unity  of  management  was  of 
the  greatest  importance,  and  they  must 
work  to  that  end  as  much  as  they  could. 
But  he  would  point  out  that  great  ad- 
vances had  been  made  already  in  that 
direction,  many  separate  Companies  hav- 
ing disappeared,  and  the  number  of 
Bailway  Directors  in  Ireland  having 
been  reduced  by  amalgamations  from 
450  in  1867  to  230  at  the  present  time, 
which  was  still,  he  admitted,  too  many. 
There  was  not  likely  to  be  any  great 
increase  of  traffic  in  Ireland  for  a  long 
time;  but  when  they  were  told  that  a 
few  years  ago  there  was  a  strong  feel- 
ing in  the  country  on  this  subject,  and 
that  this  feeling  had  died  away,  a  good 
deal,  he  believed,  of  that  was  greatly 
owing  to  the  improved  condition  and 
income  of  the  railways  through  the  amal- 
gamations which  Lad  taken  place,  and 
owing  to  the  action  of  the  Eailway  Com- 
mission of  1873,  which  went  to  Ireland, 
having  very  much  satisfied  the  more 
thinking  portion  of  the  Irish  railway 
world  and  the  Irish  people  that  their 
railways  were  improving,  and  did  not 
need  the  drastic  remedy  they  might  have 
required  15  or  16  years  ago.  The  hon. 
Member  for  Kerry  was  of  opinion  that 
everything  should  be  done  to  encourage 
enterprize  and  the  display  of  energy 
among  the  Irish  people  ;  but  surely  the 
best  way  of  accomplishing  that  purpose 
was  not  by  the  exercise  of  State  con- 
trol. A  statement  of  the  Prime  Minister 
had  been  quoted  to  the  effect  that  a 
better  development  of  railways  in  Ire- 
land would  be  of  the  greatest  benefit  to 
that  country.     It  had  not,  however,  been 


shown  that  Parliament  would  improve 
the  present  system  by  placing  it  under 
Government  management.  In  countries 
where  that  principle  had  been  adopted 
comparatively  little  extension  took  place. 
There  was  no  doubt  whatever  that 
in  foreign  countries  you  were  carried 
cheaper,  and  your  goods  were  also 
carried  cheaper,  than  in  England  ;  but, 
on  the  other  hand,  the  extreme  develop- 
ment of  competition,  due  to  private 
enterprize,  had  given  a  more  rapid  and 
excellent  service.  It  was  more  expen- 
sive ;  but  the  people  of  this  country  had 
the  best  of  the  bargain,  because  there 
was  a  constant  flow  of  enterprize  in 
England,  which  they  would  not  have 
were  the  Qovernment  the  owner  of  the 
lines.  He  did  not  see  how  a  Hailway 
Board  was  to  be  constituted  which  would 
not  be  a  Department  for  which  the  Oo- 
vemment  would  be  responsible,  and  for 
the  conduct  of  which  they  would  be  held 
accountable,  or  else  it  would  be  a  Board 
over  which  Parliament  would  have  no 
control  whatever.  He  would  point  out, 
once  for  all,  to  those  hon.  Members  who 
were  continually  talking  about  Conti- 
nental management  of  railways  being 
by  the  Government,  how  completely  dis- 
similar the  conditions  of  England  and 
Ireland  were  from  foreign  countries. 
They  must  not  forget  that  the  railways 
here  were  always  exposed  at  every  point 
to  competition  by  sea.  They  might  call 
railway  management  in  this  country  a 
monopoly  as  much  as  they  liked ;  but  the 
railway  managers  were  always  checked 
by  the  presence  of  water  carriage,  and 
their  rates  would  always  have  to  be 
adjusted  accordingly.  In  the  case  of  the 
Post  Office  and  the  Telegraph  the  Go- 
vernment had  an  absolute  monopoly ; 
and  the  railway  system  and  the  conduct 
of  general  traffic  could  not  be  made  a 
monopoly  in  the  same  sense  and  to  the 
same  extent.  Further,  for  letters  and  tele- 
grams the  charges  were  uniform,  irre- 
spective of  distance,  so  that  any  proposed 
reduction  of  charge  had  to  be  dealt  with 
simply  as  an  Imperial  question ;  but, 
as  they  could  not  have  such  uniform 
charges  for  railway  traffic,  the  Govern- 
ment would  be  perpetually  exposed  to 
claims  for  variations  of  rates  on  a  variety 
of  grounds,  from  which  claims  they  were 
effectually  protected  in  the  case  of  the 
Post  Office  by  the  adoption  of  uniform 
rates.  The  various  rates  which  now  existed 
were  many  millions  in  number.  The  evils 
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of  State  ownership  would  be  that  there 
would  be  public  pressure  for  the  general 
reduction  of  rates,  possibly  down  to  cost 
price  of  working,  or  even  less,  which 
might  become  a  political  pressure  on  the 
eve  of  a  General  Election  ;  and,  apart 
from  that,  all  who  had  influence  would 
use  it  to  obtain  special  and  local  re- 
ductions, and  the  Government  would 
be  exposed  to  imputations  of  favouri- 
tism from  all  disappointed  applicants. 
At  present  the  Companies  who  were  ac- 
knowledged traders  could  protect  them- 
selves; the  Directors  had  to  discharge 
ther  duty  to  the  shareholders;  they  could 
point  to  their  Acts  of  Parliament,  and  they 
were  entitled  to  say  to  their  customers — 
"  Do  not  contract  with  us  if  you  do  not 
wish  for  our  services."  But  the  plea  of 
public  policy  would,  in  the  case  of  State 
management,  open  the  door  to  all  sorts 
of  reasons  which  had  nothing  whatever 
to  do  with  the  question  of  the  service 
rendered.  This  would  lead  to  constant 
discussions  in  the  House,  which  had  no 
time  to  spare  for  them.  The  difficulties 
of  patronage  were  less  serious,  although 
they  deserved  consideration.  If  these 
were  to  be  avoided  by  leasing  the  lines 
to  Companies  who  were  to  compete,  as 
it  was  epigrammatically  put,  for  the  field, 
though  not  in  the  field,  the  Govern- 
ment would  be  tempted  to  work  up  to 
rack  rents;  while,  £p  the  areas  were 
small,  the  competing  Companies  would 
fight  over  the  traffic,  controlled  only  as 
now  by  the  Law  Courts,  and  if  they  were 
large  the  competition  would  be  reduced, 
and  the  business  would  become  a  mo- 
nopoly, so  that  they  would  still  be  ex- 
posed to  many  of  the  evils  now  com- 
plained of.  It  was  said  Ireland  was  to 
be  divided  into  three  districts,  with  three 
bodies  of  management.  If  so,  there 
would  be  just  the  same  inducements  to 
divert  traffic  that  existed  now,  and  the  last 
state  of  the  country  might  not  be  better 
than  the  first.  The  only  way  of  control- 
ling the  Companies  would  be  by  clauses 
in  the  leases,  which  could  be  enforced 
only  in  the  Law  Courts,  and  the  Go- 
vernment would  have  to  go  into  Court, 
if  necessary.  This  could  be  done  now ; 
bodies  of  traders  could  take  the  Com- 
panies before  the  Commissioners  to  en- 
force the  provisions  of  the  Traffic  Act  and 
to  protect  the  public.  He  did  not  see 
how  the  public  were  to  be  benefited  by 
the  change,  while  the  public  would 
lose   one    guarantee  which  they  now 
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possessed,  in  the  hostage  which  a  Com- 
pany must  have  as  a  security  for  good 
behaviour  in  the  shape  of  the  capital  in- 
vested in  their  undeiiiakings.  Then,  as 
to  the  allegations  about  the  reduction  of 
rates  and  fares  which  would  ensue,  the 
fact  was,  that  Railway  Companies  were  in 
this  country  virtually  the  lessees  of  Par- 
liament. The  conditions  of  lease  were 
a  maximum  of  rates  and  fares,  within 
which  they  could  go  up  and  down 
as  they  pleased.  LP  the  Government 
reserved  to  itself  the  right  to  interfere 
at  any  moment,  and  on  any  occasion, 
with  the  rates  and  fares  of  their  lessees 
they  would  get  nobody  to  take  leases. 
The  hon.  Member  abandoned  the  idea  of 
complete  control  and  management  by 
the  Government.  He  preferred  the  sys- 
tem of  leasing.  That  system  would 
bring  about  none  of  the  advantages  in 
view,  because  such  mixed  control  had 
been  found  everywhere,  as  in  India,  bad. 
The  Belgian  Government  had  found  the 
inconvenience  of  giving  way  in  the 
matter  of  special  rates  and  contracts  so 
g^eat  that  in  1862  they  had  been  com- 
pelled to  abandon  the  system,  and  to 
revert  to  that  of  having  a  fixed  rate,  and 
making  no  change  for  anybody.  But 
the  commercial  prosperity  and  enterprize 
of  this  country  would  greatly  suffer  if  it 
was  deprived  of  the  elasticity  which  a 
system  of  special  or  exceptional  rates 
under  proper  control  afforded.  There 
were  many  considerations  which  would 
have  to  be  taken  into  view  before  the 
Government  ought  to  bind  itself  to 
adopt  any  plan  similar  to  the  one  pro- 
posed. He  believed,  however,  that 
amalgamation  was  advancing  in  Ireland, 
and  would  advance  still  more,  and  that 
the  railways  were  paying  better  than 
they  did  in  years  gone  by.  He  did  not 
say  within  the  last  12  months,  because 
the  number  of  tourists  and  others  who 
used  the  railway  had  been  reduced  by 
the  exciting  and  disastrous  events  in 
that  country.  Still,  the  Hailway  Com- 
panies were  so  prospering  that  he  did 
not  believe  they  would  be  willing  sellers 
to  the  Government.  Some,  no  doubt, 
would  be  glad  enough  to  be  bought  up  ; 
but  the  proposal  of  the  hon.  Member  to 
purchase  so  many  of  them  as  were 
willing  to  sell  meant  securing  all  the  bad 
bargains  for  the  Government  and  not 
obtaining  any  of  the  good  ones.  The 
scheme  at  first  sight  seemed  a  very  good 
one,  and  hon.  Members  opposite  favoured 


649    Aequmtum  and  Control        {Mabch  10,  1882}         of  Irish  Railways. 


650 


it  perhaps  without  much  practical  ac- 
quaintance with  the  subject,  in  which 
case  discontent  with  existing  arrange- 
ments was  apt  to  induce  a  desire  for 
change.  But  he  doubted  the  real  ad- 
vantage of  the  change.  This  ques- 
tion had  been  very  carefully  con- 
sidered by  the  Duke  of  Devonshire's 
Commission,  who,  without  any  pre- 
judice in  the  matter,  came  to  the  con- 
clusion that,  in  the  matter  of  railway 
ownership  by  the  State,  there  was 
nothing  in  Ireland  which  ought  to  be 
treated  in  an  exceptional  manner.  He 
certainly  himself  had  approached  the 
matter  rather  with  a  prejudice  in  favour 
of  buying  up  the  railways.  It  would  be 
a  good  thing,  perhaps,  in  a  political,  but 
not  in  a  pecuniary  or  commercial  point 
of  view.  He  could  not  believe  that  the 
Irish  railways  or  the  Irish  people  would 
benefit  very  much  by  it.  He  believed 
that  the  Irish  railways,  under  the  in- 
fluence of  amalgamation  and  of  good 
management,  could  obtain  all  the  ad- 
vantages that  were  hoped  for  from  State 
management.  But  it  was  a  fetish  and 
superstition  in  Ireland  that  everything 
ought  to  be  done  by  the  State  rather  than 
by  private  enterprize. 

Mr.  cropper  said,  he  thought  that 
the  many  advantages  resulting  from  in- 
dividual management,  as  opposed  to  a 
general  management  of  all  railways  by 
the  State,  ought  to  be  carefully  weighed. 
Some  years  ago  a  proposition  was  laid 
before  the  Prime  Minister  for  acquiring 
the  various  railway  systems  in  this  coun- 
try, by  which  not  only  were  the  public 
to  be  benefited,  but  a  large  revenue 
acquired  by  the  State.  Now,  increased 
railway  returns  could  only  be  gained, 
either  by  running  trains  slower,  and 
therefore  cheaper,  by  running  fewer, 
or  by  the  smaller  amount  of  interest 
which  would  be  paid  on  the  capital 
borrowed.  Experience,  however,  showed 
them  that  the  larger  railways  could 
borrow  at  nearly  the  same  rate  as  the 
State,  and  slower  and  less  frequent 
trains  would  certainly  be  no  benefit  to 
the  public  in  general.  An  amalgama- 
tion of  railway  systems  did  not  present 
the  same  advantage  as  that  of  tele- 
graphs, each  railway  being,  in  fact,  a 
separate,  unconnected  system,  whereas 
the  postal  service  was  not.  Besides,  if 
the  railways  were  handed  over  to  the 
State,  greatly  increased  patronage  would 
result.       There     was    already    outcry 


enough  about  the  disposal  of  the  patron- 
age of  the  Irish  Post  Office,  and  he 
had  no  desire  to  see  that  outcry  aug- 
mented, or  to  run  the  risk  of  having 
political  appointments  made.  There 
were  now  in  Ireland  270  Directors  of  the 
various  private  Companies.  For  his 
own  part,  he  wished  the  number  were 
greater,  and  that  more  gentlemen  in 
Ireland  took  part  in  public  affairs.  As 
the  railway  system  of  Ireland  developed, 
it  might  very  probably  be  subject  to 
that  local  government  which,  it  was 
hoped,  would  soon  be  established ;  but, 
at  the  present  time,  he  doubted  whether 
the  proposed  change  would  be  advan- 
tageous. 

CoLONBLC0LTHURSTremarked,that 
his  hon.  Friend  the  Secretary  to  the 
Board  of  Trade  had  made  no  mention  of 
the  Commission  that  sat  in  the  years 
1867-8,  with  Instructions  to  inquire  upon 
what  terms  the  railways  in  Ireland 
could  be  acquired.  That  fact  showed 
that  there  was  then  some  definite  inten- 
tion on  the  part  of  the  Government  to 
consider  the  subject  with  a  view  to  some 
practical  proposal.  The  Commission, 
after  ascertaining  the  system  adopted  in 
Belgium,  came  to  the  conclusion  that 
precisely  the  same  fares  might  be 
charged  in  Ireland  without  any  substan- 
tial loss,  and  calculated  that  in  1 2  years 
enough  money  would  be  earned  to  re- 
coup the  8tate  for  its  outlay.  Many 
parts  of  Ireland,  and  particularly  the 
city  and  county  of  Cork,  suffered  from 
the  present  state  of  things ;  and  he  was 
sorry,  therefore,  that  the  proposal  had 
not  been  more  favourably  considered  by 
his  hon.  Friend. 

Mr.  SCLATER-BGOTH  said,  that  the 
Secretary  to  the  Board  of  Trade  had 
very  fairly  stated  the  practical  objections 
to  the  proposal ;  but  had  rather  kept  in 
the  background  the  attractiveness  of  the 
scheme  from  a  financial  and  administra- 
tive point  of  view.  Financial  considera- 
tions, as  it  seemed  to  him,  were  all  in 
its  favour,  and  the  circumstances  of  the 
country  lent  themselves  to  its  adminis- 
trative convenience.  If  he  was  not  mis- 
taken, the  result  of  the  Treasury  Commis- 
sion of  the  year  1867  was  to  show  that  a 
return  of  4  per  cent  might  be  expected 
from  the  purchase  of  Irish  railways  on  a 
large  scale.  The  political  objections  to 
it,  however,  were  very  strong,  and  the 
experience  they  had  of  the  growing 
tendency  to  bring  forward  in  that  House 
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every  question  touching  local  interests 
strengthened  the  objection. 

Mk.  MAO  IVEB  said,  that  the  subject 
which  was  now  under  consideration  na- 
turally suggested  some  comparison  with 
the  scheme  which  was  adopted  some 
years  ap^o  of  the  purchase  of  the  tele- 
gp*aphs  by  the  State. 

Mr.  SPEAKEE  said,  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber was  out  of  Order.  He  must  con- 
fine himself  to  the  subject  before  the 
House.  There  was  no  Amendment  at 
present  before  the  House. 

Mr.  MAO  IVER  said,  he  was  sorry  if 
he  was  not  in  Order.  He  had  intended 
to  keep  within  the  lines  of  the  Motion. 
He  wanted  to  point  out,  if  he  was  in 
Order,  that  the  justification  for  the 
purchase  of  telegraphs  by  the  State 
was  this  —  that  whereas  the  Tele- 
graph Companies  formerly  conducted 
their  business  as  private  speculations 
and  for  private  benefit,  that  business 
was  now  conducted  in  the  interest  of  the 
whole  of  the  people.  That  was  what  he 
wished  to  propose  to  the  House — that 
the  railways  in  Ireland  should  be  con- 
ducted for  the  general  benefit  of  the 
people  of  Ireland.  He  ventured  to 
think  that  the  Secretary  to  the  Board  of 
Trade  was  not  quite  correct  in  his  as- 
sumption. It  was  in  no  way  an  answer 
to  assume  that  the  railways  in  Ireland,  if 
purchased  by  the  State,  must  necessarily 
De  managed  by  a  great  political  Depart- 
ment in  liondon.  They  might  be  man- 
aged in  Ireland  itself,  in  somewhat  the 
same  way  as  the  Inland  Eevenue  Depart- 
ment was  managed.  It  was  said  the  rail- 
ways in  England  were  not  a  parallel  case 
to  those  in  Ireland.  Why  could  not  Eng- 
lish railways  be  purchased?  Because 
the  day  for  doing  it  had  passed.  If  it 
had  been  possible  to  purchase  the  Eng- 
lish railways  20  years  affo,  they  might 
have  been  acquired  on  the  same  equit- 
able terms  as  the  French  Government 
were  acquiring  the  French  railways. 
What  mii^ht  have  been  done  for  England 
20  years  ago  might  be  done  now  for  Ire- 
land. If  there  was  to  be  any  prosperity 
for  Ireland  some  strong  Government — 
not  the  present — could  not  too  soon  take 
a  statesmanlike  view  of  the  question, 
and  acquire  on  equitable  terms  the  man- 
agement of  Irish  railways.  He  heartily 
supported  the  Motion. 

Mb.  J.  N.  BIOHABDSON  said,  he 
was  sorry  that  the  Secretary  to  the 
Board  of  Trade  had  not  given  a  more 

Mr.  BMitUr- Booth 


favourable  answer  to  the  Motion.  He 
could  not  be  surprised,  however,  that  in 
the  incessant  pressure  of  Irish'affbirdtfae 
Government  should  be  indisposed  to  take 
up  further  burdens  in  connection  with 
that  country.  He  hoped  that  matters 
would,  before  long,  become  more  quiet, 
so  that  the  question  might  be  considered 
more  thoroughly.  The  Secretary  to  the 
Board  of  Trade  had  pointed  to  amalga- 
mation as  the  true  remedy.  But  that 
remedy  would  only  enure  to  the  benefit 
of  the  shareholders,  and  would  do  no 
g^od  to  the  general  public.  The  present 
state  of  things  was  anomalous  in  the  ex- 
treme. Bread-stuffs  could  be  sent  from 
New  York  to  Londonderry  at  less  cost 
than  they  could  be  sent  from  London* 
derry  into  the  wild  districts  of  the 
county  Donegal.  Again,  flax  could  be 
sent  from  the  interior  of  Belgium  to 
Dunkirk,  thence  to  Gk)ole,  from  Goole 
across  England  to  Liverpool,  and  thence 
to  Newry  at  18«.  per  ton;  whereas  the 
cost  of  forwarding  the  same  article  from 
Sligo  to  Newry  varied  from  dO«.  to  35«. 
per  ton.  These  were  facts  that  justified 
the  Motion  of  his  hon.  Friend  the  Mem- 
ber for  Kerry.  The  undertaking  would 
be  by  no  means  a  g^eat  one;  not  so 
great,  e.g.,  as  the  purchase  of  a  seoond- 
class  railway  in  England. 

Mb.  LEA  said,  he  thought  that  the 
discussion  which  had  taken  place  had 
been  extremely  satisfactoiy.  In  some 
cases  the  rates  in  Ireland  were  no  less 
than  six  times  as  high  as  those  charged 
in  Belgium.  It  was  simply  absurd  that 
the  price  of  the  transit  of  goods  should 
be  six  times  as  great  as  it  was  in  this 
country.  If  the  money  that  was  wasted 
in  repeated  applications  to  Parliament 
had  been  savea,  those  prices  would  be 
reduced  proportionately.  The  late  Mr. 
Graves,  a  former  Member  for  Liverpool, 
who  was  skilled  in  those  matters,  had 
said  that  25  per  cent  would  be  saved  by 
a  unity  of  management.  He  ridiculed 
the  objection  raised  on  the  score  of  pat- 
ronage. There  was  no  abuse  of  patron- 
age either  in  the  Dockyards  or  in  the 
Post  Office.  He  thought  that  the  pur- 
chase of  the  railway's  in  the  manner 
proposed  must  be  of  advantage  to  Ire- 
land. 

Mr.  GLADSTONE  said,  it  must  not 
be  supposed,  if  this  question  was  allowed 
to  stand  by,  that  it  had  never  had 
sufficient  consideration  from  the  Gbvem- 
ment.  That  was  not  the  case.    This  waf 
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a  question  about  which,  nearly  20  years 
ago,  when  he  was  Ohanoellor  of  the  Ex- 
chequer under  the  Ooyemment  of  Lord 
Palmerston,  he  felt  a  very  lively  interest 
and  an  extreme  desire  that  some  mode 
could  be  found  to  acquire  Irish  railways 
for  the  purpose  of  the  State,  if  certain 
objections  could  be  got  over.  A  Com- 
mission of  very  g^eat  importance,  re- 
ferred to  by  his  hon.  Friend  (Mr. 
Aahley),  was  appointed  at  that  time, 
of  which  the  Duke  of  Devonshire  was 
the  head,  and  the  present  Lord  Derby 
was  really  the  vice-head.  It  was  a 
very  laborious  Commission,  composed 
of  very  able  men;  and  they  came,  ad- 
visedly and  deliberately,  to  an  adverse 
Beport  on  the  subject  of  the  acquisi- 
tion of  the  Irish  railways.  That  was 
a  very  important  fact,  and  when  some 
further  inquiry  had  been  made,  and 
when  the  matter  was  brought  to  the 
view  of  Parliament  by  the  very  general 
consent  of  parties,  a  decision  was 
given — which  he  had  no  doubt  was 
a  very  reluctant  decision — which  was  an 
extremely  authoritative  decision.  An 
immense  majority  of  the  House,  not 
composed  by  any  means  exclusively  of 
the  followers  of  the  Government  of  that 
day,  did  declare,  and  in  very  strong 
terms,  agaiust  the  acquisition  of  the 
railways  by  the  State.  But  he  had 
no  desire  that  this  question  should  be 
allowed  to  pass  by.  He  would  only  say 
one  word  more  ;  that  was,  however,  that 
he  held  it  to  be  absolutely  out  of  the 
question  that  in  this  country  the  rail- 
ways should  be  taken  and  managed  by 
the  State.  He  would  not  enter  into  the 
details  of  the  objections.  Patronage  was 
one  of  the  objections.  Incompetency  on 
the  part  of  the  State  to  address  itself  to 
a  business  so  exceedingly  subtle  and 
manifold  as  the  the  conduct  of  railway 
traffic,  especially  goods  traffic,  was  an- 
other point ;  and  the  additional  pressure 
to  be  brought  on  the  Government  in 
Parliament  through  the  gratuitous  as- 
sumption of  those  vast  responsibilities 
was  another  great  objection.  He  be- 
lieved himself  that  in  those,  to  name  no 
others,  would  be  found  topics  of  the 
most  commanding  and  comprehensive 
character  against  any  idea  of  the  assump- 
tion of  the  management  of  railways  by 
the  State.  If  railways  were  ever  to  be 
acquired  by  the  State,  it  must  be  by  first 
overcoming  a  difficulty  in  another  direc- 
tion which  had  not  yet  been  overcome. 


Undoubtedly  he  thought,  in  the  abstract, 
it  would  be  a  very  good  ideal  system  if 
it  were  possible  for  the  State  to  be  the 
proprietor  of  the  permanent  and  fixed 
works  of  the  railways,  and  to  commit  to 
Commercial  Companies  the  ownership  of 
the  rolling  stock  and  the  management 
of  the  business.  That  would  have  very 
great  advantages ;  because  it  would  be 
much  more  easy  to  find  capital  adequate 
to  a  system  of  that  kind  than  it  was 
to  find  capitals  which,  as  commercial 
capitals,  were  so  extremely  heavy,  in 
consequence  of  enormous  investments  in 
public  works.  He  was  sorry  to  say  that 
all  experience  in  this  country  went 
against  the  practicability  of  the  leasing 
of  the  railways.  It  had  been  tried  once 
or  twice,  but  it  had  never  taken  root. 
Where  it  had  been  tried  it  had  not  suc- 
ceeded. He  did  not  say  it  was  impossible. 
He  believed  there  might  be  great  advan- 
tages if  it  could  be  put  on  a  footing  in 
which  the  respective  interests  of  the 
lessor  and  the  lessee  would  be  ade- 
quately provided  for  and  defended.  But 
no  progress  had  been  made  in  this  direc- 
tion as  yet.  It  had  been  found  imprac- 
ticable to  solve  that  problem,  and  until 
that  problem  was  solved  he  was  con- 
vinced that  an  obstacle  stood  in  the  way 
of  the  present  Motion.  It  was  with  great 
regret,  because  he  owned  his  desire, 
especially  for  Ireland,  stood  in  that  direc- 
tion ;  but  he  could  not  see  his  way 
through  obstacles  of  such  a  serious  cha- 
racter. If  it  were  possible  by  human 
ingenuity — and  human  ingenuity  could 
do  many  things,  and  sometimes  achieved 
at  a  later  period  what  had  not  been  ac- 
complished at  an  earlier  period — to  de- 
vise a  good  system  of  leases,  then,  un- 
doubtedly, the  mere  financial  operation 
in  Ireland  would  be  within  reasonable 
compass.  He  did  not  say  he  thought 
the  State  ought  to  look  at  the  matter  as 
at  a  speculation,  whether  it  would  be 
a  good  speculation  or  otherwise;  but 
though  he  did  not  recommend  it  on  that 
ground,  he  quite  admitted  that  within  a 
reasonable  compass,  and  in  a  matter  re- 
commended by  strong  considerations  of 
public  policy,  it  might  easily  be  faced, 
liut  it  was  idle  to  shut  their  eyes  to  the 
real  difficulties  of  the  case ;  and  those 
would  best  serve  the  public  interest  in 
the  matter  who  should  be  able  to  pro- 
cure and  suggest  in  a  practical  shape  any 
means  for  the  avoidance  and  diminution 
of  those  objections  and  difficulties. 
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Dr.  KINNEAR  believed  he  was  only 
expressing  the  general  opinion  enter- 
tained in  Ireland  when  *  he  said  that 
the  House  should  take  up  that  matter 
seriously,  and  deal  with  it  in  a  practical 
manner. 

Mr.  CALLAN  said,  he  thought  there 
was  no  real  hope  of  the  amelioration  of 
the  Irish  railway  system  until  it  was 
embraced  in  a  scheme  of  what  the  Prime 
Minister  called  local  guvemment,  but  of 
what  the  people  of  Ireland  called  Home 
Kule,  for  that  country. 

Mr.  BIGGAB  observed  that,  although 
great  objections  had  been  taken  by  hon. 
Members  to  the  present  system,  the  ar- 
guments, on  the  whole,  were  very  much 
against  the  proposed  acquisition  of  the 
Irish  railways  by  the  State.  He  con- 
curred very  much  with  what  had  fallen 
from  the  hon.  and  gallant  Member  for 
Cork  County  (Colonel  Colthurst)  as  to 
the  irregularity  in  the  railway  charges 
at  particular  places.  Where  there  was 
no  competition  between  different  rail- 
ways, or  between  the  railways  and  other 
modes  of  conveyance,  the  public  were 
likely  to  have  to  pay  far  higher  rates 
than  would  otherwise  be  imposed ;  and 
he  could  not  well  see  how  that  and  similar 
evils  were  to  be  remedied,  unless  the 
State  were  to  establish  a  more  stringent 
supervision  over  the  rates  charged  by 
Bail  way  Companies  than  that  which  had 
heretofore  existed.  It  had  been  said 
that  public  opinion  in  Ireland  was  in 
favour  of  the  State  acquiring  the  rail- 
ways ;  but  he  did  not  believe  that  any- 
thing really  deserving  to  be  called  gene- 
ral public  opinion  on  the  subject  had 
ever  yet  been  evoked  or  formed  in  that 
country.  Whatever  might  be  the  opinion 
in  Ireland  if  the  arguments  on  both  sides 
were  placed  before  the  public,  there  was 
nothing  at  present  to  warrant  a  change 
BO  enormous  as  the  one  now  proposed 
would  be.  Nor  did  he  think  the  time 
at  all  opportune.  It  was  extremely  in- 
opportune. The  Irish  Land  Question 
was  in  a  very  unsettled  state,  and  it  now 
filled  the  public  mind,  and  was  of  far 
greater  importance  than  anything  con- 
nected with  the  railways  could  possibly 
be.  As  to  the  success  of  the  Irish  rail- 
ways, the  shares  of  three  of  the  prin- 
cipal lines  were  now  above  par ;  and,  of 
oourse,  the  small  lines  opened  in  dis- 
tricts where  there  could  be  but  little 
traffic  were  unprofitable,  as  would  be 
ihe  oaae  in  any  country.    He  thought 


that  things  should  be  allowed  to  ffo  on 
as  they  were  until  a  better  case  had  been 
made  out.  The  people  of  Ireland  very 
much  preferred  to  have  the  management 
of  their  own  affairs  in  their  own  hands 
rather  than  to  let  the  State  interfere 
with  them,  directly  or  indirectly. 

SUPERINTENDENT  OF  ROADS,  SOUTH 
WALES.— OBSERVATIONS. 

Viscount  EMLYN,  who  had  the  fol- 
lowing Notice  on  the  Paper : — To  call 
attention  to  the  action  of  the  Local  Go- 
vernment Board  in  the  matter  of  the 
appointment  of  the  General  Superin- 
tendent of  Koads  in  South  Wales ;  and 
to  move — 

**  That,  in  the  opinion  of  this  House,  it  is  de- 
sirable that  adequate  time  should  be  given  to 
the  Authorities  concerned  to  take  steps  for  the 
efEicient  discharge  of  his  duties,  before  the  ter- 
mination of  the  present  arrangement," 

said,  that  he  did  not  object  at  all  to  the 
legislation  proposed,  but  only  to  the 
manner  in  which  it  was  to  be  carried 
out.  The  duties  of  the  o£Blcer  in  ques- 
tion were  important  and  vexy  extensive. 
He  had  to  examine,  inspect,  and  manage 
the  affairs  of  all  the  turnpike  roads  in 
South  Wales,  to  supervise  the  execution 
of  all  improvements  and  works  upon 
them,  and  to  superintend  and  control  all 
the  overseers  and  officers  of  the  district 
County  Boards  in  all  the  counties  of 
South  Wales.  In  addition,  he  had  to 
examine,  audit,  and  check  the  whole  of 
the  accounts  of  these  County  Boards,  to 
prepare  a  general  statement  of  their  ex- 
penditure and  revenue,  and  an  estimate 
of  the  probable  expense  of  all  proposed 
improvements,  alterations,  and  works. 
It  was  true  that  about  1876  the  real 
reason  for  the  payment  of  this  officer's 
salary  by  the  State  came  to  an  end,  and 
representations  were  made  to  the  then 
President  of  the  Local  Government 
Board  that  he  should  not  continue  the 
salary  of  this  officer.  That  position  of 
the  subject  remained  unchanged  until 
the  present  Government  came  into  Office 
in  1880.  If  the  Government  disapproved 
of  the  existing  arrangement,  it  was  their 
duty  to  declare  their  opinion  to  that 
effect  on  their  coming  into  Office,  and  to 
provide  a  better  system ;  but  they  did 
nothing,  though  the  question  was  raised. 
It  was  again  raised  last  year ;  but  until 
Januaiy  of  thepresent  year  the  authori- 
ties in  South  Wales  hea^rd  nothing  of  the 
proposalB  of  the  right  hon.  Q^nfleman. 
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At  that  period,  howeyer,  an  intimation 
was  conveyed  to  them  to  the  effect  that 
the  Gk>Yemment  intended  to  legislate  on 
the  subject,  and  asking  their  advice. 
Now,  he  did  not  complain  of  the  pro- 
posal to  legislate  on  the  subject,  but 
onlj  maintained  that  it  was  desirable 
that  adequate  time  should  be  given  to 
the  authorities  concerned,  to  enable 
them  to  provide  for  the  efficient  dis- 
charge of  the  duties  of  the  General 
Superintendent  of  Koads  before  the  ter- 
mination of  the  present  arrangements. 
All  he  asked  was  that  the  President  of 
the  Local  Government  Board  should 
bring  in  his  promised  Bill  as  soon  as 
possible,  so  that  the  House  might  have 
an  opportunity  of  duly  discussing  it; 
and  he  objected  strongly  to  any  Bill 
dealing  with  this  important  subject 
being  hastily  scrambled  through.  He 
wished  to  know  also  to  what  extent  the 
GK>vemment  proposed  to  aid  the  main- 
tenance of  main  roads  in  South  Wales  ? 

Mb.  D.  DAYIES  said,  he  hoped  that 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  President 
of  the  Local  Government  Board  would 
be  able  to  see  his  way  to  comply  with 
the  very  moderate  request  of  the  noble 
Lord  ti^e  Member  for  Carmarthenshire 
(Viscount  Emlyn),  especially  after  having 
gone  in  the  other  direction  and  paid  this 
gentleman's  salary  for  a  considerable 
period  after  the  term  for  which  he  was 
originally  appointed  had  expired.  After 
having  done  so  much  to  get  these  roads 
properly  looked  after,  it  seemed  to  him 
a  pity  that  they  should  go  back  and  take 
this  officer  away  before  provision  was 
made  for  replacing  him.  As  a  mone- 
tary question  it  was  a  very  small  matter 
indeed.  It  was  simply  a  question  of 
three  months'  salary,  and  if  the  House 
of  Commons  objected  to  pay  it,  rather 
than  get  rid  of  the  services  of  the 
Superintendent  of  Boads,  why  he  (Mr. 
Davies)  would  pay  it  himself.  He  did 
not  imagine,  however,  that  any  difficulty 
could  arise  on  that  head ;  and  he  hoped 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  President 
of  the  Local  Government  Board  would 
see  his  way  to  comply  with  the  request 
of  the  noble  Lord. 

Mr.  SCLATER. BOOTH  said,  he 
thought  his  noble  Friend  had  some 
cause  to  complain  of  the  way  in  which 
South  Wales  had  been  treated  in  the 
matter  of  this  gentleman's  salary.  The 
holder  of  the  office  of  Superintendent  of 
the  South  Wales  Beads  was  appointed 


in  the  year  1875,  and  at  that  time  there 
were  many  thousands  of  pounds  to  be 
looked  after  which  had  been  raised  pre- 
viously to  pay  off  the  debt  on  the  Soutli 
Wales  turnpike  roads.  He  believed  that 
some  of  the  debt,  although  only  a  very 
small  portion,  was  still  unpaid.  The 
gentleman  who  then  retired  had  been 
in  receipt  of  a  large  salary — something 
like  £1,200  a-year — and  it  was  arranged 
that  the  incoming  Superintendent  should 
receive  a  much  smaller  sum,  with  the 
knowledge  that  his  duties,  as  far  as  the 
State  was  concerned,  would  rapidly  come 
to  an  end.  But  when  the  debt  was  paid 
off  the  Statute  requiring  this  appoint- 
ment to  be  maintained  was  neither  re- 
pealed nor  altered,  nor  could  it  be  with- 
out requiring  that  elaborate  machinery 
should  be  set  up  in  its  place ;  and,  as  his 
noble  Friend  had  stated,  until  Parlia- 
ment had  time  to  provide  a  substitute 
for  the  existing  machinery  under  which 
an  admirable  system  of  road  manage- 
ment had  prevailed  for  so  long  a  period 
in  South  Wales  it  was  only  reasonable 
to  leave  this  gentleman  in  the  receipt  of 
this  small  salary  of  £400  per  annum, 
and  to  keep  together  the  system  of  local 
government  for  road  purposes  by  which 
these  six  counties  in  South  Wales  were 
bound  together.  Another  objection  to 
any  interference  with  the  existing  cir- 
cumstances was  that  the  system  which 
prevailed  in  South  Wales  was  really  a 
model  system  for  the  rest  of  the  country. 
He  did  not  mean  to  say  that  the  whole 
of  the  country  should  be  pledged  to  the 
details  of  the  South  Wales  system ;  but 
there  could  be  no  doubt  that  it  was  an 
excellent  system,  giving  great  satisfac- 
tion, and  it  would  be  a  great  pity  to 
disturb  it.  He  hoped  that  his  right 
hon.  Friend's  Bill,  when  they  came  to 
see  it,  would  not  disturb  that  system, 
but  would  require  that  a  Superintendent 
of  the  South  Wales  Roads  should  be 
retained  and  paid  at  the  joint  expense 
of  the  six  counties.  Whatever  his  noble 
Friend's  wishes  might  be  as  to  these  six 
counties  having  a  voice  in  the  matter, 
and  then  going  their  own  way  as  to  the 
payment  of  any  portion  of  the  salary, 
he  must  say  that  a  far  better  plan  would 
be  to  keep  the  system  together  as  a 
whole  for  a  year  or  two  until  the  whole 
question  of  road  management  for  Eng- 
land and  Wales  could  be  brought  under 
one  system.  That  being  his  view,  he 
should  certainly  be  sorry  to  see  the  pre- 
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Hent  system  spoilt ;  and  it  would  be  a  . 
thousand  pities  if,  before  general  legis- 
lation was  decided  upon,  the  office  of 
Baperihtendent  of  the  whole  of  these 
six  counties  should  be  got  rid  of.  The 
small  salary  of  £300  or  £400  a-year 
could  be  of  very  little  importance.  His 
noble  Friend's  contention  was  that  only 
a  small  portion  of  the  salary  would  be 
required  for  the  coming  year,  and  that 
the  counties  would  have  to  put  their 
hands  in  their  pockets  for  the  rest.  By 
all  means  let  them  do  so ;  but  he  should 
yery  much  deprecate  a  permissive  system 
which  woula  enable  four  or  five  out 
of  six  counties  to  escape  from  the 
guarantee  which,  under  the  original 
Act,  required  one  system  for  the  whole 
of  these  counties. 

Mb.  DUCKHAM  said,  the  noble  Lord 
the  Member  for  Carmarthenshire  (Yis- 
coimtEmlyn)  was  quite  correct  in  stating 
that  he  had  expressed  great  dissatisfac- 
tion with  the  present  system,  owing  to 
its  cost ;  and  it  was  quite  true  that  the 
proposed  to  relieve  the  State  of  this  pay- 
ment had  been  made  by  him.  He  had 
certainly  made  a  Motion  for  the  removal 
of  the  Superintendent  of  Hoads  in  South 
Wales,  and  he  was  not  a  little  surprised 
to  hear  so  much  complaint  made  of  the 
course  taken  by  the  President  of  the 
Local  Government  Board  in  carrying  out 
the  removal  of  that  officer  so  many  years 
after  the  period  for  which  the  original 
appointment  was  made  had  expired.  He 
had  made  a  short  calculation,  and  he 
found  that  the  National  Exchequer  had 
paid  for  the  inspection  of  roads  in  South 
Wales  something  like  £41,000.  It  must 
also  be  remembered  that  in  Wales  the 
road  authorities  had  still  the  benefit  of 
turnpike  gates.  The  Government  were 
now  asked  to  continue  for  an  uncertain 
time  to  pay  the  cost  of  inspecting  the 
roads  out  of  the  National  Exchequer, 
and  that  when  the  grants  which  had  been 
promised  by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Prime  Minister  and  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer  towards  the  expense  of 
maintaining  the  main  roads  of  England 
were  provided  they  should  come  in  for 
a  full  share  of  them.  Surely  the  noble 
Lord  forgot  the  important  fact  that  the 
road  authorities  in  Wales  still  had  the 
benefit  of  turnpike  gates  on  their  roads, 
while  in  England  they  had  to  maintain 
their  roads  from  the  rates.  They  had 
alio  to  pi^  the  salary  of  tiie  same 
iadividiuu    for   ths  inspection  of   the 

Mr.  8ekUr'Bo9th 


main  roads;  in  his  county ~tho  county 
just  over  the  Border — they  had  att 
these  expenses  to  bear  fW>m  the  rates ; 
and  if  the  services  of  this  gentleman 
were  so  valuable  to  the  six  counties  of 
South  Wales,  he  did  not  see  why  they 
objected  to  put  their   hands  in  their 

Sockets  to  continue  to  pay  him  for  the 
ischarge  of  the  duties  which  they  con- 
sidered to  be  so  very  necessary  out  of 
the  rates  of  the  six  counties,  and  save 
the  Imperial  Exchequer  £844  per 
annum.  He  was  surprised  that  such 
an  application  should  be  made ;  but  he 
felt  that  it  was  one  which  the  Local 
Government  Board  would  find  it  impos- 
sible to  entertain. 

Mb.  BYLANDS  said,  he  had  taken 
part  on  two  or  three  occasions  in  Com- 
mittee of  Supply  in  the  discussion  of  this 
charge  upon  the  Exchequer;  and  cer- 
tainly he  had  a  general  impression  that 
on  more  than  one  occasion  a  promise 
had  been  made  by  the  Gt)vemment 
that  the  Exchequer  should  be  relieved 
from  it.  The  duties  of  the  office  for 
which  this  gentleman  was  originally 
appointed  had  now  been  completed 
for  several  years,  and  on  several  oc- 
casions the  Government  promised  to 
get  rid  of  the  salary.  It  therefore 
excited  his  astonishment  to  find  that  the 
noble  Lord,  who  must  be  aware  of  the 
pledge  having  been  given,  should  now 
come  before  the  House  with  something 
like  a  lamentation  that  the  Government 
had  succeeded  at  length  in  carrying  out 
their  pledge.  He  did  not  wonder  at  the 
noble  Lord,  or  any  Member  of  the  House 
who  found  out  how  difficult  it  was  to 
get  any  Government  to  effect  any  real 
economy;  he  did  not  wonder  that  the 
noble  Lord  should  feel  surprise  that  the 
Government  had  actually  carried  out  the 
intention  they  had  so  long  expressed. 
He  must  say  that  he  thought  the  request 
made  by  the  noble  Lord  to  the  Local 
Government  Board  was  one  which  they 
ought  nut  for  a  moment  to  comply  with. 
Surely,  during  the  period  which  must 
elapse  before  a  general  measure  deal- 
ing with  County  Government  could  be 
passed,  the  county  authorities  in  South 
Wales  ought  to  be  able  to  make  any 
temporary  arrangement  that  might  be 
necessary  for  insuring  the  efficient  in- 
spection of  the  roads.  He  had  not  the 
^ghtest  doubt  they  would  do  so ;  and 
if  the  Government  disregarded  the  ap* 
peal  of   the  noble  Lord   the  ooontieA 
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would  still  continue  to  pay  the  salary 
of  this  gentleman  until  geiieral  legisla- 
tion was  oompleted.  If  unn  course  were 
not  taken,  he  did  not  know  how  long  the 
Superintendent's  salary  might  not  remain 
a  burden  upon  the  Imperial  Exchequer. 
It  would  be  far  better  that  the  expendi- 
ture should  now  stop,  and  proper  mea- 
sures be  taken  by  the  local  authorities  in 
South  Wales  to  secure  the  efficient  in- 
spection of  their  roads. 

M&.  DODSON:  I  can  only  repeat 
substantially  what  I  said  yesterday  in 
reply  to  a  question  put  by  the  noble 
Lord.  I  do  not  think  that  this  is  a  mat- 
ter that  need  be  discussed  at  any  length. 
It  is  quite  true  that  a  discussion  took 
place  in  Committee  of  Supply  last  year, 
and  that  I  then  made  the  statement 
which  the  noble  Lord  has  referred  to. 
The  Local  Gt>Yemment  Board  have 
adopted  the  course  which  I  then  pointed 
out  as  possible,  and  have  put  an  end  to 
the  payment  by  the  public  generally  of 
the  expense  of  maintaining  this  officer, 
who  has  been  employed  for  the  benefit 
of  these  particular  counties.  There  is 
no  need  to  remind  the  House — for  I 
haye  no  doubt  it  was  explained  by 
the  noble  Lord  before  I  entered  the 
House — how  it  came  about  that  so 
exceptional  an  officer  was  appointed. 
It  was  mainly  because  the  Goyem- 
ment  had  advanced  money  for  the  ex- 
tinction of  the  debt  upon  the  roads  iu 
South  Wales,  and  an  officer  was  ap- 
pointed and  paid  by  the  Government  to 
watch  over  the  administration  of  the 
money,  and  to  see  that  the  debt  on  the 
tolls  was  not  increased,  so  as  to  impair 
the  Government  security  for  their  loan. 
In  1874  the  Superintendent  who  had 
been  appointed  by  the  Government  died. 
At  that  time  the  debt  had  been  nearly 
paid  off ;  and  when  the  present  Super- 
intendent was  appointed,  it  was  ex- 
pressly explained  that  his  appointment 
would  not  be  a  permanent  one.  The 
debt  was  entirely  paid  off  in  1876  ;  and 
the  appointment  ought  to  have  been  put 
an  end  to  when  the  debt  was  paid  off. 
But  it  lingered  on  from  one  year  to  an- 
other. Attention  was  called  to  it  the  year 
before  last  by  the  hon.  Member  for 
Herefordshire  (Mr.  Duckham),  and  again 
last  year,  and  I  stated  that  I  should 
have  taken  last  year  the  course  which  I 
have  taken  this,  had  it  not  been  that  the 
House  of  Lords  had  a  Committee  sitting 
on  the  general  subject  of  highways ;  and 


I  deferred  acting  in  the  matter  until  it 
was  seen  whether  their  Heport  would 
Have'  any  material  bearing  on  the  sub- 
ject.   In  the  meantime  it  was  found 
that  we  should  not  be  able  to  legist- 
late  on    the  subject    of   highways    at 
large ;  and  we  gave  notice  of  the  ter- 
mination, with  the  current  year,  of  the 
payment  of  this  officer.    With  regard  to 
what  the  noble  Lord  has  said  as  to  the 
inconvenience  to  which  the  counties  will 
be  put,  and  the  impossibility  of  carrying 
on  the  management  of  thoToads,  it  does 
not  appear  Ukely  that  serious  inconve- 
nience can  arise  to  the  counties  from  the 
termination  of  the  arrangement.     The 
Act  specially  provides  that  the  annual 
meetings  of  the  County  Heads  Boards 
shall  be  held  in  the  months  of  January 
and  February,  and  that  at  those  meet- 
ings the  Superintendent  must  submit 
estimates  of  the  expenditure  of  the  year, 
and  of   the  materials  required.     The 
estimate    of   deficiencies    on    the  tolls 
are  required  to  be  made  good  out  of 
the  county  rates,  and   a  statement  of 
accounts    has  to    be    furnished.     That 
is  the  main  part  of  the  work  of  the 
Superintendent,  and  for  the  current  year 
it  has  already  been  completed.    There- 
fore, in  going  out  of  office  the  Super- 
intendent   is  leaving  behind  him  the 
substantial  portion  of  the  work  of  the 
year  already  completed.     I  have  made 
inquiries  in  order  to  ascertain  whether 
there  is   anything  immediately   to    be 
done  after  the  annual  road  meetings  in 
January  and  February ;  and  I  have  been 
informed  that  practically  there  is  very 
little  or  nothing  to   be  done  by    the 
Superintendent  for  some  time  to  come. 
Therefore,  I  am  of  opinion  that  no  ma- 
terial  inconvenience   will  fall    on    the 
County  Boards,  even  if  there  should  be 
an  interregnum  pending  legislation.     I 
have  consulted  the  different  Koad  Boards 
of  each  county  in  order  to  ascertain  what 
their  wishes  are;  and,  having  ascertained 
their  wishes,  I  am  prepared  to  bring  in 
a  Bill  in  conformity  with  them.     The 
Bill  which  the  Government  propose  to 
bring  in   will  give  them    the    power, 
either  singly  or  in  combination,  as  they 
may  prefer,  to  appoint  an  officer  to  carry 
out  the  duties  necessary  for  the  adminis- 
tration of  the  roads.     It  will  be  a  very 
short  and  a  very  simple  Bill.    The  noble 
Lord  seems  to  think  that  it  will  be  a 
Bill  requiring  a  great  deal  of  discus- 
sion. 
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Yisoouirr  EMLYN:    I  did  not  say 

BO. 

Mb.  DODSON  :  No,  the  noble  Lord 
did  not  say  bo  ;  but  he  talked  about  a 
Bill  being  Hurriedly  scrambled  through 
the  House,  as  if  he  imagined  it  woiud 
require  considerable  discussion. 

Viscount  EMLYN :  I  said  it  would 
probably  be  hurried  rapidly  through 
both  Houses  at  the  end  of  the  Session. 

Me.  pODSON :  The  noble  Lord  oer- 
tainly  implied  that  proper  time  would 
not  be  afforded  for  the  consideration  of 
it.  Now,  I  think  that  when  the  Bill  is 
introduced,  it  will  be  found  to  be  so 
simple  that  it  will  not  occupy  any  length 
of  time  in  discussion.  I  can  only  say 
that  if  it  can  be  proved  to  us  that  any 
material  inconyenience  will  result  to  the 
counties  from  any  delay  during  the 
short  interval  which  will  elapse,  pending 
legislation,  the  Government  will  en- 
deavour to  assist  any  arrangements  to 
enable  the  duties  to  be  carried  out. 
The  noble  Lord  talks,  by  the  way,  of 
the  arrangement  being  for  my  conve- 
nience, or  that  of  the  Government.  That 
is  not  so.  The  introduction  of  the  Bill 
is  for  the  convenience  of  the  counties, 
and  that  being  so,  I  trust  the  noble 
Lord  will  use  his  best  endeavours  to 
expedite  its  passing. 

£arl  PEBOY  said,  he  thought  the 
argument  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  President  of  the  Local  Government 
Board  answered  itself.  The  whole  pro- 
ceeding certainly  appeared  to  be  an 
extraordinary  one  for  doing  away  with 
the  salary  of  a  public  officer  before  the 
formulation  of  any  scheme  to  supply  the 
want.  The  excuse  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  was  that  the  interregnum 
would  be  short,  because  he  was  about 
to  introduce  a  Bill  which  would  not  take 
lonff  in  its  passage  through  the  House. 
If  wat  were  really  the  case,  it  formed  a 
very  good  ground  for  not  attempting  to 
stop  or  interfere  with  the  salary  of  the 
Superintendent  until  the  Bill  passed. 
But  the  real  fact,  ae  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman knew  very  well,  was  that  these 
little  Bills,  which  were  considered  to  be 
so  easy  to  pass  through  the  House,  were 
often  impeded,  and  did  not  pass  for 
several  Sessions.  Little  Bills  often  fell 
through  because  they  were  little  Bills. 
The  Government  did  not  care  to  force 
fhem  on,  and  in  that  case  a  slight  in- 
teniegnumy  which  was  the  only  justifi- 
eafion  ih«  right  hon.  Gentleman  could 


give  for  the  course  he  now  proposed  to 
take,  often  proved  fatal ;  and  if  any  acci- 
dent happened  to  the  Bill  in  this  in- 
stance, according  to  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman's  own  confession,  great  in- 
convenience would  be  occasioned.  If 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  apprehended 
any  danger  or  difficulty,  it  would  be 
better  to  adopt  the  advice  of  the  noble 
Lord  and  continue  the  salary  of  this 
officer. 

RELIGIOUS   DISSENSIONS   (GIB- 
RALTAR)—DR.  CANILLA. 
OBSBKVATIONS. 

SmH.DRUMMOND  WOLFF  wished 
to  make  an  appeal  to  the  Government 
on  a  subject  of  some  urgency.  He  was, 
therefore,  glad  to  see  the  Under  Secre- 
tary of  State  for  the  Oolonies  in  his 
place,  as  he  had  no  doubt  the  hon. 
Gentleman  would  be  able  to  answer  the 
question  he  wished  to  put.  The  question 
had  reference  to  a  serious  occurrence 
which  had  just  taken  place  in  Gibraltar. 
It  appeared  that  on  Thursday,  the  2nd 
of  March,  in  consequence  of  a  Proclama- 
tion of  the  Governor  of  Gibraltar,  acts 
of  great  violence  were  committed  by  the 
(Governor  against  the  inhabitants  of  that 
fortress,  in  pursuance  of  arbitrary  in- 
structions from  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment arbitrarily  carried  out  by  the 
Governor.  He  had  just  received  a 
communication  which  stated  that  in 
pursuance  of  instructions  received  from 
Her  Majesty's  Government,  the  Go- 
vernor had  caused  a  notice  to  be  inserted 
in  The  Oa%ette,  warning  persons  against 
interfering  in  any  way  with  the  Vicar 
Apostolic  or  any  of  the  clergy  on  pain 
of  fine  and  imprisonment  provided  for 
such  cases  by  law.  This  was  a  Govern- 
ment notice  issued  after  a  correspondence 
between  the  inhabitants  and  the  Gt>- 
vernor  in  consequence  of  Doctor  Gonzalo 
Oanilla,  Vicar  Apostolic,  whose  appoint- 
ment was  exceedingly  distasteful  to  the 
people,  being  forced  upon  the  Boman 
Catholic  inhabitants  by  illegal  means. 
And  what  had  been  the  result  ?  They 
might  be  reading  of  Warsaw  or  any 
other  place  where  despotic  government 
was  exercised  to  the  fullest  extent.  Even 
Ireland  at  the  present  moment  appeared 
to  be  in  a  better  position  than  Gibraltar. 
It  appeared  that  the  most  respectful 
remonstrances  were  addressed  by  the 
Boman  Catholic  inhabitants  of  Gibraltar, 
in  oonsequenoe  of  their  objection  to  the 
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intrasion  of  a  Ticar  Apostolic  who  was 
distasteful  to  the  popmation,  and  who 
had  been  nominated,  as  they  believed, 
in  an  illegal  manner.  The  letter  he  had 
received  stated  that  on  Thursday,  the  2nd 
instant,  the  open  space  in  front  of  fche 
Church  of  St.  Mary  the  Crowned  was 
blockaded  by  troops.  Field  pieces  were 
held  in  readiness,  and  the  entire  garrison 
was  under  arms,  and  the  town  was  vir- 
tually in  a  state  of  siege  without  pro- 
clamation. This  array  of  military  power 
was  brought  into  play  against  a  loyal, 
peaceful,  and  aggrieved  population,  who 
nad  hitherto  always  been  faithful  to  the 
laws  of  their  country.  The  Catholics, 
when  they  were  led  to  believe  that  Dr. 
Canilla  was  to  be  installed  by  force  of 
arms,  entered  the  Church  of  St.  Mary 
the  Crowned  and  barred  the  doors. 
The  troops  entered  the  court-yard,  and 
the  military  and  police,  acting  under 
orders  from  the  highest  auUiorities, 
broke  open  the  doors,  forced  an  entrance 
into  the  church,  and  forcibly  expelled 
all  the  Catholics  who  were  inside, 
arresting  many  of  them.  Subsequently 
the  police  magistrate  summarily  passed 
sentence  on  all  the  prisoners,  condemning 
some  of  them  to  six  months'  imprison- 
ment with  hard  labour,  without  the 
option  of  a  fine.  He  wished  to  ask  the 
Under  Secretary  of  State  for  the  Colonies 
whether  this  report  of  these  violent  pro- 
ceedings and  arbitrary  sentences  was 
correct,  and  whether  Her  Majesty's 
Government  intended  to  inquire  into  the 
circumstances,  and  to  see  how  far  it  was 
possible  for  citizens  in  the  fortress  of 
Gibraltar,  irritated  by  the  conduct  of 
the  authorities,  acting  in  contravention 
of  any  legal  decree,  and  on  the  mere 
ipfe  dixit  of  the  Governor,  in  pursuance 
of  instructions  from  the  Colonial  Office, 
to  be  kept  in  prison  with  hard  labour 
upon  the  mere  sentence  of  a  police 
magistrate,  the  legality  of  which  seemed 
to  be  altogether  doubtful  ?  He  had  no 
wish  to  stand  between  the  Government 
and  Supply  ;  but,  in  his  opinion,  this 
grievance  was  so  urgent  that  he  deemed 
it  his  duty  to  bring  it  at  once  to  the 
knowledge  of  the  House,  and  unless 
he  got  a  satisfactory  answer  from  the 
Under  Secretary  of  State  for  the  Colo- 
nies he  should  renew  the  question  on 
Monday. 

Mr.  COUETNEY  said,  he  was  ex- 
tremely sorry  the  hon.  Member  for 
Portsmouth  had  not  been  in  possession 


of  further  information  before  making 
the  statement  which  he  had  just  brought 
before  the  notice  of  the  House.  It  was 
only  the  other  day  that  he  told  the  hon. 
Member  exactly  what  had  been  tele- 
graphed by  the  Governor  of  Gibraltar 
with  respect  to  the  occurrence  of  Thurs- 
day, the  2nd  of  March.  He  was  not 
aware  that  any  fresh  communication  had 
been  forwarded  ;  but  certainly  up  to 
that  evening  no  further  intelligence  had 
been  received.  The  hon.  Member  had 
read  to  the  House  a  very  highly-coloured 
statement  which  had  been  sent  from 
Gibraltar,  and  which  terminated  with 
the  allegation  that  certain  persons  had 
been  committed  to  jprison  by  the  police 
magistrates  for  offences  of  which  he 
(Mr.  Courtney)  knew  nothing  whatever. 
The  exact  state  of  things,  so  far  as  their 
information  went,  was  very  simple, 
and  had  been  clearly  explained  last 
week.  Dr.  Canilla  had  been  appointed 
Vicar  Apostolic  of  Gibraltar.  There 
was  no  dispute  whatever  as  to  that 
circumstance.  Then  there  was  no  dis- 
pute about  the  fact  that  there  was  at 
Gibraltar  the  Church  of  St.  Mary  the 
Crowned,  which  belonged  to  the  Crown. 

Sib  H.  DRUMMOND  WOLFF  said, 
that  fact  was  not  stated  in  the  decree  of 
the  Governor. 

Mb.  COURTNEY  said,  whether  that 
was  so  or  not,  the  fact  was  not  disputed 
even  by  those  persons  who  objected  to 
the  appointment  of  Dr.  Canilla  as  Yicar 
Apostolic  of  Gibraltar.  His  former 
answer  went  to  show  that  the  appoint- 
ment was  objected  to  by  some  persons, 
and  that  a  notice  was  issued  in  The 
Gazette  warning  all  persons  that  who- 
ever interfered  with  any  ecclesiastio 
going  to  church  for  the  purpose  of  per- 
forming the  sacred  functions  of  the 
Roman  Catholic  religion  would  do  so 
at  his  peril.  The  hon.  Member  stated 
to  the  House  that  in  consequence  of  its 
being  known  that  Dr.  Canilla  would  go 
to  the  church  on  the  Thursday  in  ques- 
tion a  considerable  crowd  entered  the 
church  at  the  time  of  early  Mass  and 
then  barricaded  the  door ;  that  when 
Dr.  Canilla  proceeded  later  to  celebrate 
High  Mass  the  doors  were  broken  open, 
and  that  some  persons  were  forcibly  ex- 
pelled, and  others  arrested.  Upon  that 
last  point  he  (Mr.  Courtney)  said  he 
had  no  information  whatever.  The  hon. 
Member  himself  did  not  pretend  to  know 
the  truth  of  the  matter ;  nevertheless;  he 
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oome  forward  to  arraign  the  QoYemment 
because  a  police  magistrate,  in  certain 
proceedings  which  came  before  him  at 
Gibraltar,  under  circumstances  of  which 
they  knew  nothing,  had  sentenced  cer- 
tain persons  to  imprisonment.  For 
these  reasons  it  was  impossible  that  the 
matter  could  be  advantageously  pro- 
ceeded with  on  that  occasion;  and  he 
trusted  if  the  hon.  Member  again 
brought  it  forward  he  would  do  so  at  a 
time  when  they  were  in  possession  of 
all  the  facts. 

Mb.  O'DONNELL  said,  he  was  sur- 
prised that  the  hon.  Member  for  Ports- 
mouth should  come  forward  on  that 
occasion  in  his  present  character,  be- 
cause he  had  always  been  accustomed 
to  regard  him  as  identified  with  the 
cause  which  united  authority  with  re- 
ligion. As  far  as  could  be  gathered, 
the  hon.  Member  now  objected  to  re- 
:ligion  being  united  with  authority  on 
the  occasion  in  question.  However,  his 
(Mr.  O'Donnell's)  small  cavils  must  dis- 
appear at  finding  the  author  of  Vati- 
canism  so  warmly  engaged  in  support- 
ing the  Pope. 

STATE     OF    IRELAND— POUOE    PRO- 
TECTION   FOR    CARETAKERS. 

OBSERVATIONS. 

Mb.  OOKST  said,  in  the  absence  of  his 
hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  Mid  Lin- 
colnshire (Mr.  Chaplin),  he  wished  to 
call  the  attention  of  the  House  to  the 
serious  outrages  which  had  been  com- 
mitted at  Thurles,  in  Tipperary,  in 
consequence  of  the  withdrawal  of  the 
protection  of  the  police  from  caretakers 
placed  upon  that  farm  by  the  Property 
Defence  Association  in  Ireland.  In  the 
earlier  part  of  the  Session,  on  the  17th 
of  February,  his  hon.  Friend  had  put  a 
question  to  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
tne  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieu- 
tenant respecting  the  intention  which 
the  Government  were  supposed  to  have 
of  removing  police  protection  from  the 
caretakers  of  farms.  On  that  occasion 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  in  his  reply, 
not  only  assured  the  hon.  Member  for 
Mid  Lincolnshire  that  there  was  no  such 
intention,  but  boasted  that  the  measures 
which  the  Government  were  about  to 
take  would  be  more  likely  to  conduce  to 
the  peace  of  the  country  than  the  mea- 
sures which  had  previously  obtained. 
The  right   hon.   Gentleman  said  they 


had  organized  a  system  ^f  police  patrol- 
ling that  would  afiEord  a  much  more 
effectual  means  of  carrying  out  the  ob- 
ject they  had  in  view — namely,  the  pre- 
servation of  law  and  order.  He  also 
said  the  Government  must  trust,  to 
some  extent,  to  the  ability  of  persons 
attacked  to  protect  themselves.  But 
that  was  not  all.  On  the  21st  of  Feb- 
ruary this  matter  again  became  the 
subject  of  a  conversation  in  the  House, 
in  which  several  hon.  Members  took 
part,  and  in  the  course  of  which  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Chief  Secre- 
tary to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  again  as- 
sured the  House  that  there  was  no 
reason  for  alarm,  and  that  the  new 
mode  of  having  the  police  patrol  when- 
ever it  was  wanted  would  very  much 
conduce  to  the  safety  of  the  caretakers. 
That  being  the  position  of  affairs,  he 
would  ask  the  attention  of  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  to  what  had  since 
taken  place.  It  appeared  that  on  the 
7th  of  March  an  attack  had  been  made 
upon  a  dwdUing-house  on  a  ''Boycotted" 
farm  within  four  miles  of  Thurles. 
The  house  was  in  the  care  of  some 
men  employed  by  the  £merfl;ency  Com- 
mittee. A  correspondent  of  The  Timu 
stated  that  a  short  time  ago  Mr.  W. 
Biron  was  obliged  to  evict  the  tenants 
from  seven  farms  for  non-payment  of 
rent;  he  ^pealed  to  the  JBmergency 
Committee  &r  caretakers,  and  four  men 
were  promptly  sent  down.  Police  pro- 
tection was  applied  for  owing  to  the 
disturbed  state  of  the  country ;  but  as  the 
new  regulations  had  come  into  force  it 
was  refused.  The  caretakers  then  found 
it  necessary  for  their  own  protection  to 
live  together  in  one  of  the  farm  build- 
ings. On  Monday  morning  they  ob- 
served a  crowd  of  about  700  men 
approaching  one  of  the  farm-houses  of 
which  they  had  charge,  and  in  a  few 
minutes  the  house  was  in  a  blaze.  The 
four  caretakers  sallied  forth,  and  the 
head  caretaker  had  great  di£B.culty  in 
restraining  his  men  from  firing  on  the 
crowd.  No  police,  it  appeared,  were  in 
the  vicinity,  and  the  incendiaries,  having 
effected  their  object,  departed.  The 
caretakers  stated  that  during  the  week 
they  had  been  stationed  at  Kilrush  they 
had  only  once  seen  a  policeman,  and 
that  was  when  he  came  to  bring  them 
their  arms'  licences.  So  much,  it  was 
said,  for  the  efficiency  of  the  system  of 
police  patrols  upon  which  so  much  was 
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ilftked.  Xheve  were  only  10  oonstaUes 
fltatioiied  at  Thiii}lM»  a  nomber  quite  in- 
mffldent  jfor  the  duties  th^  had  to 
perfimn.  Noir,i2f  tiiat  account  was  oor- 
reoi  or  accurate,  it  was  quite  obvious 
that  the  plan  which  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
ileman  assured  the  House  would  be  so 
much  more  effective  than  the  former 
system  of  police  protection  had,  in  the 
ftnt  instance"  in  wnioh  it  had  been  tried, 
completely  broken  down.  He  thought 
the  House  was  entitled  to  some  assur- 
ance firom  the  Gtovemment  with  reference 
to  the  system  of  police  patrols  beyond 
that  wluoh  the  nght  hon.  Gentieman 
had  given  on  the  previous  occasions  re- 
Hmtm  to ;  and  slso  some  explanation  as 
to  why  tiie  police  patrol  appeared  in  this 
partieiilar  case  to  have  been  so  lament- 
ably insufficient  fbrthe  pimose  which  it 
was  intended  to  perform.  He  would  also 
like  to  call  the  attention  of  the  House 
and  of  the  right  hon.  Gentieman  to  an- 
other xaAer  serious  matter  connected 
with  the  position  of  a&irs  in  Ireland. 
▲  great  many  Eufflish  Members  had 
h%mk  ro  assured  at  the  conmiencement  of 
tfie:fieision,  when  they  heard  firom  Her 
Majesty's  Government  that  after  all, 
notwithstanding  the  disturbed  condition 
of  some  parts  of  the  countiy,  the  state 
of  Ireland  generally  had  to  some  extent 
improved.  Although,  of  course,  they 
knew  that  the  Government  had  strong 
motives  for  making  the  best  of  the  state 
of  things  which  existed,  and  although 
they  anticipated  that  a  eouUur  d$  roue 
view  of  matters  was  likely  to  be  laid  be- 
fore the  HouBG,  yet  the  assurances  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  were  so  positive 
and  so  continually  reiterated  that  some 
hon.  Members  were  brought  to  believe 
that  an  improvement  had,  to  a  certain 
extent,  taken  place  with  regard  to  the 
state  of  affairs  in  Ireland.  Many  people, 
and  he  confessed  he  was  one  oi  them, 
thought  they  had  a  right  to  distrust 
assurances  given  by  the  Government, 
and  when  such  assurances  were  given 
they  were  in  the  habit — acquired  in  the 
course  of  Parliamentary  experience — of 
looking  to  some  independent  testimony 
by  which  they  could  be  corroborated, 
and  they  never  felt  quite  comfortable 
until  the  official  statement  was  confirmed. 
As  a  consequence  of  this,  he  looked  to 
some  authority  which  was  sure  to  be 
impartial  for  information  as  to  the  posi- 
tion of  affairs  in  Ireland.  He  referred 
to  the  Charges  of  the  Judges  who  went  on 


Oironit  in  Ireland,  and  a  .most  sad  and 
lamentable  ^cture  they  presented,  some 
parts  of  wmch  he  would  offer  to  the 
consideration  of  the  House.  He  found 
that  in  North  Xipperaiy  Lord  Justice 
Fitegibbon  said  tnat  the  duties  of  the 
Ghrand  Jury  on  the  occasion  would  be 
confined  to  the  investigation  of  four  dis- 
tinct cases.  If  the  business  to  be  dis* 
posed  of  could  be  regarded  as  a  sufficient 
indication  of  the  condition  of  the  coun- 
tiy, it  would  appear  to  be  one  of  almost 
unknown  peace— one  of  unparalleled 
social  security ;  but,  unfortunately,  the 
Betums  which  the  County  Inspector  had 
laid  before  him  presented  a  veiy  dif- 
ferent picture.  He  had  no  means,  he 
said,  of  estimating  the  state  of  tiie 
country;  but  he  found  in  tiie  County 
Inspector's  Betnm  that  there  were  169 
offidnoes  at  these  Assizes,  as  against  76 
for  the  same  period  last  year,  and  he 
concluded  by  saving  that  the  Betum 
contained  a  variety  of  offsnoesi  all  of 
which  indicated  the  bad  state  of  the 
country.  So  that,  although  the  Calendar 
at  NoruL  Tipperar^  was  so  low  that  tilie 
country  appeared  in  a  state  of  unparal- 
leled sodal  security,  as  a  matter  of  Isot 
there  were  more  tliaii  double  the  numbegr 
of  bad  and  serious  crimes  committed 
in  the  district  than  had  been  com- 
mitted during  the  same  period  of 
last  year,  at  a  time  when,  it  should 
be  remembered,  there  was  no  Coer- 
cion Act  and  no  "  remedial  measure." 
But  that  was  not  the  principal  case,  be- 
cause when  he  looked  at  the  state  of 
Limerick,  where  Judge  Barry,  last  Tues- 
day, opened  the  Commission  for  the 
County  of  Clare,  he  found  the  learned 
Judge  regretticg  the  spirit  of  lawless- 
ness and  crime  which  was  manifesting 
itself,  and  saying  that  the  number  of 
offences  had  been  more  than  doubled 
during  the  past  few  months,  as  com- 
pared with  the  same  period  last  year, 
and  that  the  offenders  were  not  made 
amenable.  With  the  exception  of  two 
or  three,  all  the  crimes  were  of  an 
agrarian  character ;  and  the  murder  of 
the  farmer,  Moroney,  he  denounced  as  a 
crime  disgracing  any  country  professing 
civilization.  But  this  was  not  all.  There 
was  another  part  of  Ireland — the  county 
of  Louth — which  the  hon.  Member  for 
Louth  (Mr.  Callan)  praised  some  days 
ago  on  account  of  its  freedom  from  any- 
thing in  the  nature  of  agrarian  crime. 
But  Mr.  Justice  Lawson,  in  addressing 
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the  GFrand  Juiy  there,  said  he  found,  on 
looking  over  the  Beport,  that  there  was 
a  considerable  increase,  as  might  na- 
turally be  expected,  in  the  number  of  a 
certain  class  of  offences  committed  with 
a  view  to  prevent  people  paying  their 
rents.  He  did  not  quite  understand 
why  an  increase  in  the  number  of  of- 
fences was  naturally  to  be  expected  ;  on 
the  contrary,  he  should  have  thought 
that  after  the  passing  of  the  Land  Act 
the  number  would  naturally  be  expected 
to  decrease.  But,  however  that  might 
be,  there  was  the  same  story  from  Louth 
as  from  the  other  places  referred  to. 
No  persons,  said  the  learned  Judge, 
had  been  made  amenable  for  those 
offences ;  and,  therefore,  the  '  business 
to  go  before  the  Grand  Jury  would  be 
disposed  of  in  a  very  short  time. 
But  he  (Mr.  Gorst)  thought  the  Charge 
of  Mr.  Justice  Fitzgerald,  in  Westmeath, 
even  more  remarkable.  He  told  the 
Grand  Jury  that  their  duties  on  the 
occasion  woidd  be  very  light  indeed. 
There  were  but  two  small  cases  to  go 
before  them.  But  it  would  be  a  mistake 
to  allow  it  to  go  abroad  that  the  exist- 
ence of  two  small  cases  gave  any  index 
whatever  to  the  state  of  the  country.  It 
was  a  remarkable  feature,  however,  in 
considering  what  was  the  state  of  the 
country.  The  Eeport  of  the  County 
Inspector  gave  a  perfect  view  of  the 
county  since  the  last  Summer  Assizes  ; 
and  the  list  was  by  no  means  a  gratifying 
one.  As  contrasted  with  the  correspond- 
ing period  of  1881,  it  was  exactly  double 
— or,  rather,  not  exactly,  because  the 
total  number  of  cases  reported  for  the 
corresponding  period  of  last  year  was 
44,  and  they  were  dealing  with  86,  so 
that  they  were  nearly  double  in  number, 
and  they  were  certainly  not  at  all  of  a 
less  character.  The  list  commenced  with 
the  crime  of  murder.  It  was  a  case  they 
all  knew  well — the  murder  of  a  young 
woman,  the  daughter  of  Mrs.  Crohan,  of 
Crohanmonan.  He  could  only  charac- 
terize it  as  one  of  the  most  audacious 
murders  ever  carried  out.  Next  on  the 
list  they  had  no  less  than  25  cases  of 
threatening  to  murder ;  and,  on  looking 
into  those,  it  was  found  that  they  were 
no  sham  offences,  but  real  threatening 
notices — threatening  to  murder.  Then 
there  were  three  cases  of  firing  at  the 
person,  and  16  of  assembling  with 
arms,  seizure  of  arms,  and  so  forth ;  and 
in  addition  to  the  25  notices  threatening 
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to  murder  there  were  28  cases  of  the 
ordinary  threatening  letters.  Then  there 
were  three  cases,  well  established,  of 
firing  into  dwelling-houses,  and  carrying 
out  of  the  previous  threatening  notices 
that  had  been  served  upon  the  parties. 
The  learned  Judge  went  on  to  say  that, 
without  dealing  with  the  case  of  murder, 
all  those  cases,  so  far  as  he  could  judge 
from  the  Keport,  had  one 'tendency  and 
one  direction — that  was,  to  try  to  pre- 
vent parties  by  intimidation  from  meet- 
ing their  engagements    to    pay    their 
rents.     The  enumeration  of  these  oases 
was  in  itself  enough  to  show  that  the 
condition  of  Westmeath  was  not  satis- 
factory— nay,  more,  in  the  period  with 
which  they  were  dealing,  it  had  been 
and  was  in  a  most  unsatisfactory  condi- 
tion.   He  thought  it  would  be  wrong  to 
let  it  go  to  the  public,  without  calling 
attention  to  these  facts,  that  there  were 
but  two  cases  to  be  disposed  of  by  the 
Grand  Jury.    That,  the  learned  Judge 
believed,  was  one  of  the  most  remark- 
able features  of  the  case — it  was  a  fea- 
ture that  led  him  almost  to  despair  of 
the  future  of  the  country.     When  he 
mentioned  that  there  were  86  defined 
indictable  offences,  against  44  in  the  cor- 
responding period  of  last  year,  reported 
to  the  Constabulary  and  capable  of  being 
proved,  it  was  remarkable  that  in  only 
two  small  cases — one  of  cattle  stealing, 
and  another  for  a  petty  larceny — had 
anyone  been  made  amenable ;  in  other 
words,  there  was  no  evidence  available 
by  the  authorities  to  establish  the  guilt 
of  any  of  those  parties.     When  they 
looked  from  the  Charges  of  the  learned 
Judges  to  the  cases  which  were  heard 
before  them,  they  found  that  in  almost 
every  instance  there  was  an  acq|uittal. 
He  would  call  the  attention  of  the  House 
to  one  or  two  of  these  cases.     At  the 
Assizes  at  Carrick-on-3hannon,  a  man 
named  Arthur  Donnelly  was  put  on  trial 
as  being  one  of  a  party  of  ruffians  who, 
some  time  ago,  broke  at  night  into  the 
house  in  which  an  aged  herdsman  and 
his  grandson  lived,  and,  dragging  the 
old  man,  Michael  Keegan,  out  of  bed, 
put  the  muzzle  of  a  rifle  into  his  mouth, 
made  him  swear  he  would  cease  from 
herding  a  **  Boycotted  "  farm,  and  then 
struck  him  on  the  head  with  the  butt  of 
a  gun,  and  dragged  him  over  some  live 
coals  which  they  scattered   from    the 
hearth  upon  the  floor,  setting  fire  to  his 
shirt.  •  Both  Keegan  and  his  grandson 
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identifled  the  prisoner  Donnelly  as  one 
of  the  party.  At  the  same  Assizes  John 
Feely  was  indicted  for  stabbing  and 
malioioiraly  injnrinflr  a  horse,  the  pro- 
perty of  Miohael  M'CafTerty,  on  the 
22nd  of  last  September.  The  prosecutor 
swore  he  kept  post  horses  for  hire,  and 
that  the  prisoner  had  been  in  his  service 
as  post-boy  on  the  21st  of  September. 
On  that  daj  the  prisoner  was  drunk,  and 
witness  rerosed  to  allow  him  to  drive. 
The  prisoner  said  he  would  be  revenged, 
and  on  that  night  the  stable  of  the  pro- 
secutor was  entered,  and  a  long  gash 
inflioted  on  the  horse's  quarter.  The 
nolioe  immediatelysearohedthe  prisoner's 
noose,  and  found  a  knife  stained  with 
blood  beside  his  bed,  and  found  foot- 
prints corresponding  to  the  boots  of  the 
prisoner  near  the  stable.  The  prose- 
cutor was  unpopular  in  the  neighbour- 
hood and  had  quarrels.  The  lury  ac- 
quitted the  prisoner.  James  M'Tieman 
and  Edward  Stewart  were  indicted  for 
porting  on  a  telegraph  post  at  Blackiock, 
in  this  countxy,  the  following  notice : — 

"Taka  notice,  that  any  penon  who  pays  one 
penny  rent  to  Mrs.  0*Bume  will  get  the  death 
of  Lord  Leitrim,  and  no  farther  notice  shall  be 
given;  and  £10  reward  will  be  given  to  any 
p«non  who  givee  infonnationof  thoee  who  pays 
one  ihiUing  rent  to  Mrs.  O'Bnme." 

The  prisoners  were  seen  by  a  police 
pBtroi  passing  the  telegraph  pole,  on 
which  there  were  no  notices.  The  police 
turning  back  shortly  afterwards  found 
the  notice  up,  and  the  prisoners  in  the 
neighbourhood,  who  were  arrested.  The 
prisoners  were  acquitted  and  discharged. 
Thomas  Beynolds  and  Patrick  Beynolds 
were  indicted  for  an  assault  on  Robert 
Hyland,  on  the  1 9th  of  January  last. 
On  that  day  the  prosecutor  was  seen  at 
the  house  of  the  rent-warner  on  Sir 
Morgan  Orofton's  estate,  and  afterwards 
paying  his  rent  to  the  agent  in  Mohill. 
On  his  return  home  that  night  he  was 
beaten  by  three  men.  Two  of  whom  he 
identifiea.  The  defence  was  that  the 
identification  was  a  mistake  as  the  night 
was  dark.  The  jury  acquitted  the  pri- 
soners. But  here  was,  perhaps,  the  most 
remarkable  case.  It  occurred  at  the 
Longford  Assizes,  and  was  the  trial  of 
Andrew  M'Cormack  for  the  attempted 
murder  of  William  Lawler,  a  postman, 
on  October  the  12th,  1881.  Lawler  was 
returning  from  Ardagh  to  Edgeworths- 
town  on  the  day  named,  when  he  met 
the  prisoner  in  company  with  another 
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man.  They  threw  him  down,  and,  after 
a  struggle,  the  prisoner  fired  several 
shots  at  him.  They  left  him  for  dead  on 
the  roadside;  but  he  crawled  to  two 
houses,  and  sought  admission,  but  in 
vain.  He  then  crept  into  a  stable.  Hear- 
ing a  car  go  past  he  called  for  help,  but 
was  either  unheard  or  unheeded.  He 
then  tried  to  make  his  way  to  Edge- 
worthstown,  when  he  was  met  by  some 
constables  who  had  come  in  ses^xsh  of 
him.  Twenty-two  bullet  marks  were 
found  on  his  bodv.  His  recovery  was 
despaired  of.  Six  bullets  were  extracted 
from  his  body,  and  three  still  remained 
in  it.  He  positively  identified  M'Cor- 
mack,  whom  he  had  known  for  four  or 
five  years.  At  9.80  p.m.  the  jury  came 
into  Court,  and,  having  stated  the  impro- 
bability of  their  being  able  to  agree  to 
a  verdict,  were  discharged.  The  pri- 
soner remained  in  custody.  These  were 
real  pictures  of  the  state  of  Lreland 
drawn,  not  by  any  interested  person, 
not  by  a  political  opponent  of  the  right 
hon.  OenUeman,'  but  from  the  Charges 
of  learned  Judges  and  from  the  pub- 
lished accounts  of  the  trials.  Twice  as 
many  crimes  were  committed  now  as 
were  committed  before  the  remedial 
legislation  of  the  Government.  The 
countrv  was  in  such  a  condition  that, 
accordmg  to  a  learned  Judge,  it  was  a 
disgrace  to  civilization.  The  attempts  to 
administer  the  law  were  breaking  down 
in  almost  every  case.  Although  prisoners 
were  known  to  have  committed  most 
atrocious  crimes,  and  the  most  con- 
vincing testimony  had  been  given 
against  them,  they  were  acquitted  or 
juries  failed  to  agree.  That  was  the 
state  of  the  country,  not  as  depicted  by 
the  assurances  they  received  from  the 
Treasury  Bench,  but  as  depicted  by  a 
source  on  which,  he  thought,  they  were 
entitled  to  place  every  reliance.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  and  the  Govern- 
ment must  not  be  surprised  if,  shortly, 
some  of  the  Members  of  the  House  who 
represented  English  constituencies,  and 
who  had  hitherto  taken  no  part  in  the 
discussion  which  had  gone  on  in  the 
House  about  the  state  of  Ireland,  thought 
it  their  duty  to  intervene.  Xast  Ses- 
sion Parliament  passed  three  measures 
which  were  extremely  distasteful  to 
almost  everyone,  both  in  the  House  and 
the  country — namely,  two  Coercion  Bills, 
by  which  personal  liberty  in  Ireland 
was  suspended,  and  the  Land  Act,  which 
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reversed  all  one's  preconceived  ideas  of 
political  economy  and  of  sound  principle 
■with  regard  to  the  rights  of  property. 
These  measures  were  accepted  on  the 
assurance  of  the  Government  that  they 
would  restore  Ireland  to  a  state  of,  at 
all  events,  comparative  tranquillity »  and 
to  a  condition  in  which  it  would  not  be 
a  disgrace  to  civilization.  It  appeared 
that  the  sacrifices  then  made  were  made 
entirely  in  vain,  and  as  if,  notwithstand- 
ing the  suspension  of  personal  liberty 
and  the  enacting  of  remedial  measures, 
the  state  of  Ireland  now  was  worse  than 
it  was  a  year  agcr.  If  the  evidence  of 
the  further  progress  of  the  Assizes  and  of 
the  list  of  outrages  which  would  be  placed 
on  the  Table  should  show  that  the  as- 
surances given  by  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man at  the  beginning  of  the  Session  were 
not  borne  out,  and  that  Ireland  was  not 
improving,  but  was  growing  worse,  then 
it  would  be  the  duty  of  the  Members  of 
that  House  to  call  to  account  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Government,  and  to  express  the 
opinion — at  all  events,  a  section  of  the 
House — that  the  time  had  come  when 
the  House  and  the  country  could  no 
longer  have  any  confidence  in  the  man- 
agement of  Ireland  by  Her  Majesty's 
Government. 

Mr.  W.  E.  F0E8TER :  I  wiU  first 
reply  to  a  Question  put  by  the  hon.  and 
learned  Member  as  to  a  recently  reported 
outrage.  Notice  has  been  given  of  Ques- 
tions for  Monday,  and  I  have  written  to 
ask  for  information  beyond  what  I  have 
to-day  received  by  telegram.  From  the 
telegrams  I  have  received  the  published 
accounts  seem  to  be  full  of  exaggerations 
and  inaccuracies.  I  am  told  that  there  was 
not  a  mob  of  700  persons  present,  and 
that  no  house  in  charge  of  caretakers 
was  destroyed.  The  system  of  patrol- 
ling in  the  district  was  sufficient  and 
efficient.  The  hon.  and  learned  Mem- 
ber has  quoted  from  the  Charges  of  the 
Judges.  No  doubt  it  is  distressing  to 
read  these  Charges ;  but  they  only  show 
to  the  hon.  and  learned  Member  that 
the  country  is  in  the  state  I  knew  it  to 
be  in.  He  seems  to  suppose  that  I  had 
given  the  House  to  understand  that  the 
state  of  the  country  was  very  different 
from  what  he  now  discovers  it  to  be. 
Well,  I  am  in  the  recollection  of  the 
House,  and  I  think  I  can  challenge  con- 
tradiction, when  I  say  that  in  no  debate 
have  I  ever  said  that  the  state  of  Ireland 
is  suoh  as  we  can  look  on  with  pleasure, 


or  anything  but  great  anxiety.  Ihave  said 
that  there  were  sig^s  of  improvement. 
I  still  maintain  that  there  are  signs  of 
improvement;  but  that  there  is  great 
cause  for  anxiety.    There  is  not  a  single 
fact  which  has  been  stated  by  the  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman  which  has  not 
occupied  my  attention  day  and  night  for 
weeks.    I  am  perfectly  aware  of  what  is 
going  on  in  Ireland ;  but  the  question  is 
— what  can  best  be  done  to  put  a  stop  to 
it  ?    There  are,  as  I  have  said,  signs  of 
improvement ;  I  repeat  what  I  said  on 
the  Address.  There  were  fewer  outrages 
reported   in    December    and  January, 
especially  in  January,  than  there  were 
in  the  corresponding  period  12  months 
ago ;  but  the  chief  sign  of  improvement 
is  this — there  has  been  a  strike  against 
rent,  and  certain  persons  have  instigated 
the  non-payment  of  rent,  and,  willingly 
or  unwillingly,  by  doing  so,  have  insti- 
gated the  commission  of  outrages,  one 
of  the  chief  causes  of  outrage  being  that 
instigation.     The  landlords  for  a  long 
time  took  no  steps  to  recover  their  rents ; 
they  have,  however,  been  taking  steps  to 
recover  them  within  the  last  few  weeks. 
We  expected — everyone  expected — that 
there  would  have  been  a  considerable 
increase  of  outrage;  but  the  step  the 
landlords  have  taken  has  not  been  fol- 
lowed by  such  an  increase  as  was  feared. 
From  the  Beports  which  have  reached 
me  through  my  Office,  and  from  what  I 
myself  heard  when  recently  in  Ireland, 
the  actual  state  of  things,  I  may  say,  with- 
out taking  any  couhur-de-rose  estimate 
of  it,  is  to  this  extent  encouraging — that 
in  most  of  the  districts  all  over  Ireland 
we  find  that  rents  are  beginning  to  be 
paid  much  more  than  they  were.    There 
appears  to  be  some  abatement  of  the 
lawless  and  desperate  resistance  to  the 
payment  of  rent.    No  doubt  we  have  a 
desperate  contest  still  to  carry  on.     The 
hon.  and  learned  Member  says  he  and 
his  hon.  Friends  will  call  the  Govern- 
ment to  account,  and  will  suggest  their 
own  method  of  bringing  about  a  satis- 
factory state  of  affairs  in  Ireland.     He 
says  they  will  be  obliged  to  move  a  Vote 
of  Censure  on  the  Government  for  their 
action.    I  am  quite  ready  to  meet  such 
a  Vote;   and  if  the  hon.  and  learned 
Member   could,    out   of   the   resources 
of  his  knowledge  and  ability,  suggest 
a  better  method  of  governing  Ireland 
than    that    pursued    by    the    Govern- 
ment, I  should   be   glad   to  yield    to 
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cannot  tell.    I  Bhould  have  thought  he 
had  done  good  service  in  making  this 
statement  to  the  House,  because  the 
House  wants  to  know,  as  far  as  possiblci 
the  exact  truth  with  regard  to  these 
matters.    I  will  not  say  a  word  about 
the  assault  on  the  caretakers,  because 
the  right  hon.  Oentleman  has  stated 
that  he  will  be  prepared  with  further 
information  on  Monday,  when  a  Ques- 
tion is  to  be  put  to  him  on  that  subject, 
and  I  do  not  think  it  would  be  right  to 
press  that  matter  any  farther  at  the 
present  moment.    But  with  regard  to 
the  outrages  and  the  Charges  of  the 
Judges  at  the  Spring  Assises,  there  are 
one  or  two  observations  that  ought  to  be 
made.  I  quite  feel  that  the  Government 
are,   and  always  must  be,   anxious  to 
cling  to  any  sign  of  improvement  they 
can  possibly  see  in  the  state  of  Ireland ; 
but  I  am  afraid  that  more  than  once 
they  have  dung  to  straws,  which  have 
sunk    under    meir    hands.    Everyone 
must  remember  the  speech  of  the  Prime 
Minister  during  the  Becess,  in  which  he 
mentioned  two  circumstances,  which  he 
then  held  forth  to  the  countiy  as  signs 
of  improvement.  He  dOated  upon  them 
at  great  length,  and  one  of  those  signs 
of  improvement  was  that  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Tipperary  (Mr.  Dillon)  had  taken 
a  perfectly  difiPerent  line  of  action  from 
that  of  the  hon.  Member  for  the  City  of 
Cork   (Mr.   Famell).     The  speech  was 
hardly  out  of  his  mouth,  and  had  hardly 
reached  the  ears  of  the  hon.   Member 
for  Tipperary,  when  he  entirely  repu- 
diated what  the  Prime  Minister  had  at- 
tributed to  him ;  and  within  a  short  time 
he  was  in  gaol.     That  was  one  sign  of 
improvement.   In  the  same  speech  there 
was  another  sign  of  improvement,  which 
was  also  dilated  upon  at  great  length. 
That  was  that  the  Corporation  of  the 
City  of  Dublin,  although  only  by  the  cast- 
ing vote  of  the  Lord  Mayor,  had  rejected 
a  proposal  to  confer  the  freedom  of  the 
city  upon  the  hon.  Members  for  Cork 
and  Tipperary.     The    Prime  Minister 
dwelt  upon  that  at  great  length  as  a 
sign  of  improvement ;  but  only  a  short 
time  passed  before  the  Corporation  of 
the  City  of  Dublin,  by  a  considerable 
majority,  passed  this  very  vote,  confer- 
ring the  freedom  of  the  city  upon  those 
two  Members  of  this  House.     That  sign 
of  improvement  also  passed  away ;  and, 
therefore,  although  always  very  anxious 
to  hear  of  good  signs  of  improvement^ 
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and  leave  him  to  deal  with  the 
mtoation.  There  is  one  remark  I  should 
like  to  make,  and  it  is  this.  I  warned 
the  House,  in  the  debate  on  the  Address, 
against  being  too  much  encouraged  by 
the  resiults  ox  the  trials  at  the  Winter 
Assixee.  These  trials  were  conducted 
under  rather  favourable  conditions,  with 
leas  exposure  to  intimidation,  so  far  as 
JQxors  were  concerned,  than  was  usually 
the  ease  at  the  Spring  Assizes,  and  I  am 
afraid  iJiat  my  warning  may  turn  out  to 
be  justified.  But  it  is  too  soon  yet  to 
form  any  real  judgment  on  the  matter, 
aa  the  Sprint  Anrizee  have  only  just 
begun.  The  hon.  and  learned  Gentle- 
man alluded  to  one  most  terrible  case  of 
oatraffe— the  case  of  the  postnum  who 
was  almost  riddled  to  pieces  by  bullets 
in  County  Lonffford,  and  who  has  sur- 
vived bis  fearful  wounds  in  a  manner 
truly  wonderful.  I  can  only  say  that 
one  of  the  local  officials  connected  with 
the  inquiry  stated  that  he  very  much 
feared  that  if  600  men  could  give  evi- 
deoioe  of  having  seen  the  man  shot  the 
jury  would  not  have  convicted.  They 
have  not  oonvioted ;  they  have  dis- 
agreed. The  prisoner  will  have  to  be 
tned  again.  I  do  not  think  I  can 
say  any^ng  more  about  that  case.  If 
the  hon.  and  learned  Member  has  any 
charge  to  bring  against  the  Oovemment, 
let  him  bring  it  specifically — for  not 
using  every  effort  that  can  be  used  for 
putting  a  stop  to  lawlessness  in  Ireland, 
for  instance.  It  is  not  for  me  to  lecture 
him,  or  suggest  to  him  his  duty  ;  but  if 
he  really  thinks  he  can  help  the  cause 
of  law  and  order  in  Ireland,  let  him 
consult  with  those  who  are  interested  in 
the  preservation  of  law  and  order,  or 
bring  a  specific  charge  against  the  Go- 
vernment, and  not  make  such  speeches 
as  that  to  which  we  have  just  listened. 

Sib  R.  ASSHETON  CROSS :  I  must 
take  exception  to  the  last  expression 
that  fell  from  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
(Mr.  W.  E.  Forster).  I  do  not  under- 
stand what  right  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man has  to  lecture  my  hon.  and  learned 
Friend  for  the  speech  he  has  made.  My 
hon.  and  learned  Friend  has  given  to 
the  House  what  seemed  to  me  a  very 
dry,  but,  at  the  same  time,  a  very  faith- 
ful statement  of  facts,  so  far  as  he  could 
learn  them,  and  they  met  with  a  suitable 
appreciation.  Why  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman supposes  that  the  hon.  and  learned 
Member  laid  himself  open  to  a  lecture  I 
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we  a  little  bit  distrust  signs  held  out 
from  time  to  time,  because  such  signs  as 
these  show  that  they  have  not  always  a 
solid  foundation.  In  the  Queen's  Speech 
we  also  have  signs  of  improvement  men- 
tioned, and  the  Prime  Minister  spoke  at 
considerable  length  upon  them  in  the 
debate  upon  the  Address.  One  sign  of 
improvement  was  the  payment  of  rent, 
which  was  supposed  to  be  increasing.  I 
say  nothing  about  that  now,  because 
no  facts  have  been  brought  forward, 
although  I  have  no  doubt  we  shall  hear 
more  on  the  subject  when  facts  are 
brought  forward.  But  the  one  point 
upon  which  the  Prime  Minister  rested 
his  case  very  strongly  was  that  justice 
was  g^ing  to  be  administered  again. 
That  was  a  point  he  repeated  over  and 
over  again,  and  laid  much  stress  upon. 
My  right  hon.  and  learned  Friend  the 
Member  for  the  University  of  Dublin 
(Mr.  Gibson)  pointed  out,  with  great 
care  and  caution,  that  too  much  value 
must  not  be  attached  to  the  Winter 
Assizes,  because  they  were  held  under 
peculiar  circumstances.  I  quite  admit 
that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  admitted 
that  that  was  so ;  but,  still,  that  was  one 
of  the  signs  of  improvement  upon  which 
so  much  stress  was  laid,  and  I  shall  be 
anxious  to  see  the  results  of  the  Spring 
Assizes,  to  learn  if  there  was  any  sound 
ground  for  that  sign  of  improvement. 
As  far  as  these  Assizes  have  gone — I  do 
not  say  it  is  far,  for  they  have  only  just 
begun — I  am  afraid  that  sign  of  im- 
provement has  no  solid  foundation.  If 
so,  it  is  one  of  the  most  lamentable 
things  this  House  could  have  to  con- 
template, that  the  administration  of 
i'ustice  in  Ireland,  in  spite  of  all  that 
tas  been  done,  is  rendered  absolutely 
impossible.  Now,  I  want  to  say  that  I 
hope  my  right  hon.  Friend  will  not 
refuse  to  lay  on  the  Table  the  Charges 
of  the  learned  Judges  at  these  Assizes. 
Mu.  W.  E.  FORSTER :  I  should  be 

flad  to  do  so,  if  it  was  in  my  power; 
ut  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  must  be 
aware  that  the  Charges  are  not  given  in 
such  a  form  that  thev  can  be  presented. 
Sir  R.  ASSHETON  CROSS :  I  think 
these  Charges  might  be  laid  on  the 
Table,  and  I  hope  before  long  an  order 
may  be  made  for  reports  of  uiem  to  be 
produced.  I  have  no  doubt  the  Charges 
were  formal  documents,  or  that  they 
WVM  taken  down;  and  that  there  will 
not  he  much  difficult  in  getting  them. 
Xheii  I  hope  that  as  soon  as  poMible 
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after  the  Assizes  we  may  have  laid  on 
the  Table  a  Return  of  all  these  crimes 
which  are  reported  by  the  police,  show- 
ing the  oases  that  are  prosecuted,  and 
the  acquittals.  When  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  states  that  these  Charges  of 
the  Judges  are  not  a  surprise  to  him,  I 
think  that  statement  must  be  a  surprise 
to  the  House,  because  it  is  very  startling 
to  hear  that  in  Westmeath  yt)u  have  86 
serious  agrarian  crimes  against  44  last 
year,  and  that  in  the  county  of  Louth, 
and  also,  I  think,  in  the  county  of  Clare, 
there  have  been  very  nearly,  if  not 
quite,  double  the  number  of  crimes  in 
the  previous  year.  But  if  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  was  aware  of  that,  it  is 
difficult  to  conceive  how  he  can  hold  out 
as  a  sig^  of  improvement  the  fact  that, 
with  the  help,  of  the  Government  in  col- 
lecting them,  there  has  been  some  in- 
creased payment  of  rents.  However.  I 
do  not  want  to  say  more  on  that  at  the 
present  moment.  I  think  my  hon.  and 
learned  Friend  (Mr.  Gorst)  has  done 
good  service  in  laying  these  facts  before 
the  House,  and  1  only  regret  that  he 
was  not  able  to  do  so  when  there  were 
more  Members  present.  We  shall  have 
the  Judges'  Charges  laid  on  the  Table 
in  some  form,  I  hope,  together  with  the 
Returns  of  the  crimes,  and  then  the 
House  will  judge  for  itself  whether  my 
hon.  and  learned  Friend  is  right  or  not. 
Sir  JOHN  HAY  said,  the  increasing 
disorder  and  abominal  outrages  in  Ire- 
land must  make  everybody's  blood  run 
cold  ;  and  it  was  quite  evident  that  the 
plans  adopted  by  the  Government  to 
remedy  this  desperate  state  of  things 
had  done  no  good  whatever.  It  was 
quite  evident  that  Ireland  was  going 
from  bad  to  worse,  and  that  the  process 
by  which  it  was  at  present  governed 
was  not  to  the  credit  of  this  country. 
The  process  which  he  thought  would  be 
most  advisable  would  be  to  recall  the 
Lord  Lieutenant,  and  do  away  with  the 
method  of  government  at  Dublin  Castle, 
and  place  Ireland  in  the  hands  of  Sir 
Thomas  Steele,  who  was  Commander-in- 
Chief  of  the  Forces,  and  was  quite  ca- 
pable of  governing  Ireland  and  reducing 
it  to  order.  He  would  contrast  the  con- 
dition of  Ireland  with  the  condition  of 
another  island,  very  much  nearer  than 
Ireland.  What  was  the  process  by 
which  the  Isle  of  Man  was  governed? 
[Several  Irish  Mebcbers  :  Home  Rule.] 
The  Government  of  the  Isle  of  Man 
was  a  credit  to  this  country.    The  Ia(< 
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perial  QoverDment  was  supreme  in  that 
Island,  all  matters  being  conducted  by 
the  Home  Office  in  this  country ;  and  so 
good  gOYemment  was  produced ;  but 
until  good  government  was  effected  in 
Ireland — under  the  superintendence  of 
the  Commander-in-Chief,  instead  of  the 
Lord  Lieutenant  and  the  Chief  Secre- 
tary, the  condition  of  that  country 
would  still  be  a  discredit.  He  did  not 
know  what  system  of  local  government 
could  be  adopted  in  Ireland ;  but  the 
present  system  was  detestable  and 
abominable,  and  the  sooner  it  was  swept 
away  the  better.  That  was  the  feeling 
of  a  g^eat  many  people  in  Scotland, 
that  the  condition  of  Ireland  was  dis- 
creditable to  this  country,  and  that  until 
order  was  restored  by  handing  Ireland 
over  to  the  military  authorities,  there 
would  be  no  peace  or  prosperity  in  the 
country. 

Mb.  C ALLAN  observed,  that  the 
Chief  Secretary  had  some  difficulty  as 
to  laying  the  Judges'  Charges  on  the 
Table;  but  he  knew  that  the  former 
practice  on  Circuit  was  that  the  Crown 
Solicitor  obtained  special  shorthand  re- 
ports of  the  Judges'  Charges,  which 
were  written  out  and  forwarded  to 
Dublin  Castle,  and  placed  on  record. 
Had  that  practice  been  done  away  with 
for  economical  reasons  ?  The  cost  was 
only  a  guinea,  and  he  thought  the 
present  Government  might  indulge  in 
the  expense  of  a  guinea  or  two  to  ob- 
tain shorthand  repors  of  the  Judges' 
Charges  at  the  Assizes.  But  he  be- 
lieved that,  as  a  matter  of  fact,  every 
Judge's  Charge  in  Ireland  was  at 
present  specially  reported  and  sent  to 
Dublin  Castle  within  24  hours  of  its 
delivery.  It  would  be  easy  for  the 
Chief  Secretary  to  obtain  copies  of  these 
Charges  ;  and  he  was  quite  certain  that 
Mr.  Justice  Fitzgerald  would  be  most 
happy  to  correct  his  Charge  and  forward 
it  to  the  Chief  Secretary,  so  that  it  might 
be  laid  on  the  Table.  The  right  hon. 
and  gallant  Baronet  (Sir  John  Uay)  had 
spoken  of  Louth  and  Clare  as  having 
double  the  previous  number  of  crimes. 
He  (Mr.  Callan)  entirely  repudiated  that 
connection  between  Louth  and  Clare. 
The  county  of  Clare  had  become  cele- 
brated by  acts  of  violence  and  outrages ; 
but,  according  to  the  authority  of  a 
Hesident  Magistrate,  Louth  was  one  of 
the  quietest  spots  in  Europe.  That  gen- ' 
tleman  had  been  10  years  in  Louth,  and  , 
daring  that  time  there  had  not  been  a  j 


single  outrage  on  persons.  Nevertheless, 
Louth  had  been  proclaimed  under  the 
Coercion  and  Arms  Acts  by  the  Chief 
Secretary — perhaps  as  an  incentive  to 
outrage ;  certainly  not  to  put  down  out- 
rage where  no  outrages  took  place. 
With  regard  to  the  Judges'  Charges, 
he  would  ask  the  Chief  Secretary  to  in- 
quire at  Dublin  Castle  whether  there 
was  not  a  report  of  Mr.  Justice  Fitz- 
gerald's Charge.  If  not,  could  not  a 
copy  of  the  report  in  jTke  Freeman's 
Journal  be  sent  to  Mr.  Justice  Fitz- 
gerald, and,  after  corrections,  be  laid 
on  the  Table  within  a  week  ? 

The  attorney  GENERAL  fob 
IRELAND  (Mr.  W.  M.  Johnson)  said, 
he  had  gone  on  the  largest  Circuit  in 
Ireland  for  26  years,  and  he  had  never 
heard  of  the  Judges'  Charges  being  spe- 
cially reported.  He  had  been  a  Law 
Adviser  to  the  Crown  for  a  good  many 
years,  and  he  had  not  heard  of  the  prac- 
tice ;  and  his  sanction,  as  Attorney  Gene- 
ral, would  be  required  for  a  shorthand 
report  of  any  Charge,  and  that  sanction 
had  not  been  asked  for.  With  respect 
to  the  question  of  obtaining  these  Judges' 
Charges,  the  Government  had  no  control 
over  the  Judges,  and,  therefore,  could 
not  get  their  Charges  as  a  matter  of 
practice.  Of  course,  they  would  try  to 
obtain  the  Charges,  and  the  Judges 
would,  no  doubt,  do  their  best  to  help 
the  Government ;  but  they  could  only 
be  obtained  in  that  way. 

Mk.  T.  D.  SULLIVAN  said,  it  seemed 
to  him  tliat  English  Gentlemen  never 
tired  of  quoting  instances  of  Irish  atro- 
cities ;  but  he  was  amazed  that  they  did 
not  say  something  about,  or  appear  to 
be  moved  in  the  slightest  degree  by, 
English  atrocities.  He  would  undertake 
to  say  that  every  day  in  the  week  they 
could,  if  they  chose,  pick  up  from  the 
English  papers  as  long  and  serious  a  list 
of  crimes  and  outrages  as  was  supplied 
to  them  every  day  by  the  industrious 
gentlemen  who  made  it  their  business 
to  collect  these  stories  of  crime  and 
outrage  in  Ireland.  It  was  said  that 
people's  blood  must  run  cold  on  reading 
of  the  cruelties  and  atrocities  in  Ireland  ; 
but  what  blood  would  not  run  cold  at 
the  horrors  and  cruelties  and  atrocities 
in  England  every  day,  committed  on 
women  and  children,  the  most  helpless 
members  of  the  communitv,  and  on 
dumb  animals  ?  The  House  had  heard 
of  the  mutilations  committed  m  lt^\«A\^\ 
but  all  over  Londoii  al  V\i\^  \vio\£L^\^x 
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there  was  placarded  a  list  of  cruelties 
in  London  in  one  month,  amounting  to 
several  hundreds.  But  these  were  allowed 
to  pass  unheeded,  and  the  eyes  of  these 
gpreat  moralists  were  turned  to  the  crimes 
in  Ireland.    What  did  they  expect?   Did 
they  want  to  make  saints  of  all  the  Irish 
people?  If  they  did,  they  were  going  the 
wrong  way  about  it.     Their  rule  never 
had  tended  in  that  direction,  and  never 
would.  With  regard  to  the  outrages  now 
occurring  in  Ireland,  he  declared  his 
belief  that  they  were  very  largely  due 
to  the  Coercion  Act.     He  believed  that 
the  half-informed  men  who  performed 
those  disgraceful  deeds  felt,  in  their  un- 
enlightened minds,  some  sort  of  jus- 
tification   for    their    acts    in    the    fact 
that  hundreds  of  their  countr3nnen  were 
arrested  and  thrown  into  gaol  without 
right  or  reason.     He  believed  that  the 
arrest  of  Mr.  Horke,  of  which  they  heard 
to-day,  was  a  vindictive  and  most  repre- 
hensible proceeding;  and  he  was  inclined 
to  believe  that  the  effect  of  this  act  of 
the   Government,    when   the    act     was 
reported  through  the  length  and  breadth 
of  Ireland,   would  be  to  intensify  the 
feelings  in  many  minds  out  of  which 
sprung  a  good  deal  of  the  crime  now 
being  committed  in  that  country.     Such 
acts  exasperated  the  minds  of  the  people ; 
they  exasperated  the  minds  of  eaucated 
men ;    they  exasperated   the  minds  of 
intelligent  men ;   they  exasperated  the 
minds  of  virtuous  men.     What  effect 
must  they  have  upon  the  minds  of  men 
who  were  not  well  disposed,  upon  men 
who  were,  as  he  had  already  said,  half- 
informed  and  unenlightened,  and  who 
had  a  natural  tendency  to  crime  and 
cruelty  ?    He  repeated  that  he  believed, 
sincerely  and  honestly,  that  those  un- 
justifiable  and  cruel  arrests  were  the 
cause  of  a  good  deal  of   the  cruelty 
and   outrage  now  prevailing;  and   he 
believed  it  would    have   a    wholesome 
effect  towards  the  pacification  of  Ireland, 
and  towards  a  diminution  of  crime  in 
that  country,  if  the  prison  doors  were 
thrown  open,  and   the  men  who  were 
incarcerated  upon   so-called  reasonable 
suspicion  were  allowed  at  large  to  advise 
their  countrymen.     They  would  advise 
and  direct  the  people  to  engage  in  an 
open  and  fearless  agitation ;  but,  at  the 
same    time,    they    would    advise  their 
countrymen  to  abstain  from  those  dis- 
reputable and  criminal  acts  which  dis- 
ffraoed  the  country  ;  they  would  advise 
them  to  abstain   from  crime  and  out- 
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rage,  which  did  not  serve  the  Land 
League  movement,  which  did  not  serve 
any  good  purpose,  which  did  not  serve 
the  cause  the  poor  Irish  people  had  at 
heart,  but  which  only  afforded  occasion 
for  sham  moralists  to  orate  against  the 
crimes  of  a  country  which  upon  the 
whole  score  of  morality  compared  most 
favourably  with  England. 

Main  Question,  ''That  Mr.  Speaker 
do  now  leave  the  Chair,"  put,  and 
agreed  to. 

SUPPLY— CIVIL  SERVICE  SUPPLEMEN- 
TARY  ESTIMATES,  1881-2. 
Supply — considered  in  Committee. 
(In  the  Committee.) 

Class  m. — ^Law  and  Justice. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 

'*  That  a  Supplementary  sum,  not  exceeding 
£7,772,  be  granted  to  Her  Majesty,  to  defray 
the  Charge  which  will  come  in  course  of  pay- 
ment during  the  year  ending  on  the  3l6t  day  of 
March  1882,  for  the  Salaries,  Allowances,  and 
Expenses  of  various  County  Court  Officers,  and 
of  Magistrates  in  Ireland,  and  of  the  Revising 
Barristers  of  the  City  of  Dublin.'* 

Mb.  LEAMY  said,  before  this  Yote 
was  passed,  he  would  like  to  hear  some- 
thing from  the  Chief  Secretary  in  ex- 
planation of  it.  He  found  there  was  a 
sum  of  £3,130  for  the  salaries  of  15 
extra  magistrates,  extra  remuneration 
of  six  special  magistrates,  and  salaries 
of  six  clerks.  He  was  anxious  to  know 
what  was  the  amount  of  the  remunera- 
tion paid  to  each  of  those  special  magis- 
trates and  clerks,  and  who  they  were  ? 
There  was  also  a  further  sum  of  £3,712 
for  subsistence,  allowance  for  six  special 
magistrates  and  their  clerks.  It  was 
desirable  they  shoidd  know  what  was 
the  actual  sum  which  each  of  the  special 
magistrates  received,  not  only  by  way  of 
extra  remuneration,  but  by  way  of  ordi- 
nary pay;  what  was  the  sum  they  received 
for  travelling  expenses  and  subsistence  ? 
It  was  proper,  too,  that  they  should  be 
told  what  were  the  instructions  which 
the  special  magistrates  received. 

Mr.  HEAXiY  said,  he  would  have  pre- 
ferred his  hon.  Friend  to  move  to  report 
Progress,  on  the  ground  that  an  import- 
ant question  was  involved  in  the  Vote — 
namely,  the  appointment  of  Major  Bond, 
who  had  been  proved  in  his  own  native 
town  to  be  a  perjurer.  The  appoint- 
ment of  Major  Bond  was  so  serious  a 
matter  that  they  desired  to  show  the 
British  public,  as  well  as  the  Irish  public, 
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the  charaoter  of  the  man  whom  the  Chief 
Beeretaiy  need  as  his  instrament  in  his 
ooendTO  poliqy ;  and  at  that  late  hour  of 
the  night  the^  ooffht  not  to  be  eicpeoted 
to  prooeed  with  &e  Vote.  Personallj, 
he  had  no  objection  to  the  Oovemment 
takinff  any  non-contentions  Votes;  but 
Irish  Members  ought  not  to  be  expected, 
at  half-past  1  o'clock  in  the  mormng,  to 
enter  into  a  matter  affecting  the  msh 
people  BO  closely  as  the  remuneration  of 
the  magistrates  whom  the  Ohief  Secre- 
tary had  appointed  to  carry  out  his  hate- 
ftd  policy  of  coercion. 

Mb.  OALIAN  said,  it  would  be  to  the 
couTenience  of  the  Committee  if  the  Vote 
were  postponed.  It  was  well  the  English 
and  Irish  jieople  should  be  made  ac- 
quainted with  tne  circumstances  attend- 
ing the  appointment  of  Major  Bond,  be- 
cause underlying  that  appointment  was 
the  qrstem  under  which  the  Chief  Secre- 
tary goTemed  Ireland.  The  Yote  had 
onoe  before  been  postponed  to  admit  of 
the  presence  of  the  Chief  Secretary,  and 
to  tue  a  matter  of  such  ^neral  interest 
after  half -past  1  o'clock  in  the  morning 
was  a  mere  sham.  Not  a  single  Gentle- 
man on  the  Conseryatiye  side  of  the 
House  was  now  present;  but  opposite 
they  had  a  complete  phalanx  of  the 
Badical  Party  prepared  to  support  the 
Chief  Secretary  in  his  coercive  policy. 
They  also  saw  that  some  Members  of 
the  Caucus  had  come  down  to  defend 
the  appointment  of  Major  Bond.  It 
would  be  well  to  at  once  take  whatever 
non-contentious  Votes  there  were,  and 
not  enter  upon  this  one,  which  would  in- 
volve a  long  and  embittered  wrangle. 
They  could  not  discuss  the  appointment 
of  Major  Bond  at  a  time  when  their  pro- 
ceedings could  not  be  published.  They 
intended  to  impugn  the  capacity  of 
Major  Bond,  to  impugn  his  honesty, 
straightforwardness,  independence,  and 
fairness;  and  unless  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Chief  Secretary  wished 
to  gag  them,  to  put  the  ctdture  upon 
them  by  a  side  wind,  he  would  not  take 
the  Vote  on  the  present  occasion. 

Mb.  W.  E.  FORSTER  reminded  hon. 
Qentlemen  that  on  the  subject  of  the  ap- 
pointment of  Major  Bond  there  was  a 
Motion  on  going  into  Committee  of 
Supply  on  the  Paper,  and,  in  all  pro- 
bability, it  could  be  taken  at  an]  early 
hour.  He  had  every  wish  to  have  the 
appointment  discussed,  and  he  should 
very  much  prefer  what  he  had  to  say  on 


the  matter  should  be  said  when  it  could 
be  published  throughout  the  country. 
It  was,  however,  important  to  eet  the 
Supplementary  Estimates  finished  in  the 
course  of  the  week,  and  therefore  he 
trusted  they  would  be  allowed  to  pro- 
ceed. He  would  explain  how  the  matter 
stood  with  regard  to  Major  Bond,  and, 
unless  there  were  other  matters 

Mb.  HEALT:  Yes,  there  is  Mr. 
Clifford  Lloyd. 

Mb.  W.  E.  FOBSTER  said,  he  thought 
the  appointment  of  Mr.  Clifford  Lloyd 
had  been  discussed  so  often  that  there 
was  not  very  much  more  to  be  said 
about  him.  If  hon.  Members  were  so 
strongly  of  opinion  that  the  Yote  could 
not  be  oonvemently  taken  now  he  would 
postpone  it. 

Motion,  by  leave,  mthdraum. 

Oujsa  17. — Eduoatzok,  Soibnob,  and 

Abt. 

(1.)  £838,  Boyal  Universily  of  Ire- 
land. 

KAYY  ESnilATES. 

(2.)  £50,000,  Army  Department  (Con- 
veyance of  Troops). 

Mb.    ARTHX7B  O'CONNOB   asked 

if  this  was  an  Army  or  a  Navy  Vote, 
and  if  there  was  any  item  called  "  the 
charge  for  coal  ?  "  Perhaps  the  Secretary 
to  the  Admiralty  could  say  whether  the 
Government  was  aware  what  amount  of 
coal  there  was  in  the  different  ports  and 
Navy  Yards  of  the  country.  Some  years 
ago  it  was  discovered  that  £6,000  worth 
of  coals,  at  Portsmouth,  had  been  over- 
looked for  a  very  long  time ;  and  it  was 
very  possible  that  the  taking  of  stock  with 
regard  to  coal  in  England  was  not  alto- 
gether complete  vet.  With  regard  to 
coal,  again,  he  believed  that  sundry 
complaints  had  been  made  to  the  Admi- 
ralty as  to  some  very  questionable  trans- 
actions in  the  shape  of  the  issue  of  coals 
to  private  purchasers  in  Gibraltar,  and 
some  other  places.  Possibly  the  hon. 
Gentleman  would  tell  them  what  the 
Government  had  done  in  the  matter. 

Mb.  TREVELYAN  said,  that  the 
Services  for  which  money  was  asked 
were  entirely  connected  with  the 
Army.  There  undoubtedly  did  exist 
an  abuse  at  Gibraltar  with  regard  to 
the  sale  of  coals  to  private  persons. 
He  thought  the  system  would  not  be 
found  so  objectionable  if  t\iQ  ^<^%  V^^ 
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been  made  directly  to  the  merchant 
Bhips  ;  but  they  were  conducted  through 
a  middleman.  The  matter  was  only 
brought  to  the  knowledge  of  the  Admi- 
ralty within  the  last  few  months,  and  very 
strict  orders  had  been  issued  to  stop  the 
sales.  He  had  a  communication  on  the 
subject  only  two  days  ago,  and  he  had 
not  the  least  suspicion  that  the  abuse  was 
existing,  nor  did  he  think  it  was  at  all 
probable  that  there  were  any  large  stocks 
of  coal  overlooked  in  any  of  their  estab- 
lishments. The  stock  of  coal  for  the 
year  had  been  kept  extremely  low,  and 
in  those  parts  of  the  world  where  coal 
depreciated  patent  fuel  was  being  used. 

Mr.  ARTHUR  O'CONNOR  asked 
who  the  middleman  was  through  whom 
the  sales  of  coals  were  made  at  Gibraltar, 
and  whether  he  was  connected  with  any 
other  Government  contract  ? 

Mr.  TREVELYAN  said,  he  might 
observe  that  the  question  had  nothing 
to  do  with  the  Vote.  The  coal  which  the 
Vote  referred  to  was  entirely  used  in  two 
transports,  which  made  a  voyage  from 
the  Cape  to  Bombay.  Perhaps  the  word 
**  abuse  "  was  too  strong  a  word  to  use 
in  respect  to  what  had  transpired  at  Gib- 
raltar. He  had  no  reason  to  believe 
there  was  anything  surreptitious  ;  it  was 
only  the  system  that  was  bad.  The 
name  of  the  middleman,  or  coal  agent, 
he  did  not  remember  at  present ;  but  he 
would  ascertain  his  name,  and  he  would 
also  inform  the  hon.  Member  whether 
there  was  anything  which  called  for 
reprehension. 

Vote  agreed  to. 

Resolutions  to  be  reported  upon  Mon- 
day next ; 

Committee  to  sit  again  upon  Monday 
next. 

SUPPLY.— REPORT. 

Postponed  Resolution  [3rd  March] 
further  considered. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"  That  this  House  doth  agree  with  the 
Committee  in  the  said  Resolution." 

Me.  HEALY  said,  there  were  several 
points  in  which  the  Government  pro- 
mised explanation  on  Report.  For  in- 
stance, the  Attorney  General  for  Ireland 
promised  to  look  into  the  matter  of  the 
advertisements  of  the  Land  Commission. 
He  (Mr.  Healy)  and  his  hon.  Friends 
had  pointed  out  that  those  advertise- 
menta  were  published  in  ITte  Scotsman, 
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the  Dublin  General  Advertisery  which  was 
owned  by  the  hon.  Member  for  Glasgow 
(Dr.  Cameron),  and  in  the  London  Timet, 
so  that  if  the  people  of  Ireland  wanted 
to  know  anything  about  the  relation 
between  landlord  and  tenant  they  must 
refer  to  those  papers.  The  Attorney 
General  for  Ireland  undertook  to  look 
into  the  matter  and  have  things  re- 
medied. It  was  shown  by  the  Irish 
Members  that  there  were  such  papers 
as  The  FreemanU  Journal^  that  were 
largely  read  by  the  people ;  and  it 
was  to  such  papers  that  the  advertise- 
ments of  the  Land  Commission  should 
be  given,  and  not  to  papers  like  The 
Scotsman  and  London  Times.  Further- 
more, there  was  the  question  of  Mr. 
Barrett,  the  chief  evictor  of  Lord  Ken- 
mare,  who  had  been  appointed  valuator 
under  the  Land  Act.  It  had  been  denied 
that  he  had  been  so  appointed ;  but  on 
looking  the  matter  up  he  found  it  dis- 
tinctly stated  in  the  Report  of  the  pro- 
ceedings of  the  Judicial  Sub-Commis* 
sioners  that  in  the  case  of  Mr.  Bence 
Jones,  Mr.  John  Barrett  was  appointed 
by  the  Sub- Commissioners  as  valuator. 
It  was  said  they  had  not  got  the  in- 
terest of  the  Land  Act  at  heart ;  but  he 
would  ask  the  Attorney  General  if  it 
was  desirable  that  evictors  like  John 
Barrett,  who,  from  their  well-known  pro- 
pensities, were  odious  in  the  eyes  of  the 
people,  should  be  appointed  valuators 
under  the  Land  Act?  He  desired  to 
know  if  Mr.  Barrett  had  been  perma- 
nently appointed,  or  had  been  simply  ap- 
pointed in  the  case  of  Mr.  Bence  Jones's 
tenantry.  Then,  again,  in  regard  to  the 
appointment  of  the  Solicitor  to  the  Land 
Commission,  it  was  stated  in  the  papers 
the  other  day  that  Mr.  Fitzgerald  had 
been  appointed.  It  was  a  remarkable 
thing  that  Judge  Fitzgerald  was  one  of 
the  chief  instruments  of  the  Government 
in  Ireland,  and,  as  first  member  of  the 
Privy  Council,  he  always  took  a  pro- 
minent part  whenever  any  measure  of 
coercion  was  to  be  put  in  force.  That 
learned  Judge  decided  what  cases  were 
to  be  tried,  and  then  went  down  to  the 
Assizes  to  make  a  series  of  special 
Charges  to  the  Grand  Juries,  in  accord- 
ance with  a  pre-arranged  line  of  action 
decided  upon  by  the  Privy  Council.  He 
had  now  received  his  reward  in  an  ap- 
pointment for  his  son— a  briefless  bar- 
rister, whom  nobody  had  ever  heard  of  • 
and  while  the  son  had  received  an  im. 
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portaat  appomtment  on  the  one  hand, 
Jadm  Htsgendd's  nephew,  on  the  other 
Iiuia,had  Men  appointed  to  theeolicitor- 
ship  of  the  Land  Gommiasion.  He  (ICr. 
Healy)  wished  to  know  if  that  was  true  f 
If  it  wasi  it  was  a  remarkable  fact;  and 
it  was  a  xnatter  upon  whioh  they  ought 
to  haTO  some  ezplanatioii.  Then,  again, 
there  was  the  question  of  maps.  He 
had  pointed  out  the  other  day  an  absurd 
mle  laid  down  in  the  originating  notice, 
which  was  based  upon  tiie  assumption 
that  every  Irish  t^ant  had  a  copy  .of 
the  Ordnance  Surre;^  map  in  his  house 
or  library.  It  was  ridiculous  to  suppose 
that  an  Irish  tenant  with  a  10  acre 
fiurm  had  a  libraiy  of  any  kind  in  which 
to  place  the  maps  of  the  Ordnance  8ur- 
Tey.  The  origmating  notice  required 
the  character  of  the  holding  to  be  stated 
in  accordance  with  the  definition  on  the 
Ordnance  map.  The  tenant  was  to  de- 
scribe the  name  of.  the  farm  and  die 
locality,  and  he  was  not  to  give  the 
names  by  which  the  holdine  was  known 
to  the  people  of  the  locauty,  but  the 
names  which  appeared  on  the  Ordnance 
map.  In  many  cases  English  -  Irish 
names  were  employed,  and  in  others 
Irish-English  names,  a  splendid  mess 
being  mue  of  the  whole  thing.  Itwasan 
extraordinary  requirement  that  a  humble 
peasant  should  be  called  upon  to  obtain 
a  copy  of  the  Ordnance  Survey  map,  and 
describe  his  holding  in  accordance  with 
that  map.  There  were  many  other  points 
upon  which  he  might  ask  for  informa- 
tion ;  but  he  would  content  himself  with 
these  four  at  present — namely,  what 
course  had  been  taken  in  regard  to  the 
advertisements  of  voluntary  agreements ; 
next,  as  to  the  appointment  of  the  Soli- 
citor to  the  Land  Court ;  next,  as  to  the 
Ordnance  Survey  map ;  and,  lastly,  as 
to  the  appointment  of  John  Barrett  as  a 
valuer  ? 

The  ATTORNEY  GENERAL  fob 
IRELAND  (Mr.  W.  M.  Johnson)  said, 
it  was  not  required  that  every  tenant 
should  possess  an  Ordnance  map;  but 
it  was  thought  that  he  would  have  no 
difficulty  in  obtaining  access  to  one.  He 
(the  Attorney  Oenerel  for  Ireland)  would 
now  give  a  very  short  answer  and  expla- 
nation to  all  the  points  which  had  been 
raised  by  the  hon.  Member.  In  the  first 
place,  in  regard  to  the  newspapers,  it 
was  a  fact  that  the  advertisements  of 
voluntary  agreements  were  inserted  in 
the  three  papers  mentioned — the  Dublin 


Oenmrti  Ai/MrHisr^  the  London  JIwim, 
and  the  Edinburgh  Sooitmam.  It  was 
required  under  the  Act  that  the  agree- 
ments made  out  of  Court,  and  which 
were  of  a  very  elaborate  nature,  should 
remain  for  two  or  three  months — he 
forgot  which — before  they  became  bin4- 
ing.  The  House  would  easily  see  the 
nature  of  one  of  these  advertisements 
from  the  document  he  held  in  his  hand. 
Now,  it  happened  that  a  very  lai^ 
amount  of  &otch  and  English  money 
was  invested  on  mortgage  in  Ireland 
through  the  Insurance  Companies ;  and 
as  all  these  agreements  related  to  the 
arrangements  between  landlord  and  ten- 
ant, it  was  necessary  to  inform  the  mort- 
gagee who  lent  the  money,  and  resided 
out  of  the  country,  what  the  nature  of 
the  agreements  entered  into  was,  so  that 
they  might  be  apprised  of  what  was 
going  on.  Accoroingly  the  Land  Com- 
missioners selected  l%e  I%me9  in  Eng- 
land, Tike  SeoUman  in  Scotland,  and  Xm 
General  Ad/eertieer  in  Dublin.  The  rea- 
son why  the  last-named  paper  was  se- 
lected was  that  it  was  geneoraUy  employed 
by  the  public  Courts  as  the  medium  for 
advertising.  The  Landed  Estates  Court 
advertised  in  I%#  Oeneral  Advertiser,  the 
Public  W'orks  Department  advertised 
all  their  loans  and  applications  for  loans 
in  that  paper.  The  Oeneral  Adveriieer 
circulated  36,000  copies  all  over  Ire- 
land; it  was  delivered  gratuitously  in 
Dublin  and  the  suburbs,  it  was  filed  in 
the  Public  Offices,  and  it  was  posted 
free  to  almost  every  town  in  Ireland. 
By  that  means  it  possessed  a  very  large 
circulation  in  Ireland.  If  one  of  these 
advertisements  were  inserted  in  all  the 
Dublin  newspapers,  it  would  entail  a 
very  considerable  expense.  He  was  in- 
formed that  the  cost  would  have  been 
£287  for  the  present  month  alone  for  a 
single  insertion  in  the  Dublin  papers. 
The  cost,  therefore,  was  so  great  that 
the  Land  Commissioners  thought  it 
would  be  much  more  economical  to 
insert  the  advertisements  in  the  papers 
which  had  been  mentioned.  In  refer- 
ence to  this  matter,  it  had  been  stated 
that  an  hon.  Member  of  that  House — 
the  Member  for  Glasgow  (Dr.  Cameron) 
— was  the  owner  of  The  SeoUman  and 
the  owner  of  The  Oeneral  Advertiser. 
[An  hon.  Mekbbb  :  Not  The  Scotsmanj 
but  The  Glasgow  Mail.']  The  imputation 
conveyed  was  that  it  was  a  bribe  to  the 
hon.  Member  for  Glasgow  for  b\A  %>x^ 
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port  to  the  Government.    He  (the  Attor- 
ney General  for  Ireland)  entirely  dis- 
claimed any  such  object,  and  he  was 
told  that  the  interest  of  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber in  the  Dublin    General  Advertiser 
was  very  small  indeed.     As  to  the  next 
question — the  employment  of  Mr.  Barrett 
as  a  Government  valuer — what  he  had 
stated  at  the  time  the  hon.  Member  for 
Wexford  (Mr.  Healy)  called  attention 
to  the  matter  was  that  Barrett  was  not 
one  of  the  valuers  appointed  by  the 
Oourt ;  that  was,  that  he  was  certainly 
not  a  permanent  valuer.  The  fact  turned 
out  to  be  as  he  had  stated  it.    Barrett, 
however,  had  on  one  occasion  been  ap- 
pointed, under  the  provisions  of  the  Act, 
as  an  independent  valuer  ;  but  that  was 
a  matter  over  which  the  Oommissioners 
had  no  control.  He  was  appointed  under 
one  of  the  sections  .of  the  Act  to  deter- 
mine a  question  relating  to  a  holding  in 
regard  to  which  the  Sub-Oommissioners 
were   empowered  to  employ  an    inde- 
pendent valuer.     As  regarded  this  par- 
ticular case,  he  was  informed  that  the 
Sub-Commissioners  appointed  Barrett  to 
make  the  valuation  of  some  property  at 
a  considerable  distance  from  his  own 
residence.    The  appointment  was  made 
with  the  approbation  both  of  the  land- 
lord and  of  the  tenant.    The  result  was 
satisfactory  to  the  tenant,  and  was  not 
complained  of  either  by  the  Court  or  by 
the  landlord.     That  was  the  only  occa- 
sion on  which  Barrett  was  employed, 
and  he  had  never   been  appointed  a 
valuer  by  the  Commissioners.      Their 
valuers  were  Mr.  Ghray,  Mr.  Bell,  and 
he  believed  there  was  a  third  gentleman 
named  Bussell.     In  regard  to  Mr.  Fitz- 
gerald, he  happened  to  be  personally 
acquainted  with  that  gentleman.    Mr. 
Fitzgerald  was  an  intimate  friend   of 
his  ;  he  had  known  him  from  the  time 
he  was  called  to  the  Bar.      He  had 
received  previous  information  from  Mr. 
Fitzgerala  that  he  was  most  unwilling 
to  taJke  the  appointment,  and  that  it  re- 
quired pressure  to  induce  him  to  do  so. 

Mb.  W.  E.  FORSTER  :  In  the  first 
instance  he  did  refuse  it. 

The  attorney  GENERAL  foe 
IRELAND  (Mr.  W.  M.  Johnson)  said, 
his  right  hon.  Friend  the  Chief  Secre- 
tary corroborated  him,  and  bore  testi- 
mony to  the  fact  that,  in  the  first  in- 
stance, Mr.  Fitzgerald  refused  the  ap- 
pointmeiit.  With  regard  to  tiie  appoint- 
m«&t  at  Solioitor  to  the  Land  Oourt,  he 

2%i  Attorney  General  fwr  Ireland 


understood  that  the  Commissioners  were 
most  anxious  to  complete  the  appoint- 
ment ;  but  it  had  not  yet  been  aecided 
who  was  to  be  the  lucky  man.  The  Go- 
vernment left  all  the  responsibility  to 
the  Commissioners  themselves,  who  were 
certainly  the  best  judges.  With  refer- 
ence to  the  Ordnance  Survey  maps,  he 
had  ascertained  that  it  was  necessary  for 
the  purposes  of  the  Appeal  Court  to  have 
the  holdings  describea  in  accordance  with 
the  Ordnance  maps.  The  valuers  em- 
ployed by  the  Commissioners  were  then 
able  to  go  down  and  value  the  property. 
It  was  not  correct  that  the  originating 
notice  required  the  maps  of  the  Ordnance 
Survey  to  be  used ;  but  the  Rules  pro- 
vided that  the  farms  should,  as  near  as 
possible,  be  described  in  accordance 
with  those  maps. 

Mb.  healy  asked  if  the  right  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman  would  object  to 
read  the  notice  ?     ' 

The    attorney  GENERAL  for 
IRELAND  (Mr.  W.  M.  Johnson)  said, 
he  had  not  g^t  the  Rule  with  him  ;  but 
the  words  he  had  taken  down  were  these 
— **  May  be  in  the  form."      Those  were 
words  extracted  from  the  Rule.     It  was 
not  an  imperative  obligation  ;  but  the 
Rule  provided  that  the  description  might 
be  in  the  form  of  the  description  given 
in  the  Ordnance  map.   He  thought  these 
were  all  the  points  the  hon.  Gentleman 
had  mentioned.      It  was  the  Commis- 
sioners themselves,  and  not  the  Govern- 
ment, who  selected  the  papers  in  which 
the  advertisements  were  to  be  inserted, 
and  he  had  already  mentioned  the  rea- 
sons which  actuated  them.   He  had  also 
fiven  the  names  of  the  valuers  imme- 
iately  connected  with  the  Commission. 
The  only  other  point  it  was  necessary  he 
should  answer  was  this : — On  a  previous 
occasion  he  undertook  to  lay  before  the 
House  a  statement  in  reference  to  the 
examination  of  the  clerks  who  had  been 
appointed  in  the  office  of  the  Land  Com- 
mission.    He  found  that  he  was  correct 
in  stating  that  the  clerks,  with  nine  ex- 
ceptions, were  required  to    satisfy  the 
Civil  Service  Commissioners  in  regard 
to    their    qualifications.       Among    the 
officers  who  were  excepted  were    the 
secretary,    the    accountant,    the    chief 
agent    for    land    sales,     the    assistant 
agents  for  land  sales,  registrars  of  sales, 
the  valuer,  and  the  sohcitor.      Special 
certificates  were  reqmred  by  the  Land 
OommisBion  horn  the  Civil  Service  Com- 
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vdaAmerBf  in  referenee  to  some  of  the 

aNnntmentB.  He  had  fbrther  under- 
en  to  asoertain  whether  Ihe  forms 
■applied  to  the  Talners  were  soffident  to 
enable  them  to  make  a  proper  raloa- 
tion.  He  held  one  of  them  in  his  hand, 
and  he  found  it  was  of  a  yeiy  ezhaustiye 
ohazaoter.  It  speoifiedy  among  other 
thinflSy  the  county,  the  name  of  the 
landlord^  whether  the  land  was  town 
land  or  not,  the  area,  the  name  of  the 
tonanty  the  rateable  yalne,  the  actual 
rent,  the  situation  of  the  holding,  its 
deration  and  aspect,  the  number  of 
iSanoea,  the  chanuster  of  the  soil,  the 
naftoze  of  the  improyements,  and  yarious 
other  matters  that  affected  the  holding. 
In  order  to  fill  up  that  form  it  would  be 
necessary  for  the  yaluer  to  make  a  yeiy 
eztensiye  examination  of  the  property. 
The  name  of  Mr.  Muiphy  had  been 
mentioned  as  a  yaluer.  He  belieyed 
that  Mr.  Muiphy  would  haye  been  ap- 
pointed if  he  haa  chosen  to  put  his  name 
rorward.  He  would  not  trouble  the 
House  fbrther.  He  thought  he  had 
answered  the  material  questions  put  to 
him,  and  he  had  taken  the  greatest  pains 
to  obtain  all  the  information  that  was 
Bscessaiy. 

Mb.  OALLAN  said,  he  had  listened 
with  attention  and  interest  to  the  speech 
of  the  right  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman 
the  Attorney  Oeneral  for  Ireland  in  ex- 
planation of  the  course  adopted  by  the 
Commission  of  adyertising  in  The  Titnes 
and  Tks  Scotsman  the  yoluntary  agree- 
ments which  were  entered  into  by  the 
tenants  in  Ireland,  and  he  had  come  to 
the  conclusion  that  his  statement  would 
haye  been  in  eyery  respect  eminently 
satisfactory  had  Irish  Members  not  been 
in  a  position  to  read  between  the  lines. 

The  attorney  GENERAL  foe 
IRELAND  (Mr.  W.  M.  Johnson)  said, 
he  should  haye  stated  that  the  course 
which  was  at  present  adopted  by  the 
Commissioners  was  that  of  inserting  a 
brief  adyertLsement  in  the  Dublin  morn- 
ing papers,  announcing  that  a  longer 
adyertisement  with  regard  to  these  yolun- 
tary agreements  would  be  found  in  The 
General  Advertiser.  The  same  notice 
appeared  with  reference  to  the  adyer- 
tisements  in  The  Scotsman  and  The 
Times. 

Ma.  OALLAN  said,  he  was  quite  un- 
sble  to  agree  with  the  Attorney  General 
for  Ireland  that  it  was  necessary  or 
dedzable  that  English  and  Scotch  mort- 


gagees should  be  informed  of  the  yolun- 
ta;r^  agreements  made  in  Ireland  by 
means  of  adyertisements  in  English  and 
Scotch  papers.  That  statement  formed 
the  sole  excuse  which  the  right  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman  had  offered  for 
the  course  adopted  by  the  Oommission 
with  regard  to  the  adyertisements  in 
I%e  TimM  and  7%#  Seoinnan ;  and  it  was 
a  yery  remarkable  one,  because  the 
right  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  was 
a  man  of  large  experience,  and  would 
know  perfectly  well  that  not  one  penny 
of  Scotch  money  was  lent  in  Iielana, 
except  through  agents  in  Dublin.  No 
Scotdi  mort^igee  of  land  in  Ireland 
would  think  of  reading  The  Scotsman  for 
the  purpose  of  getting  information  with 
regard  to  these  yoluntary  agreements. 
He  would  unquestionably  refer  to  his 
Dublin  agent,  who  read  the  Dublin 
morning  papers;  and,  under  these  cir- 
cumstances, he  (Mr.  Oallan)  contended 
there  was  no  necessity  whateyer  for 
adyertisine  in  The  Scotsman.  The  ob- 
jection taken  hj  his  hon.  Friends  was 
not  against  inmyidual  newspapers,  but 
against  the  corruption  of  the  JE^ass.  The 
rieht  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  had 
referred  to  the  adyertisements  inserted 
in  Irish  papers  by  the  Board  of  Works. 
He  wished  to  ask  the  noble  Lord  the 
Financial  Secretary  to  the  Treasury, 
whether  or  not  it  was  a  fact  that  in  this 
matter  the  Board  of  Works  were  con- 
trolled entirely  by  the  Department  which 
he  represented  ?  Was  it  not  the  case, 
that  since  the  meeting  of  Parliament  the 
Treasury  had  sent  directions  to  the  Irish 
Board  of  Works  as  to  the  papers  in 
which  their  adyertisements  were  to  be 
inserted  ?  The  opinion  in  Ireland  was 
that  the  Board  of  Works  were  not  allowed 
to  use  their  own  judgment  in  this  matter, 
and  that  they  simply  sent  adyertisements 
as  they  were  directed  by  the  Treasury 
Department  in  London.  If  such  in- 
structions were  sent  to  Ireland,  surely 
the  noble  Lord  would  be  aware  of  the 
fact,  and  would  be  able  to  make  a  state- 
ment to  the  House ;  but  if  it  had  been 
concealed  from  him,  he  (Mr.  Gallan) 
could  do  no  more  than  characterize  the 
proceeding  as  most  improper,  and  he 
was  quite  certain  that  the  noble  Lord 
would  inyestigate  a  system  which  allowed 
under  -  officieds  in  his  Department  to 
direct  the  Board  of  Works  to  adyertise 
only  in  certain  newspapers.  Would  the 
noble  Lord  like  to  assume  \]bLd  tqs^\^- 
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bility  of  directing  in  what  newspapers 
the  advertiBements  were  to  appear? 
The  long  advertiBements  were  inserted 
only  in  The  General  Advertiietf  which 
was  not  read  by  the  people  of  Ireland, 
and  had  a  very  limited  circulation  ;  and 
he  repeated  that  the  statement  in  Ire- 
land was  that  they  were  published  in 
that  paper  in  consequence  of  peremptory 
instructions  received  from  the  Treasury 
in  London,  the  Department  which  issued 
them  having  no  discretion  whatever  in 
the  matter.  The  question  he  had  to  put 
to  the  noble  Lord  was  this — did  he,  or 
his  Department  in  London,  control  the 
Board  of  Works  in  Ireland  in  the 
matter  of  advertisements  ? 

Lord  FEEDERICK  CAVENDISH 
said,  he  was  obliged  to  point  out  to  the 
hon.  Member  for  Louth  that  his  question 
with  regard  to  the  advertisements  of  the 
Board  of  Works  in  Ireland  had  nothing 
whatever  to  do  with  the  Vote  before  the 
House. 

Mb.  OALLAN  regretted  that  the 
noble  Lord  had  not  felt  himself  in  a 
position  to  reply  to  his  question.  He 
should  not  have  alluded  to  the  Board  of 
Works  in  Ireland,  had  not  the  right 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  the  Attorney 
Oeneral  for  Ireland  done  so  in  the 
course  of  his  reply  to  the  hon.  Member 
for  Wexford  (Mr.  Healy). 

Mb.  T.  D.  SULLIVAN  said,  he  should 
like  to  know  whether  the  system  at 
present  in  operation  with  regard  to  these 
official  advertisements  in  Ireland  was  to 
be  persevered  in  ?  He  had  listened  to 
the  explanations  offered  to  the  House ; 
but  the  right  hon.  and  learned  Gentle- 
man had  given  no  intimation  as  to  whe- 
ther the  existing  arrangement  would  be 
continued  or  altered.  He  (Mr.  Sullivan) 
regarded  the  system  as  most  objection- 
able, and  contended  that  it  should  be 
changed.  The  Attorney  General  for 
Ireland  had  stated  that  The  General 
Advertiser  J  in  which  the  notices  of  volun- 
tary agreements  appeared  in  Dublin, had 
a  most  extensive  circulation  throughout 
Ireland.  Without  any  reflection  upon 
the  right  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman, 
he  was  bound  to  say  that  he  did  not  at 
all  believe  in  the  accuracy  of  that  re-, 
presentation.  The  publication  in  ques- 
tion had,  according  to  his  information, 
a  very  limited  circulation.  It  was  gra- 
tuitously distributed  to  a  few  persons  in 
the  dty  of  Dublini  and  on  the  following 
Monday  a  messenger  was  sent  round  to 
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their  houses,  and  was  supposed  to  get 
back  the  copies,  which  were  then  to  be 
sent  into  the  country.  No  doubt  some 
of  the  copies  were  returned ;  but  the  idea 
that  they  were  sufficient  for  the  purpoae 
of  distribution  throughout  the  length 
and  breadth  of  Ireland  was,  in  his 
opinion,  altogether  a  mistake.  For 
these  reasons  he  found  it  impossible  to 
accept  as  accurate  the  statement  of  the 
Attorney  General  with  regard  to  the 
circulation  of  the  paper.      But  it  ap- 

geared  from  the  statement  of  the  right 
on.  and  learned  Gentleman  that  a  short 
advertisement  referring  to  the  longer 
announcement  in  The  General  Advertiser 
was  inserted  in  The  Freeman^s  Journals 
Now,  the  latter  newspaper  had  unques- 
tionably the  widest  and  most  extensive 
circulation  of  any  in  Ireland:  it  was 
sent  out  from  the  office  everf  morning 
in  bales,  containing  thousands  of  copies, 
that  were  deliver^  in  all  parts  of  the 
country.  Every  man  in  DubUn  read 
The  Freeman* e  Journal,  no  matter  whether 
or  not  he  agreed  with  the  political  prin- 
ciples which  it  advocated.  And  it  was 
in  this  paper  that  the  Attorney  General 
said  that  a  brief  advertisement  was  in- 
serted, referring  the  people  to  the  long 
advertisement  in  The  General  Advertiser. 
In  his  opinion  the  practice  should  be  re- 
versed. For  his  own  part,  he  considered 
that  the  daily  papers  in  Dublin,  of  every 
class  of  politics,  were  entitled  fairly  to 
share  in  the  matter  of  these  advertise- 
ments ;  and  he  was  at  a  loss  to  under- 
stand why  a  publication  of  so  limited  a 
circulation  as  The  General  Advertiser 
should  be  made,  as  it  were,  the  pet  out 
of  all  the  other  newspapers  published 
in  the  country.  The  present  arrange- 
ment was  artificial  and  unsatisfactory, 
and  he  thought  he  had  shown  good 
reasons  why  it  should  not  be  allowed  to 
continue.  The  placing  of  these  adver- 
tisements was  evidently  a  matter  of 
favour,  obtained  in  some  way  which 
Irish  Members  did  not  understand.  But 
coming  to  the  common  sense  and  just 
view  of  the  case,  having  regard  to  the 
question  of  what  newspaper  was  most 
read,  and  which  would  consequently 
offer  to  the  people  the  most  full  infor- 
mation, he  said  that  The  General  Adver- 
tiser was  not  the  paper,  and  that  The 
Freeman* s  Journal  wsus.  The  right  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman  had  said  that 
English  and  Scotch  mortgagees  and  In- 
surance Offices  were  large^  inteirested 
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in  the  matter  of  the  yoluntary  agree- 
ments, and  it  was,  therefore,  desirable 
that  notices  with  respect  to  them  should 
appear  in  The  Time9  and  The  Scotsman, 
The  statement  of  the  right  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  went  a  long  way  to 
prove  that  landlordism  in  Ireland  was  a 
hollow  sham,  for  they  were  now  told 
that  Irish  landlords,  who,  it  was  said, 
spent  their  money  in  Ireland  and  did  so 
mnch  good  there  in  other  ways,  really  had 
to  hand  oyer  most  of  their  rents  to  Eng- 
lish and  Scotch  mortgagees  and  Insurance 
Companies.  That  was  one  of  the  consi- 
derations which  pressed  on  the  minds  of 
Irish  Members  when  they  contended 
that  neither  Ireland  nor  the  tenantry 
of  Ireland  could  be  on  any  foundation 
of  prosperity  until  this  system  of  sham 
landloi^ism  was  broken  up,  and  its 
place  supplied  by  the  reality  of  a  pea- 
sant proprietory. 

Mb.  ARTHUR  O'CONNOR  pointed 
out  that  in  the  case  of  Army  advertise- 
ments the  military  authorities  thought 
there  was  good  reason  for  advertising  in 
a  large  number  of  the  Irish  newspapers 
whenever  they  had  any  information  to 
communicate  with  regard  to  military 
affairs  in  Ireland.  He  found  by  an  Army 
Circular  which  he  held  in  his  hand  that 
there  were  no  less  than  27  Irish  news- 
papers which  were  recognized  by  the 
Department  as  proper  channels  for  the 
dissemination  of  information  in  respect 
of  contracts  in  connection  with  the  Mili- 
tary Service  in  Ireland.  He  could  not 
understand  why  the  Irish  Land  Com- 
mission, having  its  head  office  in  Dub- 
lin, should  not  make  their  announce- 
ments in  these  27  Irish  newspapers.  He 
was  quite  certain  that  it  would  be  better 
for  them  to  advertise  in  all  the  papers 
which  circulated  amongst  the  agricul- 
tural population  of  Ireland  than  it  would 
be  to  advertise  in  The  Scotsman. 

Mr.  LEAMY  said,  he  could  not  see 
that  it  was  any  advantage  to  Scotch 
mortgagees  to  have  information  with  re- 
gard to  these  voluntary  agreements  after 
they  were  executed.  The  right  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman,  as  he  understood, 
gave  as  the  reason  for  advertising  in  a 
Scotch  paper  that  the  announcements 
were  made  for  the  purpose  of  inviting 
the  attention  of  Scotch  mortgagees  to 
the  fact  that  agreements  had  been  en- 
tered into  for  a  reduction  of  rent.  He 
(Mr.  Leamy)  thought  it  would  be  pro- 
per that  mortgagees  in  England   and 


Scotland  should  receive  information 
with  respect  to  such  agreements,  pro- 
vided it  was  of  any  use  to  them  to  be 
so  informed.  He  could  ouite  under- 
stand that  it  would  be  of  use  to  the 
mortgagee  to  discover  by  means  of  an 
advertisement  that  a  voluntary  agree- 
ment was  about  to  be  made  between 
the  landlord  and  tenant  for  the  purpose 
of  fixing  the  rent  of  a  farm,  if  the  mort- 
gagee were  entitled  to  go  into  Court, 
either  personally  or  by  his  solicitor,  and 
ask  the  Court  not  to  allow  the  agpree- 
ment  to  be  carried  into  effect.  But  he 
was  not  aware  that  the  Land  Act  con- 
tained any  provision  whatever  for  pro- 
tecting the  interest  of  mortgagees  in 
this  respect,  although  he  thought  it 
only  reasonable  that  the  mortgagee 
should  be  allowed  to  go  into  Court. 
What,  then,  became  of  the  mortgagee's 
interest  in  the  matter,  seeing  that  it  was 
settled  on  the  application  of  the  tenant  ? 
The  right  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman 
stated  that  the  arrangement  with  re- 
gard to  advertisements  was  settled  by 
one  of  the  Rules  which,  however,  had 
not  yet  been  laid  upon  the  Table  of  the 
House.  He  should  certainly  be  glad  to 
know  what  advantage  the  mortgagee 
derived  from  the  advertisements  in 
question.  As  they  were  not  inserted 
for  the  purpose  of  enabling  the  mort- 
gagee to  contest  the  arrangement  in 
any  way,  but  only  to  give  notice  of  the 
fact  that  the  rent  had  been  reduced,  he 
hardly  supposed  that  the  mortgagee 
would  derive  much  satisfaction  from 
the  announcement.  Nor  did  he  suppose 
that  an  advertisement  in  The  Oeneral 
Advertiser  was  likely  to  serve  even  the 
purpose  for  which  it  was  intended, 
because,  according  to  the  information 
received,  that  paper  was  first  distributed 
in  Dublin,  and  afterwards  sent  amongst 
the  people  in  Ireland.  How,  then,  was 
it  to  reach  the  mortgagees  in  Scotland  ? 
Mr.  SPEAKER:  I  must  call  upon 
the  hon.  Member  to  address  himself  to 
the  Chair,  and  not  to  a  particular  Mem- 
ber of  the  House- 
Ma.  LEAMY  said,  he  was  about  to 
point  out  that  under  the  arrangement 
which  had  been  condemned  by  his  hon. 
Friends  every  mortgagee  in  Scotland 
had  an  opportunity  of  knowing  at  least 
something  about  the  agreements  entered 
into  between  the  landlord  and  tenant ; 
but  there  was  no  advantage  whatever 
to  the  mortgagee  in  reading  an  adver« 
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tisement  in  Th$  Seotiman  to  the  effect 
that  the  matter  was  set  forth  in  The 
General  Advertiser.  The  announcement 
was  practically  worthless  to  him. 

Mb.  sexton  said,  he  thought  Irish 
Members  were  justified  in«  asking  for 
some  further  assurance  in  the  matter  of 
the  advertisements.  For  his  own  part, 
he  was  not  in  favour  of  Scotch  money 
lenders,  who,  he  thought,  were  quite 
able  to  take  care  of  themselves,  and, 
therefore,  stood  in  no  need  of  special 
announcements  with  regard  to  agree- 
ments between  Irish  landlords  and 
tenants.  On  the  other  hand,  he  con- 
sidered that  the  Irish  farmers,  and  the 
class  financially  connected  with  them, 
had  the  right  to  expect  that  the  an- 
nouncement of  matters  which  so  much 
concerned  their  interest  should  appear 
in  those  Irish  journals  which  were  gene- 
rally read.  He  was  very  well  ac- 
quainted with  The  General  Advertiser, 
It  was  a  paper  that  was  circulated 
gpratuitously  amongst  the  official  and 
legal  classes ;  it  was  also  sent  to  some 
of  the  principal  merchants  and  a  few  of 
the  gentry  in  Ireland.  But  the  Irish 
farmers  knew  as  much  about  it  as  they 
did  of  The  Seotsman.  But,  even  if  they 
saw  the  short  advertisement  in  27ie  Free- 
man^s  Journal,  it  was  not  fair  to  ask 
these  very  often  illiterate  men  to  ^  or 
write  to  Dublin  for  the  purpose  of  ob- 
taining a  particular  paper.  Irish  Mem- 
bers, in  a  matter  of  this  kind,  relating 
to  the  administration  of  the  Land  Act, 
were  justified  in  claiming  that  all  in- 
formation which  it  was  necessary  and 
desirable  for  the  people  of  Ireland 
to  possess  should  appear  in  the  jour- 
nals that  were  most  accessible  to  them. 
It  was  surely  not  unreasonable  to  ask 
that  the  Commissioners  should  place 
that  information  before  the  people  in 
the  easiest  possible  way.  The  method 
now  pursued  was  both  unreasonable 
and  oojectionable ;  and  in  order  to 
afford  an  opportunity  to  right  hon. 
Gentlemen  opposite  to  say  what  steps 
would  be  taken  to  alter  it  he  begged 
to  move  the  adjournment  of  the  debate. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"  That  the  Debate  be  now  adjourned." 
— {Mr.  Sexton,) 

Mb.  W.  E.  FOESTEB  said,  he  was 
certain  that  the  sole  object  of  the  Com- 
miasionera  had  been  to  Kive  information 
to  the  parties  interested  in  Ireland  and 


elsewhere,  and  to  give  that  information 
fully.  They  had  come  to  the  conclusion 
that  the  best  way  of  carrying  out  the 
plan,  so  far  as  Ireland  was  concerned, 
was  to  insert  the  advertisements  in  The 
General  Advertiser.  It  was  quite  true 
that  The  Freeman^  Journal  had  a  large 
circulation ;  but  he  thought  that  there 
would  be  a  g^reat  deal  of  complaint,  and 
perhaps  justifiable  complaint,  from  per- 
sons who  read  the  other  papers  in  Dublin 
if  the  advertisement  appeared  in  The 
Freeman^s  Journal  only.  The  Commis- 
sioners, afber  consideration,  had  decided 
to  advertise  in  a  thorough  business 
paper,  which  had  been  used  for  Govern- 
ment announcements  formerly.  It  had 
been  said  that  the  Commissioners  first 
began  by  advertising  in  three  news- 
papers— The  Times ^  The  Scotsman,  and 
the  Dublin  General  Advertiser ;  but  the 
expense  was  found  to  be  so  g^reat  that 
they  ceased  to  advertise  in  The  Times  and 
The  Scotsman,  putting  these  two  papers 
in  the  position  of  the  ordinary  jour- 
nals. Notice  was  given  that  on  a 
certain  day  The  General  Advertiser  alone 
would  contain  the  advertisement.  The 
amount  saved  by  not  advertising  gene- 
rally in  the  newspapers  would  be  shown 
when  it  was  said  that  the  cost  of  adver- 
tising in  27ie  Times  and  The  Scotsman 
amounted  to  £8,000  a-year.  If  the 
advertisements  were  put  into  27  county 
newspapers  the  cost  would  necessarily 
be  very  great.  The  object  of  the  Com- 
missioners had  been  to  give  the  neces- 
sary information,  and  to  give  it  fully 
and  economically.  He  did  not  think 
their  discretion  in  the  matter  should  be 
interfered  with. 

Mb.  SPEAKEE:  Do  I  understand 
the  hon.  Member  for  Sligo  to  move  the 
adjournment  of  the  debate  ? 

Mb.  sexton  :  I  do  move  it. 

Mb.  AETHUR  O'CONNOR :  I  beg 
to  second  the  Motion. 

Mb.  SPEAKEE :  The  hon.  Member 
is  not  entitled  to  second  the  Motion, 
having  exhaiisted  his  right  to  speak. 

Mb.  BIGGAE  said  he  would  second 
the  Motion.  He  had  had  some  expe- 
rience of  local  towns  in  Ireland,  and  he 
could  assure  the  House  that  The  General 
Advertiser  was  not  read  in  them  at  all. 
An  hon.  Gentleman  who  sat  near  him 
informed  him  that  the  ordinary  custom 
was  for  the  paper  to  be  brought  in  at 
the  hall  door  on  Saturday,  for  it  to  lay 
on  the  table  until  Monday  morninj^,  and 
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tlien  be  taken  away  without  being  read. 
So  far  as  he  was  oonoemed,  he  never  sot 
a  copy  of  the  paper  sent  to  him.  He  did 
not  think  the  right  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  the  Attorney  General  for 
Ireland  would  intentionally  misstate  any 
fact ;  but  the  allegation  that  the  paper 
was  distributed  freely  was  not  cor- 
rect. On  the  other  hand,  they  knew 
that  Ths  Freeman^ s  Journal  was  read  by 
every  class  in  every  part  of  Ireland ; 
there  was  not  even  a  village  in  any  sec- 
tion of  the  country  that  did  not  receive 
one  or  more  copies.  He  did  not  sup- 
pose that  anybody  wished  to  make  a 
fight  on  this  occasion  in  the  interest  of 
I%e  FYeeman^s  Journal ;  but  it  was  only 
proper  that  the  House  should  be  made 
aware  of  the  medium  through  which  in- 
formation could  be  sent  to  the  tenant 
farmers  of  Ireland.  It  was  all  nonsense 
to  say  that  information  could  be  con- 
veyed to  the  farmers  through  The  General 
Advertiser.  The  Sub  -  Commissioners 
might  be  able  to  get  through  the  70,000 
casee  entered  for  hearing  in  three  or 
four  years.  Some  people  were  sanguine 
enough  to  think  that  they  would ;  but 
other  people,  on  the  other  hand,  said 
that  it  would  take  15  years.  But  even 
if  they  did  get  through  all  these  cases  it 
would  still  leave  out  five-sixths  of  all  the 
tenant  farmers  ;  and  if  the  Government 
really  wished  to  make  the  Land  Act 
worth  anything  at  all  they  should  bring 
it  within  the  reach  of  all  these  people — 
popularize  it.  It  did  not,  however, 
seem  to  be  the  wish  of  the  Government 
to  do  this,  or  they  would  give  the  tenant 
farmers  all  the  information  in  their 
power.  For  the  first  year  of  the  opera- 
tion of  their  Act  they  should  try  to 
popularize  it,  and  endeavour  to  make 
the  benefits  which  were  to  be  derived,  or 
were  supposed  to  be  derived,  from  it  as 
generally  known  as  possible.  They 
should  have  given  these  advertisements 
to  the  papers  that  were  read  by  the 
farming  class.  The  Government  should 
not  be  so  absurd  as  to  publish  import- 
ant advertisements  in  papers  that  no 
one  ever  read,  and  which  were,  there- 
fore, so  much  waste  paper.  There  was 
another  point  to  which  he  wished  to 
draw  the  attention  of  the  Chief  Secre- 
tary— a  matter  to  which  he  had  directed 
his  notice  some  time  ago — namely, 
the  appointment,  as  a  Sub-Commis- 
sioner, of  a  Mr.  Bomford  in  the  County 
Cavan.     He  (Mr.  Big^ar)  had  never 


attacked  this  gentleman,  who  was  really 
placed  in  a  very  invidious  position.  Mr. 
Bomford  was  placed  in  this  position — he 
was  put  in  a  county  where  ne  had  near 
relatives,  where  he  had  been  an  agent, 
and  where  his  decisions,  even  supposing 
they  were  perfectly  honest,  were  liable 
to  be  misunderstood.  It  seemed  to  him 
(Mr.  Biggar)  that,  under  the  circum- 
stances of  the  case,  Mr.  Bomford's 
decisions  would  be  suspected  by  some 
people  of  being  partial.  It  was  only 
fair  to  Mr.  Bomford,  to  Mr.  Bomford's 
relations,  and  to  the  tenant  farmers  of 
Cavan,  that  this  gentleman  should  be 
moved  to  some  other  district.  This  was 
a  reasonable  suggestion,  and  he  did  not 
think  the  Government  should  throw  any 
obstacle  in  the  way  of  its  being  carried 
out. 

Me.  O'DONNELL  said,  he  was. 
afraid,  whatever  might  be  said  to  the 
contrary,  that  the  general  opinion  was 
that  in  Ireland  the  operation  with  re- 
gard to  the  placing  of  these  advertise- 
ments was  a  '^ Boycotting"  operation. 
He  did  not,  however,  think  it  was  worth 
the  while  of  the  Irish  Party  to  make  a 
fight  on  the  matter.  The  Irish  papers, 
even  the  least  influential  of  them,  could 
do  extremely  well  without  the  support 
of  Her  Majesty's  Government.  Perhaps 
the  conduct  of  the  Government  on  this 
matter  might  be  regarded  as  a  trial  of 
Land  League  principles ;  and  it  was  not 
the  first  time  Her  Majesty's  Government 
had  borrowed  from  that  organization. 
They  had  taken  this  piece  of  **  Boy- 
cotting "  out  of  the  book  of  certain  Land 
League  Societies  in  the  West  of  Ireland. 

Mr.  ARTHUR  O'CONNOR  said,  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  (Mr.  W.  E. 
Forster)  had  misunderstood  him  with 
regard  to  Army  advertisements.  The 
Government  did  not  advertise  in  the  27 
papers  on  the  list  at  one  time ;  but  when 
they  had  to  advertise,  say  in  the  Cork 
district,  they  would  put  their  advertise- 
ment in  the  Cork  newspaper,  and  when 
they  were  advertising  in  the  Enniskillen 
district  they  would  patronize  the  Fer- 
managh journals.  The  Land  Commis- 
sioners should  do  the  same  as  to  the 
property  upon  which  they  had  to  adjudi- 
cate. The  long  advertisements  were 
expensive  ;  but  those  that  were  inserted 
in  The  Scotsman,  The  Times,  and  The 
General  Advertiser  were  precisely  those 
that  were  most  heavily  charged  for  by 
newspaper  proprietors.    What  he  would 
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suggest  was  tliat  instead  of  having  tliese 
long  advertisements,  which  were  practi- 
cally a  waste  of  money,  a  number  of 
small  advertisements  should  be  inserted 
in  the  newspapers  circulating  in  the 
districts  interested.  In  this  way  eco- 
nomy would  be  secured,  and  information 
would  be  better  disseminated  than  at 
present. 

Mr.  HEALT  said,  that  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Chief  Secretary  had 
merely  repeated  to  the  House  words 
which  had  come  to  him  from  Dublin ; 
therefore,  he  did  not  think  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  was  acquainted  with  the  real 
merits  of  the  case.  He  did  not  agree 
with  the  hon.  Member  for  Dungarvan 
(Mr.  O'Donnell)  that  it  was  immaterial 
whether  the  advertisements  were  in- 
serted or  not.  He  took  great  interest  in 
the  working  of  the  Land  Act,  and  should 
like  to  see  what  a^eements  were  being 
made  between  the  landlords  and  tenants. 
How  was  he  to  know  these  things  ? 
Was  he  to  write  to  The  General  Advertiser 
in  Dublin,  and  get  a  copy  of  that  paper 
sent  back  by  post,  in  order  to  see  what 
arrangements  were  being  made?  He 
read  three  Dublin  papers — The  Freeman's 
Journal^  The  Irish  Times,  and  77ie  Express. 
He  did  not  care  a  button  which  papers 
got  the  advertisements ;  but  he  could 
quite  understand  that  if  one  were  singled 
out  for  them  the  others  would  be  jealous. 
He  should  think  that  the  advertisements 
should  be  inserted  in  papers  that  were 
read,  and  not  in  journals  like  The 
General  Advertiser ,  wnich  was  so  unin- 
teresting that  the  bulk  of  the  people 
who  received  it  never  opened  it.  He 
would  suggest  that  the  Attorney  General 
for  Ireland  should  communicate  with  the 
Commissioners  in  Dublin,  and  ascertain 
the  general  feeling  as  to  whether  the 
general  public  could  be  best  supplied 
with  information  through  The  General 
Advertiser  or  through  any  other  news- 
papers. He  hoped  the  Gt)vemment 
would  not  let  the  matter  rest  where  it 
was,  but  that  they  would  communicate 
with  the  Commissioners  to  see  whether 
some  arrangement  more  satisfactory 
than  the  present  could  not  be  adopted. 

Thb  attorney  general  foe 
IRELAND  (Mr.  W.  M.  Johnson)  said, 
that  the  question  of  advertising  rested 
solely  with  the  Commissioners ;  but  he 
would  take  care  that  what  had  taken 
^aoein  the  House  would  be  brought 
Mfere  them.    They  would  be  made  ac- 

Mr.  Arihtar  ff  Cwfm 


quainted  with  the  strong  feeling  which 
had  been  expressed  by  hon.  Members. 

Mb.  gray  said,  he  hoped  his  hon. 
Friend  would  not  persevere  with  his 
Motion  to  divide  the  House  for  the 
reason  that  it  might  make  people  be- 
lieve that  he  was  fighting  in  tne  interest 
of  particular  journals,  and  that,  he  (Mr. 
Gray)  was  sure,  was  not  what  the  hon. 
Gentleman  wished  to  do.  The  noble 
Lord  (Lord  Frederick  Cavendish),  who 
was  in  his  place,  was  aware  that,  so  far 
as  the  Treasury  were  concerned.  Go- 
vernment advertisements  were  g^ven  for 
political  reasons.  There  was  a  list  of 
newspapers  to  which  the  advertisements 
were  to  be  sent  drawn  up,  and  this  list 
was  altered  without  hesitation ;  in  fact, 
the  whole  thing  was  a  matter  of  politi- 
cal corruption.  He  trusted  the  noble 
Lord  would  give  attention  to  the  matter, 
for  at  present  the  system  adopted  seemed 
very  much  like  the  misappropriation  of 
public  money.  He  (Mr.  Gray)  wished 
to  know  whether  the  Government  would 
take  measures  to  get  the  statements 
made  in  the  Courts  at  the  first  sittings 
by  the  Land  Commissioners  printed  and 
circulated  amongst  hon.  Members  ?  The 
statements,  or  judgments,  had  been  pub- 
lished —  not  officially ;  but  semi -offi- 
cially, because  they  had  been  sent  out 
by  the  official  reporters  to  the  Court.  A 
difficulty  had  been  raised  in  the  way  of 
placing  important  judgments  of  the 
Land  Commissioners  on  the  Table  of  the 
House.  It  was  said  that  there  was  no 
copy  of  them  kept  by  the  Commis- 
sioners; but  that  difficulty  could  be 
easily  got  over  if  the  Government 
wished  to  get  over  it.  Very  nearly 
every  Irish  newspaper  had  given  ver- 
batim reports  of  the  judgments;  and  if 
these  judgments  themselves  could  not  be 
procured  the  Government  might  print 
and  circulate  the  reports. 

Mr.  W.  E.  FORSTER  said,  he  could 
not  see  why  the  Government  should  cut 
a  report  from  a  newspaper,  print,  and 
circulate  it.  They  could  not  pledge 
themselves  to  the  accuracy  of  such 
things,  because  those  hon.  Members  who 
were  interested  in  the  matter  would  pro- 
bably have  read  the  accounts  of  the 
judgments  which  appeared  in  the  news- 
papers. It  would  be  establishing  an  ex- 
traordinary precedent  if  they  were  to 
lay  on  the  Table  of  the  House  an  ex- 
tract from  a  newspaper  for  the  correct- 
ness of  which  they  could  not  vouch. 
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Mr.  OBAT  asked,  whether  he  under- 
stood the  right  hon.  Oentleman  to  say 
that  there  was  no  way  in  which  the 
judgments  in  question  could  be  laid  on 
{he  Table,  jointed,  and  circulated  ? 

Mb.  W.  m.  F0B8TEB  said,  he  un- 
dentood  the  hon.  Member  to  say  he  had 
seen  the  report  of  the  judgments  in  the 
newspapers.  No  doubt,  other  hon.  Mem- 
bets  who  were  interested  in  the  matter 
had  done  the  same.  With  regard  to 
Mr.  Bomford,  to  whom  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Oayan  (Mi\  Biggar)  had  re- 
ferred, he  thought  the  hon.  Member 
was  mistaken,  and  that  Mr.  Bomford 
really  had  no  connection  with  the  county 
named.  He  ^Mr.  Forster)  was  anxious, 
and  the  Commissioners  were  also  anxious, 
that  no  Sub-dommissioner  should  be 
employed  in  a  county  in  which  he  was 
in  any  way  interested.  He  hoped  this 
snxiety  would  operate  in  the  minds  of 
the  Oommissioners  when  they  proceeded 
to  re-cast  the  districts. 

Mb.  sexton  said,  his  sole  desire 
in  making  the  Motion  was  to  secure  tfiat 
the  pablio  moner  spent  in  adyertisements 
should  not  be  tnrown  away.  The  full- 
ness and  cordiality  of  the  explanation 
which  had  been  gi?en  by  the  OoTcm- 
meut  gave  him  the  hope  tiiat  their 
assurance  was  something  more  than 
formal;  therefore,  he  begged  to  with- 
draw the  Motion. 

Motion,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

Mr.  lea  said,  he  would  give  Notice 
that  he  would,  on  another  occasion,  take 
the  liberty  of  doing  what  he  had  intended 
doing  to-night — namely,  show  that  the 
statement  made  last  night  by  the  hon. 
Member  for  the  City  of  Londonderry 
(Mr.  Lewis)  with  regard  to  one  of  the 
Sub- Commissioners,  Mr.  M.  Cunning- 
ham, was  founded  on  an  inaccuracy. 

Mr.  BYBNE  said,  he  wished  to  enter 
his  protest  against  the  manner  in  which 
these  advertisements  had  been  given 
away.  He  did  not  think  there  was  much 
English  money  lent  on  land  in  Ireland, 
although  there  was  a  good  deal  lent  to 
Corporations  ;  still  he  did  not  object  to 
the  advertisements  being  given  to  The 
Time$,  He  did  not  object  to  their  going 
to  Ths  SeoUman,  because  there  was,  no 
doubt,  a  great  deal  of  Scotch  money 
lent  on  Irish  land ;  but  he  did  object  to 
these  advertisements  being  given  to  the 
Dublin  General  Adoertuer^  which  was 
not  a  newspaper  at  all,  and  did  not  con- 
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tain  a  single  line  of  news.  The  Oenm'al 
Advertieer  was  never  iised  by  people 
advertising  goods,  nobody  evep  bought 
it,  and  it  was  scarcely  ever  read.  With 
regard  to  Land  Court  procedure,  he 
should  like  to  ask  the  Attorney  General 
for  Ireland  whether  the  acreage  was 
taken  from  the  Ordnance,  which  nad  all 
the  roads  in  a  county  in  it?  He 
wished  to  know  whether  the  farmers 
were  charged  for  half  the  roads  of  the 
counties? 

Original  Question  put,  and  a^eed  to. 
Besolution  agresd  U, 


TURNPIKB  BOADS  (SOUTH  WALXS)  BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Donioir,  Bill  to  further 
amend  the  Law  relating  to  Turnpike  Boads  in 
South  Wales,  ordered  to  be  brought  in  by  Kr. 
DoDsoN  and  Mr.  Huibbrt. 

BiUjVfwfifi^andreadthe  first  time.  [BiUlOl.] 

House  acyonzned  at  a  quarter  before  Three 

o*Qlook  till  Monday  next. 


^^^fc^»»»^»^»»*»»#" 


HOUSE    OF    LOBDS, 
Ifondasf,  nth  March,  1882. 


MINTJTES.]— Public  Bills— JJoyo/  Attent-- 
Consolidated  Fund  (No.  1)  [45  Viet  c  1] ; 
Post  Cards  (Beply)  [46  Viet.  o.  2]. 

SOUTH  AFRICA— BASUTOLAND. 
QUESTION. 

The  Eabl  of  OARNAEVON,  refer- 
ring to  the  Papers  recently  laid  on  the 
Table  with  reference  to  South  Africa, 
said,  that  in  a  despatch  dated  the  9th  of 
December  there  was  something  which  ap- 
parently required  explanation,  allusions 
Deing  made  to  expressed  opinions  of  Sir 
Hercules  Bobinson  which  ddd  not  therein 
occur,  and  he  should  be  glad  if  the 
noble  Earl  the  Secretary  of  State  for  the 
Colonies  could  give  it  ? 

The  Ea&l  of  KIMBEELEY,  in  reply, 
said,  the  fact  of  the  matter  was  that  the 
words  at  the  end  of  the  despatch  re- 
ferred to  a  confidential  communication 
which  oould  not  be  included  in  the 
Papers.  The  whole,  however,  need  not 
have  been  omitted,  and  he  would  read 
an  extract  from  it  which  might  be  given^ 
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and  whicli  conveyed  the  views  of  Sir 
Hercnles  Bobinson,  and  he  would  after- 
wards lay  it  on  the  Table.  Sir  Hercules 
Bobinson  said — 

'  *  If  Her  Majesty's  Goyemment  feel  a  difficulty 
in  promising  beforehand  that  they  will  not, 
nnder  any  circumstances,  interfere,  I  would 
advise  that,  instead  of  a  direct  answer  to  the 
inquiry,  Ministers  be  informed  as  follows : — 
'  lliat,  whatever  have  been  the  views  of  Her 
Majesty's  Government  as  to  the  origin  of  the 
war,  they  look  upon  the  award  accepted  by  both 
sides  and  approved  of  by  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment as  a  fresh  starting  point,  and  that,  if  the 
Colonial  Government  finds  it  necessary  to  pro- 
ceed to  extreme  measures  with  Masupha  to 
enforce  the  award,  the  colony  may  rely  on  the 
moral  support,  and,  if  need  be,  the  assistance  of 
the  Imperial  Government  in  securing  for  the 
loyals  fullest  measures  of  justice.'  I  think  it 
possible  that,  if  Masupha  found  either  that  the 
colony  was  free  to  deal  with  him  as  it  pleased, 
or  that  it  had  the  countenance  and  support  of 
the  Imperial  Government  in  insisting  upon  the 
rights  of  loyals  being  respected,  he  would  give 
in.  The  belief  that  the  Colonial  and  Imperial 
Gt)vemments  are  not  in  accord  upon  the  matter 
is,  I  imagine,  in  a  great  measure  at  the  bottom 
of  the  difficulty."— (Date,  December  30,  1881.) 

He  would  take  that  opportunity  of  read- 
ing a  telegram  he  had  received  that 
morning  upon  the  subject  of  the  dis- 
turbances on  the  North-western  Fron- 
tier. In  answer  to  an  inquiry,  Sir 
Hercules  Bobinson  teleg^phed — 

"  12th.  Yours,  11th.  On  the  27th  of  Feb- 
ruary Rutherford,  in  the  absence  of  Hudson, 
reported  as  follows : — •  General  Joubert,  with 
60  mounted  police,  left  some  days  ago  to  coerce 
8kalafyn,  a  Cafifre  chief  residing  within  Trans- 
vaal territory  on  the  Western  lK>rder,  who  had 
given  trouble  and  raised  wall  defences.  Mean- 
while, Skalaf  yn  had  come  to  Pretoria  by  another 
route  and  given  explanation  to  the  Government 
which  had  led  to  instructions  being  sent  after 
Joubert  to  stay  proceedings,  subject  to  Skalafyn 
paying  expenses  of  expedition,  which  he  had 
promised  to  do.  There  had  been  extensive 
commandeering  in  Potchefstroom,  and  a  la^ge 
number  had  left  the  district  to  follow  Joubert ; 
but  it  is  understood  all  will  be  recalled.'  On 
the  6th  of  March  Rutherford  reported  having 
received  on  the  3rd  a  letter  from  Government, 
stating  that  affairs  on  the  West  border  con- 
tinued unchanged ;  within  Transvaal  line  all 
quiet,  but  outside,  daily  fighting  and  bloodshed, 
and  Government  apprehend  conflict  will  extend 
and  laat  long.*' 

The  telegram  also  contained  some  ob- 
servations on  the  possible  mode  of  deal- 
ing with  the  difficulty  which  it  would 
be  premature  to  mention  at  present ; 
but  he  might  state  that  Sir  Hercules 
Bobinson  added,  on  his  own  part,  that 
the  Transvaal  Government  seemed  doing 
irhat  they  oonld  to  maintain  the  neu- 
trality of  their  territory. 


The  Earl  of  OARNAEVON  :  Was 
the  expedition  inside  or  outside  the 
Transvaal  Frontier  ? 

The  Eabl  of  KIMBEBLEY  said,  he 
did  not  apprehend  there  was  any  "  Trans- 
vaal expedition  ; "  but  there  had  been  a 
demonstration  made  against  a  Native 
Ohief  within  the  Transvaal  Frontier. 
This,  he  imagined,  had  given  rise  to  the 
statement  that  large  commandeering  had 
taken  place,  which  meant,  of  course,  an 
official  assembling  of  troops. 

BRITISH    NORTH    BORNEO    COMPANY 
(CHARTER)  .—OBSERVATIONS. 

Lord  LAMINGTON,  on  rising  to  call 
the  attention  of  the  House  to  the  Boyal 
Charter  gpranted  on  8th  November  1881 
to  the  Company  calling  itself  the  North 
British  Borneo  Company,  said,  that  if 
he  did  not  hold  in  his  hand  Ths  Zondan 
Oolite  of  the  8th  of  November,  1881, 
he  should  scarcely  venture  to  bring  this 
question  forward,  lest  their  Lordships 
snould  think  him  the  victim  of  some 
deception,  or  endeavouring  to  mislead 
their  Lordships.  They  were  all  aware 
that  the  East  was  the  land  of  adven- 
ture— that  there  individuals  rose  sud- 
denly from  obscurity  to  the  summits  of 
fortune  ;  but  this  Gazette  contained  the 
history  of  a  change  almost  without 
parallel.  He  read  there  how  a  mer- 
chant in  China,  of  a  house  long  enjoy- 
ing the  greatest  commercial  repute,  but 
of  no  political  importance,  suddenly 
emerged  from  his  obscurity  to  become 
practically  a  Sovereign  Prince  of  a  coun- 
try on  the  North  Coast  of  Borneo,  con- 
taining about  30,000  square  miles,  with 
a  seaboard  of  500  miles,  and  a  jurisdic- 
tion extending  over  three  leagues  from 
the  shore,  together  with  all  the  adjacent 
islands.  Indeed,  as  it  was  well  observed, 
'Uhis  6a%ett«  almost  took  their  breath 
away."  The  history  of  this  transaction 
was  this: — It  seemed  that  in  1865  an 
American  trading  Company  obtained 
from  the  Sultan  of  Borneo  a  10  years' 
lease  of  this  same  territory.  In  1875, 
when  this  lease  was  about  to  expire, 
Mr.  Alfred  Dent,  of  the  eminent  Chinese 
house  of  Messrs.  Dent  and  Co.,  who  had 
from  time  to  time  visited  Borneo,  thought 
it  was  a  favourable  moment  to  oust  the 
American  Company,  and,  at  the  cost  of 
a  large  annual  tribute,  to  purchase  the 
whole  territory.  It  was  a  bold  idea, 
and  it  succeeded.    There  were  no  Iq99 
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tilU  tlll«a  dlffsrent  grsstl  ttota  tiu  dnotjoni  of  the  aountiT,  whether  minenl,  tsm- 
Sultana  of  Branca  and  Snln,  and  a  fonrtl    '*'>'»>  ^^  amaal,  with  the  right*  of  makmc 

by  the  Prima  Miniator,  the  PanMrai  '*'"•  'f^^«  "^J^-  <^V"*  *°  t^'  ""I 
ml -r..      ..       .  .  •!,  iwy,   lerying  cnitomi    mtM    on    home    and 


Bay  from  Gaya  Head  to  LootntPomtiineludiiig  .         ._       _.._    _    

Bwiawgar  Ba«^  and  Oaja  Bay,  ud  Sapannr  death  or  ratuement  bom  office   of   the  mU 

Ilbnkl,  and  Gava  Idutd,   and  all  Uia  other  Data    Bandahara,    than    hit    duIy-appoiDta)' 

Minda  within  Uia  limit*  of  the  barbour  and  sacceeeor  in  the   ofEce  of  enpreme  roler  en< 


x>        iu      1 r   »il  ""yi   lerying  cnnomi    laiet    on    nonie    ana 

-     y     L  ^'"^  °  *  '°™K»  t:"^'  ""d  shipping  and  other  due*  end 

graotB   and   the   extraordinaij   poven  tazM  on  th*  inhabitant*,  a*  to  him  might  leani 

ih»j  ooDferred  on  Mr.   Alfred  Dent,  he  S°od   or  expedient,  together   with  all  other 

would  BOW  rofm  to   JS*  &MtlU.     The  PT*".  ""4  "*'''•  ."•"^7  exorcwed  by  and 

Patitinn  mtatjui b«longu«g  to  loveteign  mleis,  and  which  th* 

rettBon  matea—  SultMi  thereby  ddegded  to  him  of  hi*  own  fr** 

-•nut  on  the  SMh  day  of  Dwwmber,  1877.  ^n^." 

^trttlX^'^pSS,^  J*»"  "^/^t^d  in  thePetitien  that 

and  another,  or  «na  Jawm,   three  iereral  'T  *°«  grant- 
pant*  erf  tanitorie*,  land*,  end  island*  therein        "  The  Snitan  called  upon  all  fonign  nathma 

■MBticned,  and  a  oonimiMion.    And  whereat  *ith  whom  he  had  formed  friendly  tnatiee  nr 

Oa  aaid  Petition  further  itate*  that  by  the  flrrt  allianoe*,  and  he  ocenmanded  all  the  datoo*, 

of  the  giants  afew*aid  the  Saltan   of  Brund  noblai,    govenion,   ehie&,  and    people  owing 

gmited  to  tiie  grantaii^  oo-joinUy,  their  hdn  allegiance  to  him  in  the  laid  terrihni**,  to  re- 

and  awodatea,  anoeeaaon,  or  aBtign*,  all  the  oeire  and  acknowledge  the  aaid  Data  Bandahara 

IsnJlery  and  land  behnging  to  the  Snltan  on  ■•  mpreme  inler  orer  the  aud  Statei^  and  to 

flw  W**t  Coaat  «l  Bwneo,  oompriaing  Gaya  obey  hi*  command*  and  reapeot  hi*  anOioritj 

Bay  from  Gaya  Head  to  LootntPomt,  including  therein  a*  the  Snltan'i  own ;  andinoaeeof  the 

'  death  or  retirement  bom  office   of   the 
Data    Bandahara,    than    hi*    duly-appo 

Buoceeaor  ia  the   ofEce  of  supreme  roler 

witUn  thre*  marine  league*  of  the  ooaat,  like-  ^Temor-ia-ohief  of  the  Compan^'a  territories 

wi*e  th*   ntorinoe  and    territory  of    Pappar  in  Borneo  ehonld  likewiae,  if  appointed  thereto 

■^o(Blngtn*pn>Tinaa<rfBMi<mi,andbelongiiig  by  the  Company,  aaooeed  to   the  title  of  Data 

tothaEhUtanaahiapriTat*  property.  ....  By  Bandahara  andBaJah  of  Saodakan  and  all  the 

Um  sawnd  of  the  gnntaaforenid,  the  Sultan  id  power*  above  enomeialadbe  rested  in  him." 

•  t«aiit<jal*s  belonging  to  the  Sultan  from  the  thia  drama.     Hr.  Alfred  Dent,  m  the^ 

Maaon  Birer,  on  the  North- We*t  Ooart  of  saw,  awoke  one  morning  to  find  himaeU 

^IS^^^^l"/*^,'^*^,^^-  *  Sorereign  Prince;  but  he  wsa  soon 

2SS^^S:iariS^y',»  oppre^yhie  own   «eatne..,    and 

the  other  ialand*  within  three  manna  leagnea  of  ("esolTOd    that  others    shonld  share    hia 

the  ooaat,  for  theit  own  ezolmive  n*e*  and  honours    and     responalbilities,    so     he 

po'pow*."  founded   a  Company   called  the  North 

The  grant  then  went  on  to  provide  that  British  Borneo  Oompany,  and  consisting 

the  grantees  should  pay  the  Sultan,  hia  °^  *^s  following  names  :— Sir  Ruther- 

heira,  and  suooesBOTs,  the  sum  of  86,000  ^*"^  Alcoek,  K.C.B.,  Eichard  Biddulph 

per  annum.     Further —  Martin,  M.P.,  Richard  Charles  Mayne, 

"By  the  third  of  the  granU  aforesaid,  the  ^.B.,     and     William      Henry    Macleod 

Saltan  of  Branei  granted  to  the  grantees,  their  Read.     The    iBt    clause    of    this    Com- 

hmia,   aaeociatee,  eucceesors,  or  assigns,  all  the  pany'a    articles  of    association   was   the 

foUowing  Urritories  Woogmg  to  the  kingdom  most  remarkable,    and    required    much 

of  Brunei,  and  compnamg  the  States  of  Pailan,  ,_   io_„c„„ 

Sngat,  BangajB,  Labuk,   Sandakan,  Kina,  Bn-  B"P'a"a"On 

tangan,  Uomiang,  and  all  the  territorisB  as  far        "  To  purchase  from  Alfred  Dent,  his  interests 

aaA*  Sibnco  BiTer,  with  all  the  islands  within  md  powers  in,  over,  and  affecting  territories, 

thne  leagaee  of  the  coaat  belonging  thereto.  landH.andpropattyinBomeo.andlslandalying 

lor  their  own  exolosire  and  absolute  uses  and  near  thereto,  including  I^buan." 

purpose*;    and  in  oonmderation  of   that  grajit  Did  the    noble  Lord    the    Secretary    of 

^LS^^  E^^at  ^l  l^i°"'J^^9Zi  3tat6  for  the  Colonies  know  that  Ly^- 
tererally  as  compenaation   ttie   sum   of  2,000  i>  ,••  i     ,      .<     -      -r 
doUara  per  annum."  feign  power  of  Me   and  death   in  La- 
It  waa  further  declared-  ^J^K    ".^^^,,  *"  .^''™^°   J",t~°; 
3ededr    And  this  brought    him  (Lord 

JnSr*,.^^™!^*^/^^^^^  ""^  T  Lamington)   to    the  third    act   of    this 

pointed,  and  thereby  aid  nominate  and  appoint,  ci     -  ^      n  .  ■  i  ■ 

ftir*ame  gtantoe  sapreme  ruler  of  the  above-  Eastern    transformation    play,    when    a 

»m*d  territories,  with  the  title  of  Maharajah  Royal  Charter  was  granted  to  the  Com- 

td  Sabah  (North  Borneo)  and  Baioh  of    Qaya  sany.     Before,  however,  he  touched  on 

sod  SandakMi,  with  power  of  life  and  death  '{he  terms  of  that  Charter,  he  wiahed  to 

o»er  the    inhabitants,   with  all   the  absolute ;,.„  .„  .i ■     t i.i.; _k„t  — .»_   t\.~ 

righta  of  property  verted  in    the  Sultan  over  ^'.^  ^  *'}''"  Lordships  what  WW^e 

tSTscal  of  theoonntiy,  and  the  right  to  diapoao  »8ltl0n  of  the  island  of  Borneo.     The 

of  the  aams,  a*  well  as  the  rights  over  the  pro-  tarlteat   settlers    were   the   Dutch  and 
■2  A.2 
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Portugese ;  but  Spain  also  had  olaims 
of  territory ;  and  for  the  last  40  years 
this  country  had  had  an  interest  in  the 
island  by  the  cession  of  Labuan  to 
Great  Britain,  and  of  Sarawak  to  Sir 
James  Brooke,  who  first  planted  the 
British*  flag  in  Borneo.  He  was  one  of 
those  men,  like  the  adventurers  of  old, 
who  dared  much,  not  for  personal  ob- 
jects, but  in  the  spirit  of  Sir  Stamford 
Kaffles ;  there  was  no  more  interesting 
study  than  the  history  of  the  early 
struggles  of  Sir  James  Brooke ;  but  not 
only  did  he  fail  to  receive  any  Boyal 
Charter,  but  he  was  the  victim  of  cruel 
persecutions,  and  the  chief  char&^e  made 
against  him  by  Mr.  Hume  ana  others 
was,  that  his  was  a  commercial  enter- 
prize,  whereas,  on  the  contrary,  all 
commercial  interests  were  subordinate 
to  those  of  civilization ;  and,  although 
his  gproat  and  good  work  had  been 
carried  on  so  successfully  by  his  nephew, 
the  present  Rajah,  the  slight  support 
he  received  from  the  Government  by 
the  presence  of  a  British  Consul  at 
Sarawak  had,  he  understood,  been 
withdrawn  within  the  last  few  years. 
And  now,  as  to  this  Charter,  he  thought 
their  Lordships  would  be  startled  at  the 
magnitude  of  the  concessions  made  by 
it.  In  some  respects  it  exceeded  the 
conditions  granted  to  the  Bast  India 
Company.  The  only  similar  charter 
was  that  given  to  William  Paterson, 
of  the  Isthmus  of  Darien  Company,  and 
the  result  was  certainly  not  encouraging; 
and  in  the  same  way,  the  present  con- 
cession might  prove  to  be  most  disas- 
trous. He  thought  that  the  Govern- 
ment would  be  glad  of  the  opportunity 
of  more  clearly  defining  the  powers  of 
the  Company.  He  turned  again  to  The 
Qa»ett0 — 

**  Transfer  to  Ck)in^any  of  Grants  and  Com- 
missions.— 1.  The  said  firitish  North  Borneo 
Company  (in  this  our  Charter  referred  to  as  the 
Company)  is  hereby  authorized  and  empowered 
to  acquire  by  purchase  or  other  lawful  means 
from  the  British  North  Borneo  Provisional 
Association  (Limited),  the  full  benefit  of  the 
several  grants  and  commissions  aforesaid,  or 
any  of  them,  as  the  same  is  vested  in  that 
aasociation,  and  all  interests  and  powers  of  that 
association  thereunder,  and  all  interests  and 
powers  vested  in  that  association  in,  over,  or 
affecting  the  territories,  lands,  and  property 
comprised  in  those  several  grants  or  in,  over, 
oar  aoiBoiing  any  temtories,  Lu&ds,  or  property 
in  Borneo,  or  in  any  island  lying  near  thereto, 
Hlrilnding  Labnan,  and  to  hold,  use,  enjoy,  and 
•soroifle  the  same  for  the  purposes  and  on  the 
tamu  of  this,  our  Charter.^' 
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The  General  Powers  vested  in  the  Com- 
pany comprised  authority — 

«  To  acquire  and  take  by  purchase,  cession,  or 
other  lawful  means,  other  interests  or  powers 
in,  over,  or  affecting  the  territories,  lands,  or 
property  comprised  in  the  several  grants  afore- 
said, or  any  interests,  or  powers  whatever  in, 
over,  or  affecting  other  territories,  lands,  or 
property  in  the  region  aforesaid ;  and  to  hold, 
use,  enjov,  and  exercise  the  same  for  the  pur« 
poses  and  on  the  terms  of  this  our  Charter. 

''To  farm  out  for  revenue  purposes  the  right  to 
sell  in  the  Company's  territories  spirits,  tobacco, 
ofHum,  salt,  or  other  commodities. 

"  To  take  and  hold,  withoutlicence  in  mortmain 
or  other  authority  than  this  our  Charter,  mes- 
suages and  hereditaments  in  England  and  in  any 
of  our  Colonies  or  Possessions  and  elsewhere,  con- 
venient for  carrving  on  the  management  of  the 
affairs  of  the  Company,  and  to  dispose  from 
time  to  time  of  any  such  messuages  and  here- 
ditaments when  not  required  for  that  purpose. 

"To  do  all  lawful  things  incidental  or  conducive 
to  the  exercise  or  enjoyment  of  the  authorities 
and  powers  of  the  Company  in  this  our  Charter 
expressed  or  referred  to  or  any  of  them." 

It  seemed  to  him  that  the  Charter  being 
a  voluntary  grant,  the  Gt>vemment 
might  at  least  have  insisted  on  more 
favourable  conditions  in  the  Charter. 
He  suggested  that  it  might  not  yet  be 
too  late  to  do  so  by  means  of  a  supple- 
mentary agreement.  He  would  touch 
very  lightly  on  our  relations  with  foreign 
Powers,  especially  Holland  and  Spain, 
for  all  his  information  was  derived  from 
foreign  papers.  He  therefore  would  not 
refer  to  the  possibility  of  any  foreign 
complications,  which  he  hoped  woi3d 
not  arise.  He  had  already  stated  that 
since  1521  Spain  had  claimed  the  Sulu 
Archipelago,  and  he  saw  The  Liheral 
asserted  that  the  Sultan  was  a  vassal  of 
Spain,  and  in  the  Chamber,  the  Minister 
said  that  Spain  had  protested  against 
the  English  occupation  of  Borneo,  and 
that  no  country  had  rights  on  the 
Northern  Coast  superior  to  Spain.  He 
had  no  fault  to  find  with  the  Govern- 
ment in  the  matter.  One  of  the  accu- 
sations brought  against  the  late  Gt)vem- 
ment  was  that  it  was  too  ambitious, 
and  involved  the  country  in  new  respon- 
sibilities ;  but  he  was  pleased  to  see 
that  some  part  of  Lord  Beaconsfield's 
mantle  had  fallen  on  noble  Lords  oppo- 
site, and  that,  to  some  extent,  they 
might  be  congratulated  on  the  fact  that 
they  were  also  developing  an  Imperial 
policy — only  instead  of  a  new  Cyprus 
we  had  a  new  Borneo,  and  an  interest 
in  North  Borneo  instead  of  Suez  Canal 
shares.    He  concluded  we  should  now 
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tirely  in  the  power  of  those  two  nations, 
with  both  of  whom  we  desire  to  be  on 
tiie  most  friendly  terms,  but  whose  oom- 
meroial  arrangements  are  fiur  from  being 
as  liberal  as  our  own.  It  was  under 
those  circumstances  that  mj  noble  Friend 
(the  Earl  of  Derby),  when  he  was 
Foreign  Secretary,  considered  it  to  be 
his  duty  to  take  a  firin  stand  as  to  the 
claim  of  Spidn.  Some  communications 
followed,  and  they  were  spread  over 
considerable  time,  and,  in  1877,  a  Pro* 
tocol  was  signed  by  which  England  and 
Ghetlnany  asTeed  with  Spain  as  to  a 
modw  vivenaif  securing  tne  freedom  of 
navigation  and  commerce  to  this  coun- 
try in  the  Sulu  Archipelago,  but  Without 
an  acknowlec^g^ent  of  Spanish  sove- 
reignty. Subsequently,  however,  to  this 
P^tocol,  England  and  Oermany  thought 
thev  had  reason  to  complain  o^  acts 
which  appeared  to  them  entirely  in  dis- 
accord with  its  provisions,  and  which 
showed  that  the  Spaniards  intended  to 
occupy  portions  of  rTorth  Bortieo.  The 
Dutch,  on  the  other  hand,  made  new 
claims,  being  alarmed  by  concessions 
which  had  been  made  by  the  Sultan  of 
Borneo  and  of  Sulu  to  Mr.  Dent,  who, 
on  his  part,  in  1878,  applied  to  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Oovemment  for  a  Charter  of  In- 
corporation. The  noble  Marquess  oppo- 
site (the  Marquess  of  SalisDury%  the 
then  Foreign  Secretary,  also  held  firm 
language  to  the  Spanish  Government, 
repudiating  their  claim  to  any  portion 
of  North  Borneo,  stating  that  the  claim 
of  the  British  Government  was  a  stronger 
one,  if  the  independence  of  the  Sultan 
was  to  terminate  in  favour  of  any  Euro- 
pean country.  He  held  language  equally 
firm  to  Holland.  Germany  concurred  in 
these  views.  Mr.  Dent  ac^ain  pressed 
for  a  decision  on  his  apphcation  for  a 
Charter,  which,  during  the  preceding 
two  years,  had  not  been  unfavourably 
received  by  the  noble  Marquess,  who,  I 
think,  with  propriety,  considered  that  it 
was  matter  to  be  finally  decided  by  the 
incoming  instead  of  the  outgoing  Ad- 
ministration. The  problem  left  to  us 
was  not  an  easy  one  to  decide.  The  noble 
Lord  opposite  (Lord  Lamington)  has 
said  there  has  been  a  great  change  of 
policy  on  the  part  of  the  Government, 
and  he  callea  it  an  Imperial  policy. 
Now,  no  one  feels  stronger  than  I  do 
with  regard  to  the  great  responsibility 
which  there  must  be  in  reference  to  the 
government  of  the  island  of  Botneo.   It* 


hear  no  more  of  the  cession  of  Colonies 
and  the  sacrifice  of  dominion ;  but  he 
fhooght,  however  much  we  might  ap- 
prove of  an  Imperial  policy,  we  might 
aak  whether  the  Government  had  fmly 
oonsideredthe  complications  which  might 
arise  from  grantii^r  a  oommerciid  Oom- 
pftnj  a  Charter, -t£e  most  extensive  in 
lis  powers  that  was  ever  granted  by  the 
Grown? 

Babl  GBANYILLE  :  My  Lords,  al- 
though I  think  tiie  noble  Lord  oppo- 
site (Iiord  Lamington)  might  have  waited 
untu  the  Papers  on  the  question  were 
laid  on  the  Table  to-morrow  or  Wednes- 
day, I  do  not  complain  that  the  matter 
has  been  brought  forward  now,  particu- 
larly in  the  vem  of  cheerful  pleasantly 
wmoh  the  noble  Lord  has  aaopted.  1 
am  glad  the  noble  Lord  has  given  me  an 
opportunity  to  make  some  observations 
in  explanation  of  a  subject  about  which 
there  appears  to  have  been  some  mis- 
oonoeption  and  some  exsiffgerated  alarm. 
Borneo  is,  aa  your  LoroMiips  are  well 
aware,  one  of  the  largest,  if  not  the 
largest,  island  in  the  world,  if  Ausiaralia 
be  properly  described  as  a  continent. 
Borneo  nas  vast  national  resources,  and 
abounds  in  mineral  and  vegetable  riches. 
It  has  long  been  a  subject  of  jealous 
observation  between  this  country,  the 
Dutch,  the  Spaniards,  and  the  Por- 
tuguese, and  has  been  colonized  par- 
tiidly  by  each  of  those  Powers.  In  fact, 
the  East  India  Company  had  Treaties 
regarding  Borneo  in  the  last  century. 
Since  the  Peace  of  1814,  however,  the 
English  and  Dutch  have  alone  main- 
tained establishments  there.  But  for 
more  than  60  years  diplomatic  commu- 
nications have  been  going  on  in  regard 
to  it.  It  is  not  necessary  for  me  to  de- 
scribe them  in  detail.  It  is  sufficient  to 
state  that  under  successive  Governments 
the  British  contentions  have  been  of  a 
perfectly  consistent  character.  During 
that  time  the  Dutch  have  made  im- 
mense acquisitions,  not  only  in  the 
islands  south  of  the  Straits  of  Singapore, 
but  also  in  the  South  of  Borneo.  The 
claims  of  Spain,  as  lately  developed, 
would,  if  they  had  been  verified,  have 
placed  the  whole  of  the  islands  of  the 
Eastern  Archipelago,  extending  2,000 
miles  in  one  direction,  and  2,500  in  an- 
other, with  the  exception  of  the  land 
lying  on  the  track  of  our  immense  trade 
with  China  and  Australia,  the  Straits 
Settlements,  Labuan  and  Sarawak,  en- 
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is  not  necessary  for  me  to  say  that  Her 
Majesty's  present  Government  are  also 
deeply  impressed  with  the  enormous 
responsibilities  which  weigh  upon  this 
small  island,  and  the  undesirability  of 
recklessly  increasing  these  responsibili- 
ties without  sufficient  cause.  But  this  is 
not  a  reason  why  we  should  obstinately 
refuse  to  consider,  on  its  own  merits, 
any  case  which  may  arise.  If  a  case 
should  present  itself  which  promises 
great  advantages  to  our  political  and 
commercial  interests,  with  an  absence 
of  reasonable  ground  for  apprehending 
military  or  financial  burdens,  it  would 
be  the  act  of  doctrinaires,  and  not  of 
statesmen,  to  refuse  to  go  into  an  exa- 
mination of  such  a  case.  There  seemed 
to  be  three  courses  open  to  us — either 
ourselves  to  annex  this  vast  territory ;  to 
leave  it  to  Mr.  Dent  and  the  importismt 
Company  which  he  represented  to  make 
•  the  best  of  the  concession  which  had 
been  granted  to  them — in  other  words, 
we  might  have  left  things  to  take  their 
own  course — or  to  leave  the  whole  coun- 
try to  its  almost  inevitable  absorption  by 
foreign  nations.  There  were  grave  ob- 
jections to  the  first  and  third  courses 
that  did  not  appear  to  apply  to  the 
second.  We  learned  not  only  from  Mr. 
Dent,  but  from  the  concurrent  reports 
of  our  Consular  and  of  our  naval  autho- 
rities, the  most  satisfactory  account  of 
the  progress,  the  development,  and  the 
civilization  of  the  country  under  the 
Company.  Order  prevailed.  Englishmen 
have  been  cordially  received,  and  the 
authority  of  the  Resident  was  every- 
where acknowledged.  It  is  a  country 
which,  from  its  climate,  is  not  fitted  for 
European  labour ;  but  it  has  a  popula- 
tion, and  may  receive  other  immigrants, 
who,  under  the  honest  and  intelligent 
supervision  of  Europeans,  may  produce 
great  results.  Mr.  Dent  had  his  concession 
and  could  act  under  it.  The  Royal  Charter 
had  no  legal  effect,  except  to  g^ve  the  Com- 
pany incorporation.  But  it  was  possible 
ibr  it  to  get  incorporated  under  the  Com- 
panies Acts.  I  have  heard  it  said  that 
it  is  unconstitutional  to  have  conferred 
this  Charter  without  consulting  Parlia- 
ment. That  objection  has  certainly  not 
Presented  itself  either  to  the  Foreign 
ffice,  to  the  Council  Office,  or  to  the 
Colonial  Office,  to  the  Cabinet,  to  the 
learned  Lord  on  the  Woolsack,  or  to  the 
Law  Officers,  and  for  the  simple  reason 
fhat  the  Cluurter,  in  this  instancy,  oon- 
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tained  no  powers  beyond  those  which 
Mr.  Dent  and  his  partners  might  have 
procured  by  simply  putting  themselves 
under  the  Companies  Act.     Your  Lord- 
ships know  that  in  some  of  our  Colonies 
— New  Zealand,  for  instance — there  are 
large  Companies  which  possess  extensive 
territories,  and  the  Charter  obtained  by 
Mr.  Dent  does  not  go  beyond  those  ob- 
tained by  those  Companies.     The  Royal 
Charter   gives   no    additional    powers 
to  the  Company.     It  is  of  a  restric- 
tive character.    We  obtain  a  negative 
control  over  the  Company  with  regard 
to    their    general    treatment    of    the 
Natives    and   to    their    dealings  with 
foreign  Powers.     We  incur  no  obliga- 
tion to  give  them  military  assistance, 
except  that  which  we  give  to  all  Eng- 
lishmen engaged  in  trade  in  uncivilized 
countries.     The  noble  Lord  complains 
that  our  position  and  that  of  the  Com- 
pany is  not  sufficiently  defined  with  re- 
gard to  this  Charter — that  our  duties 
and  obligations  are  vague.     I  must  join 
issue  with  the  noble  Lord.     The  advice 
of  the  Law  Officers  was  sought  for  in  the 
drafting  of  the  Charter,  and  their  atten- 
tion particularly  drawn  to  the  salient 
points.     As  to  military  protection  ex- 
pected or  hoped  for  by  the  Company, 
they  have    distinctly  stated  that    the 
Charter  would  entail  no  responsibility 
upon  Her  Majesty's  Government  for  the 
protection  of  the  country,  beyond  that 
which  is  inseparable  from  the  nationality 
of  those  engaged  in  developing  its  re- 
sources. Her  Majesty's  Government  are 
advised  that  they  are  not  pledged  by 
the  Charter  to  afford  any  greater  amount 
of  protection  or  support  to  the  Company 
than  would  be  extended  to  it  if  it  were 
simply  incorporated  under  the  Compa- 
nies Act.    More  than  this,  the  Company 
have  stated,  they  do  not  expect  or  hope 
for  under  the  Charter.     In  the  case  of 
the  Hudson's   Bay  Company   and  the 
New   Zealand   Companies,  the   Crown 
had  dominion  over  the  respective  coun- 
tries.    That  fact  alone  entailed  the  duty 
of  providing  for  their  military  defence. 
In  the  present  case,  there  is  no  dominion 
over  North  Borneo  from  which  such  an 
obligation  can  fiow.     The  granting  this 
Charter  does  not  vest  in  Her  Majesty 
any  Sovereignty  over  the  territory,  which 
remains  under  the  suzerainty  of  the  Sul- 
tan, although  he  has  delegated  the  ad- 
ministrative power  to  the  Association. 
The  grant  of  the  Charter  has  moral  ad- 
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TUitagee  for  the  Company,  but  legally 
it  does  nothing  for  it  except  torn  it  into 
a  body  corporate  with  perpetual  suocee- 
Bon.  On  the  other  hand,  it  impoees  con- 
■iderable  restrictiona  upon  the  AsBOoia- 
tion.  It  eetabliahes  a  control  over  them 
which  would  not  have  existed  if  they 
had  incorporated  themselvee  under  the 
Oompaniee  Act  But  this  control  is 
of  a  negative  character.  It  was  first 
proposed  to  follow  the  precedent  of  the 
feartem  Archipelago  Company,  and  to 
proride  that  we  Company  should  obey 
Ihe  directions  of  the  Secretary  of  State. 
But  we  decided  that  the  power  should 
be  confined  to  a  power  of  objection  and 
dissent  in  matters  affecting  foreign 
Powers  and  the  treatmentof  the  Natives 
— H)onflned,  in  fact,  to  certain  limited 
matters  in  whioJi  the  conduct  of  the 
Company  might  conflict  with  the  views 
and  policy  of  the  Qovemment,  or  with 
public  opinion  in  this  country.  But  this 
negative  power  is  strong,  and  any  dis- 
regard of  the  objections  of  the  Gkyvem- 
ment  entails  the  possible  cancelment  of 
the  Charter.  I  trust  that  this  con- 
tzblling  power  will  not  be  called  into 
effidot;  but  its  existence  is  most  im- 
portant. Witii  remrd  to  an  objection 
raised  by  the  noble  Lord  as  to  Mr. 
Dent  being  connected  with  the  opium 
trade,  the  great  China  opium  firm  of 
Dent  and  Co.  wound  up  its  affairs  more 
than  10  years  ago,  and  this  Mr.  Dent 
never  belonged  to  it.  Opium  would  have 
been  grown  by  the  Natives  under  this 
Association  whether  a  Charter  had  been 
granted  or  not.  A  monopoly  can  alone 
restrain. the  abuse  of  it,  excepting  by  a 
total  and  sudden  prohibition,  which 
would  cause  the  greatest  resistance  on 
the  part  of  the  Natives.  This  monopoly 
has  Deen  found  necessary  at  Hong  Kong 
and  Singapore.  I  am  bound  to  say  that 
one  of  the  greatest  objections  which  have 
been  brought  forward  against  the  grant 
of  this  Charter  is  that  complications 
might  arise  with  other  Powers.  I  am 
in(mned  to  believe  that  the  delay  in 
granting  the  Charter  on  the  part  of  the 
Ute  Oovemment  was  principally  caused 
by  this  difficulty.  It  was  one  of  con- 
siderable weight ;  but  I  am  happy  to  say 
that  the  fijial  result  will  be  rather  an 
avoidance  of  these  difficulties  than  any 
increase  of  them.  Oermany  has  formally 
stated  that  she  has  no  objection  to  raise 
to  the  course  which  we  have  pursued. 
Both  Spain  and  Holland  entered  protests. 


Your  Lordships  will  see  by  the  Corre- 
spondence that  the  question  was  fully 
argued  with  Holland,  and  that  theDutoh 
Mmister  made  a  statement  in  the  Cluun- 
bers  which  I  felt  it  my  duty  to  acknow- 
ledge as  being  of  a  very  statesmanlike 
and  friendly  character.  The  Corre- 
pondence  has  ended  entirely  in  that 
tone,  and  also  with  an  assurance  from 
Holland  that  the  incident  may  be  con- 
sidered as  finally  closed.  The  Spanish 
Gbvemment  took  up  the  subject  warmly ; 
but  in  the  last  discussion  in  their  Parlia- 
ment they  announced  their  intention  of 
treating  the  matter  as  an  accomplished 
fact.  Since  then  we  have  discussed  a 
further  arrangement  by  which  we  should 
acknowledge  the  sovereignty  of  Spain 
over  Sulu,  subject  to  provisions  of  per- 
fect liberty  to  our  trade  and  navigation, 
while  they  would  withdraw  all  claim 
to  sovereignty  in  North  Borneo,  and  the 
matter  wiO  thus,  I  have  every  reason  to 
believe,  be  closed  in  a  way  perfectly  satis- 
factory to  Germany,  Spain,  and  our- 
selves. Borneo  is  a  most  valuable  and 
important  part  of  the  world.  Though 
its  climate  is  such  as  to  prevent  the  use 
of  European  labour,  it  is  well  adapted 
to  labour  of  a  different  sort ;  and  if  the 
resources  of  the  country  are  developed 
under  the  honest  and  intelligent  super- 
vision of  a  certain  number  of  Europeans, 
I  believe  that  great  results  may  be 
achieved,  while  no  additional  burden, 
either  military  or  financial,  will  be 
thrown  upon  this  country. 

The  Earl  of  CARNARVON  said,  he 
thought  the  House  was  under  an  obli- 
gation to  his  noble  Friend  behind  him 
(Lord  Lamington)  for  having  brought 
the  question  forward,  as  it  was  an  im- 
portant one  and  might  be  still  more  so 
in  the  future.  But  the  discussion  must 
be  carried  on  under  disadvantageous 
conditions,  as  there  were  no  Papers  upon 
which  to  found  an  opinion.  Still  the 
House  could  not  have  failed  to  hear 
with  interest  the  statement  of  the  noble 
Earl  opposite  (Earl  Granville)  with  re- 
fi^ard  to  the  position  taken  up  by  different 
foreign  countries  in  connection  with  this 
matter,  and  they  would  be  able  to  re- 
serve their  judgment  until  the  Papers 
were  before  them.  As  he  (the  Earl  of 
Carnarvon)  understood  the  question, 
there  were  really  four  parties  to  be  con- 
sidered, but  of  two  of  these  the  state- 
ment of  the  noble  Earl  disposed.  The 
parties  to  whom  he  referred  were  Hoi- 
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land,  Spain,  and  the  Sultans  of  Sulu 
and  Brunei.  The  annexations  which 
Holland  had  made  in  the  last  30  or  40 
years  were  simply  enormous.  They 
stretched  2,000  miles  in  one  direction 
and  still  further  in  another.  It  was  im- 
possible not  to  remember  that  Holland 
had  not  shown,  and,  indeed,  did  not 
possess,  the  power  to  make  use  of  the 
territory  she  had  acquired.  Though  he 
said  this,  he  certainly  bore  Holland  no 
ill-will,  and  considered  her  an  excellent 
neighbour  in  that  part  of  the  world. 
He  had  no  wish  that  she  should  lose  her 
possessions  there,  or  that  her  power 
should  be  curtailed.  It  would,  on  the 
other  hand,  show  a  very  ill-founded  and 
mistaken  notion  of  her  own  interests  if 
she  were  to  indulge  in  any  jealousy  of 
England.  She  was  a  very  reasonable 
neighbour  to  us,  and  we,  in  our  turn, 
were  very  good  neighbours  to  her.  He 
was  very  glad  to  hear  that  Spain  had 
practically  confined  herself  to  a  formal 
protest  against  the  proposed  step.  He 
could  not  conceive  how  Spain  could  have 
even  the  smallest  possible  case  in  such 
a  matter  as  that  which  was  under  their 
consideration.  There  was  a  difference 
between  the  position  of  the  Spanish 
nation  and  the  8panish  Government,  and 
he  therefore  drew  a  distinction  between 
the  action  of  individual  captains  in  the 
Spanish  Navy  and  the  intentions  of  the 
Spanish  Government.  The  interference 
with  freedom  of  trade  by  Spanish 
cruisers  in  Eastern  waters  had  been 
sometimes  simply  intolerable.  He  would 
not  say  that  it  had  been  authorized  by 
the  Spanish  Government.  Mention  had 
been  made  by  the  noble  Earl  opposite 
of  the  joint  action  of  Germany  with 
ourselves  in  that  matter.  He  (the  Earl 
of  Carnarvon)  had  heard  that  statement 
with  pleasure,  for  it  was  very  desirable 
that  there  should  be  co-operation  among 
Powers  in  that  part  of  the  world.  He 
thought  the  Government  might  well  take 
advantage  of  the  recent  interchange  of 
amicable  communications  between  Spain 
and  this  country,  to  ask  whether  the 
Spanish  Government  would  consent  to  a 
demarcation  of  territorial  rights  ?  He 
believed  that  some  understanding  had 
been  come  to  on  the  subject  in  1877  and 
1878,  and  he  should  like  to  know  how 
far  it  had  been  carried  out  ?  He  main- 
tained that  it  would  be  desirable  to  place 
tiie  matter  upon  a  less  shifting  oasis 
fhui  tiiat  which  it  ooonpied  at  present. 

n§  Bmrl  of  Cumarvon 


I  With  regard  to  the  position  of  the  Sultan 
of  Brunei,  he  would  point  out  that  the 
Sultan  was  already  actually  under  a 
Treaty  obligation  not  to  alienate  terri- 
tory without  the  consent  of  the  British 
Government ;  and  so  far  6x}m  objecting 
to  this  country,  he  desired  to  see  all  the 
accessories  of  English  Government  es- 
tablished in  his  territory,  believing  that 
he  would  be  a  gainer  to  a  large  extent. 
He  (the  Earl  of  Carnarvon)  would  go 
so  far  as  to  say  this,  that  it  would  have 
been  not  only  disastrous  to  the  Natives 
and  the  population  in  that  part  of  the 
world,  but  a  source  of  great  incon- 
venience and  risk  to  ourselves  if  any 
other  conntry  than  England  had  been 
lodged  in  the  North-eastern  part  of 
Borneo,  and  there  could  be  no  doubt 
that  if  we  had  not  established  our  posi- 
tion there,  some  other  European  Power 
would.  It  was  very  desirable  that  they 
should  see  the  Papers  that  were  pro- 
mised, and  he  was  convinced  the  more 
closely  they  looked  into  this  matter  the 
more  satisfied  they  would  be,  and  the 
more  highly  they  would  appreciate  the 
advantages  gained  by  this  country  under 
the  Charter.  Kisks  and  responsibilities 
should  not  be  lightly  incurred,  and  he 
quite  agreed  with  the  noble  Earl  oppo- 
site that  the  matter  should  be  judged  on 
its  own  merits ;  but,  on  the  other  hand, 
it  was  very  important  that  this  country 
should  recognize  what  an  enormous 
stake  it  had  in  the  trade  that  passed 
through  these  waters.  The  trade  from 
the  West  between  England  and  China 
was  simply  vast ;  but  there  was  also  the 
trade  growing  up  between  China  and 
Australia,  which  was  very  considerable. 
There  could  be  no  doubt  that  their  posi- 
tion in  the  North-east  of  Borneo,  whe- 
ther looked  at  as  a  matter  of  peace  or 
of  war,  was  of  very  great  consequence. 
He  could  not,  of  course,  speak  with  the 
same  authority  as  the  noble  Earl ;  but 
he  believed  the  result  of  this  settlement 
had  been  extremely  advantageous  al- 
ready. Great  improvements  had  been 
made,  piracy  had  diminished,  murders 
and  other  crimes  had  been  reduced,  kid- 
napping had  been  brought  almost  to  an 
end,  human  sacrifices  had  disappeared, 
and  there  was  a  general  indication  of 
prosperity.  No  force  had  been  used; 
on  the  oontrary,  taxes  had  been  imposed, 
and  assented  to  without  any  remon- 
strance on  the  part  of  the  Natives.  He 
had  more  than  once  had  to  question  the 
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policy  of  the  Colonial  Gbyemment ;  but 
m  this  particular  case,  he  could  do 
nothing  but  congratulate  them  on  the 
policy  they  had  adopted,  and  as  one 
who  had  held  the  Office  of  Colonial  Se- 
cretary, he  gave  them  his  cordial  sup- 
port in  the  matter.  With  regard  to  the 
powers  granted  to  the  Company,  what 
the  noble  Earl  said  about  the  Charter 
waa  quite  true.  The  Company  might 
have  gone  elsewhere,  or  it  might  have 
registered  itself  under  the  Joint  Stock 
Companies  Act ;  but  so  far  as  the  Charter 
went  it  really  granted  no  new  powers  to 
the  Company ;  it  recognized  the  status 
of  the  Company  under  the  Sultans  of 
Sulu  and  Bomei,  and  it  imposed  restric- 
tions, 80  that  the  Company  would  not 
be  able  to  abuse  those  powers  if  if  it 
were  disposed  to  do  so.  Objections  had 
been  raised,  especially  with  respect  to 
the  monopoly  in  opium ;  but  that  was 
no  new  complaint,  and  the  fact  that  the 
monopoly  existed  would  tend  rather  to 
diminish  than  to  increase  its  general 
oonsumption.  Besides,  a  higher  tax  was 
imposed  by  the  Company  upon  opium ; 
and  there  was  no  danger  in  the  direction 
pointed  out  by  his  noble  Friend.  Ob- 
jection had  also  been  raised  with  respect 
to  the  extensive  powers  granted  to  the 
Company ;  but  if  there  was  to  be  any 
g;oyemment  worthy  of  the  name,  they 
could  hardly  give  much  less  power  than 
that  obtained  by  the  Company  under 
the  Charter ;  and  it  did  not  appear  that 
the  Company  had  ever  used  their  powers 
improperly,  or  diversely  from  the  wishes 
of  the  Government,  or  interests  of  the 
country.  In  his  opinion  there  was  a 
very  good  defence  for  the  course  which 
had  been  taken,  and  it  would  place  the 
island  very  much  in  the  position  in  which 
it  was  when  governed  by  Governor 
Brooke,  if  we  had  allowed  it  to  drop 
into  the  hands  of  some  barbarous  Chief. 
He  did  not  see  how  the  Government 
could  have  acted  otherwise  than  they 
had  done,  and  he  believed  they  had 
taken  the  only  course  open  to  them. 
They  would  have  done  a  great  wrong  if 
they  had  allowed  this  territory  to  pass 
into  the  hands  of  any  foreign  State. 
He  believed  that  the  possession  would 
be  a  valuable  one  both  in  peace  and 
war,  and  as  such  ho  welcomed  its  acqui- 
sition. 

LoBD  ELPHINSTONE  said,  he  con- 
curred with  the  noble  Earl  (the  Earl  of 
Carnarvon)  in  thinking  that  the  Govern- 


ment had  taken  the  proper  course  in 
this  matter.  It  was  a  curious  thing  that 
some  years  ago,  when  the  late  Mr.  Hume 
was  quoting  the  testimony  of  Mr.  Bum, 
the  captain  of  a  small  trading  schooner,  as 
to  the  non-existence  of  piracy  in  Borneo, 
that  gentleman  was  having  his  head  cut 
off  by  some  of  the  very  men  he  main- 
tained had  no  existence;  and  the  ship 
to  which  he  (Lord  Elphinstone)  belonged 
was  sent  to  avenge  his  death.  The  chief 
pirate  afterwards  unhesitatingly  avowed 
that  had  not  the  most  of  his  men  been 
away  on  a  piratical  expedition  not  a 
man  of  his  (Lord  Elphinstone's)  party 
would  have  been  allowed  to  return  to 
their  ship  alive.  There  was  a  vast  con- 
trast between  the  state  of  that  country 
in  1851  and  1881.  When  he  visited 
it  at  the  former  date  the  country  was 
then  in  a  very  lawless  state.  Piracy 
was  openly  acknowledged.  To  show 
what  North  Borneo  was  at  present,  he 
desired  to  read  to  the  House  a  few  brief 
extracts  from  the  letters  of  a  gentleman 
who  was  well  known  in  Norm  Borneo. 
Mr.  Prior,  writing  from  that  country  in 
February,  1881,  said  he  was  well  satis- 
fied to  find  that  the  bare  knowledge  of 
an  Englishman's  presence  in  the  country 
had  sufficed  to  put  a  stop  to  sacrifices 
and  to  the  cruelties  practised  in  the  col- 
lection of  customs  ;  but,  he  added,  much 
yet  remained  to  be  done.  Writing  in 
June,  1881,  he  stated  that  when  he 
arrived  in  the  country  crime  was  simply 
rampant,  robbery  was  rife,  and  there 
was  no  security  either  for  life  or  pro- 
perty. In  so  short  a  time  as  two  years 
all  this  had  changed.  There  was  a  brisk 
trade  doing,  two  steamers  called  regu- 
larly every  month,  and  crime  had  almost 
disappeared.  This  was  the  testimony  of 
a  gentleman  well  worthy  of  the  attention 
of  their  Lordships.  Some  years'  experi- 
ence had  taught  him  of  the  great  advan- 
tage, geographically  and  commercially, 
which  the  possession  of  Borneo  would 
confer,  for  the  splendid  position  of  the 
country  and  its  spacious  harbours  were 
well  known  to  the  House.  Its  commercial 
products  resembled  those  of  Ceylon,  the 
latitude  of  both  places  being  approxi- 
mately the  same,  and  coffee,  the  cocoa 
bean,  and  sago  were  very  generally 
grown.  The  country  showed  every  sign 
of  still  further  development;  and  he  con- 
gratulated the  Government  upon  the 
course  they  had  pursued  in  not  refusing 
the  Company's  request  for  a  Charter. 
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Thb  Easl  of  KIMBEELEY  said,  he 
liad  extremely  little  to  add  to  the  discus- 
sion their  Lordships  had  already  listened 
to.  One  or  two  points  raised  by  the 
noble  Lord  opposite  (Lord  Lamington) 
seemed  to  require  some  answer  from 
him.  The  noble  Lord  appeared  to  con- 
sider that  the  Company's  Charter  con- 
tained a  clause  enabling  them  to  inter- 
fere in  the  Colony  of  Labuan.  The 
dause  in  question  gaye  the  Company  no 
particular  rights  wnatever.  All  that  the 
Charter  said  was  that  they  might  have 
power  to  purchase  lands  and  property  in 
Labuan,  in  precisely  he  same  manner  as 
in  any  other  island  in  the  neighbourhood. 
He  need  not  hare  said  anything  about 
the  concession  with  respect  to  the  opium 
traffic,  if  it  were  not  that  some  extra- 
ordinary opinions  appeared  to  prevail 
on  the  subject  of  opium  farming.  The 
provision  in  the  Company's  Charter 
merely  enabled  them  to  farm  out  revenue 
obtained  in  the  usual  way  from  the  sale 
of  opium.  Farming  the  tax  did  not 
mean  a  monopoly  of  growing  opium; 
but  by  means  of  farming  out  the  tax  the 
Company  would  be  able  to  control  the 
opium  trade.  Similar  farms  of  taxes  on 
opium  had  existed  for  many  years  in 
Hong  Kongy  the  Straits  Set^ements, 
and  Labuan ;  and  he  never  heard  of  any 
objection  being  made  to  them.  With 
regard  to  the  general  question  and  the 
alleged  impolicy  of  interfering  in  the 
a&irs  of  Borneo,  and  looking  to  what 
was  going  on  in  that  part  of  the  world, 
it  was  only  a  question  of  time  as  to 
whether  some  control  should  be  exer- 
cised by  England  or  by  a  foreign  Power 
over  this  part  of  Borneo.  He  could 
not  too  strongly  assure  the  House 
that  the  Gk)vemment  were  opposed  to 
any  plan  which  would  enlarge  the  re- 
sponsibilities and  the  charges  at  present 
imposed  upon  this  country.  But  each 
case  must  be  considered  in  reference  to 
its  own  particular  circumstances;  and 
the  territory  in  question  was  peculiarly 
situated.  Its  position  was  a  very  central 
one ;  it  might  be  said  to  be  in  a  man- 
ner derelict,  as  the  Native  Sultans 
exercised  very  little  authority  there, 
and,  sooner  or  later,  in  all  proba- 
bility sooner  rather  than  later,  some 
foreign  Power  must  intervene.  He 
thought  that  anybody  who  had  studied 
all  uie  relations  which  existed  be- 
tfroen  the  different  States,  both  Native 
■ad  BnyopeMiy  in  that  quarter  of  the 


world,  must  have  seen  that  the  only 
natural  conclusion  was  that  this  country 
should  undertake  this  amount  of  respon- 
sibility.   It  was  not  the  first  time  that 
we   had    interfered    in    the  affairs  of 
Borneo ;  and  we  were  only  now  follow- 
ing the  line  of  action  which  had  for- 
merly been  pursued.    We  had  entered 
into  a  Treaty  with  the  Sultan  of  Brimei 
more  than  30  years  ago,  and  the  policy 
Her  Majesty's  Government  were  now 
acting  upon  was  a  policy  which  they  had 
pursued  for  a  very  long  period.     With 
respect  to  the  Dutch  possessions  in  that 
part  of  the  world,  he  did  not  think  that 
it  would  be  contended  by  anyone  that 
we  were  under  any  obligation   to   the 
Dutch  not  to  interfere.     Our  relations 
with  them  were  regulated  by  the  Treaty 
of  1825,  and  he  saw  no  reason  why  we 
should  not  always  be  g^ood  friends  with 
them.     He  thought  that  the  Dutch,  who 
had  in  recent  years  made  such  great 
additions    to    their  territories    in    this 
quarter,  might  reasonably  acquiesce  in 
the  extension  of  our  power.   He  believed 
that  they  were  satisfied  that  we  had  not 
taken  these  steps  in  hostility  or  dislike 
to  them — on  the  contrary,  that  those  we 
had  taken  were  in  their  interest  as  well 
as  our  own,  and  that  we  should  work 
together  in  perfect  harmony  in  the  exer- 
cise of  our  respective  influence  in  that 
country.     He  thought  that  there  was  no 
probability  of  a  recurrence  of  the  dis- 
putes which  had    from   time   to   time 
arisen  between  the  English  and  Dutch 
in  that  part  of  the  world.    Our  interest 
there  was  peaceful  trade  and  commerce ; 
and  he  reminded  the  House  that  it  was 
probable  that  conflicts  and  disturbances 
would  be  the  result  of  the  introduction 
of  any  new  power  into  the  Islaod.  As  to 
Spain,  as  his  noble  Friend  had  said,  the 
Government  had  taken  the  same  view 
on  this  question  as  that  taken  by  their 
Predecessors — they  did  not  admit  in  any 
way  that  the  Spaniards  had  any  rights 
on  the  mainland  of  Borneo  ;  but  he  was 
happy  to  say  there  was  a  prospect  that 
all  disputes  would  come  to  an  end  in 
that  quarter  by  the  demarcation  of  a 
distinct  line  of  boundary.    The  course 
taken  by  the  Government  was  perfectly 
consistent  with  the  policy  which  they  had 
followed  throughout  the  world — namely, 
a  policy  of  promoting  peace  and  tran- 
quillity, instead  of  increasing  the  dangers 
and  burdens,  already  so  great,  which 
this  ooimtiy  had  incurred. 
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THE  IKISH  LAND  COMMISSION. 

QUESTION.      OBSERVATIONS. 

LoKD  ORANMORE  and  BROWNE 
rose  to  call  the  attention  of  the  House, 
to  rep6rt  in  ''  Times  "  of  6th  instant,  of 
Mr.  Justice  Field's  statement  in  Queen's 
Bench  (Oounty  Court  Appeals), 

"  That  it  was  essential  to  the  exercise  of  the 
right  of  appeal  that  the  judge  should  take  notes 
of  the  evidence,  and  state  the  facts  proved  and 
the  points  decided  clearly  and  distinctly,  so  as 
to  enable  the  Court  to  understand  them  ;  " 

and  to  ask  Her  Majesty's  Government, 
whether  justice  does  not  require  that 
the  commissioners  and  sub-commissioners 
imder  the  Land  Law  (Ireland)  Act,  1881, 
ahoold  be  guided  by  the  same  rules  as 
are  laid  down  by  the  learned  judge  for 
the  guidance  of  county  court  judges  in 
England  ?  The  noble  Lord  said,  he 
only  hoped  that  the  principles  enunciated 
from  the  Treasury  Bench  that  evening 
would  be  carried  out  nearer  home.  He 
wished  the  Government  could  only  find 
out  some  of  those  able  men  such  as  were 
connected  with  the  North  Borneo  Com- 
pany, who  seemed  to  have  ability  to 
charm  away  crime  in  that  savage  country, 
and  send  them  to  Ireland.  The  remarks 
of  Mr.  Justice  Field  appeared  to  be  so 
peculiarly  applicable  to  many  of  the 
appeals  which  were  being  made  from 
the  Sub-Commissioners  to  the  Commis- 
sioners  under  the  Land  Act,  and  also  to 
appeals  taken  from  the  latter  tribunal 
to  the  Court  of  Appeal,  that  he  should 
be  glad  to  hear  from  Her  Majesty's 
Government  an  intimation  of  their  will- 
ingness to  call  the  attention  of  the  Com- 
missioners to  the  declaration  of  the 
learned  Judge  he  had  quoted  from, 
with  the  object  of  securing  to  Irishmen 
interested  in  landed  property  the  same 
principles  which  were  applied  in  Eng- 
land, and  without  which  the  right  of 
appeal  given  under  the  Land  Act  would 
become  null  and  void.  It  was  plain 
that  as  many  of  the  Sub- Commissioners 
were  only  appointed  by  the  year,  that 
the  Government  could  influence,  if  not 
direct,  them ;  and  it  was  at  least  pro- 
bable that  the  Commissioners  would 
attend  to  suggestions  from  the  Govern- 
ment that  their  Courts  and  the  Courts 
of  their  deputies  should  be  carried  on 
under  such  rules  as  would  enable  the 
rights  of  appeal  given  under  the  Act  to 
be  available.  The  real  point  involved 
in  the  question   was    this — were  Her 


Majesty's  subjects  in  Ireland  not  only 
to  live  under  laws  entirely  different 
from  those  which  were  enforced  in  Ghreat 
Britain,  but  whether  the  laws  Hiem- 
selves,  exceptioneil  and  strange  as  they 
were,  were  to  be  administered  by  a  new 
and  untried  tribunal  in  a  manner  so 
loose  and  uncontrolled  as  would  not, 
according  to  the  decision  of  an  English 
Judge,  be  accepted  in  the  administration 
of  the  law  in  this  part  of  the  United 
Kingdom  ? 

LoBD  OARLINGFORD  said,  that 
when  he  saw  the  noble  Lord's  Question 
on  the  Paper  he  was  rather  surprised 
that  such  a  Question  should  be  put,  and 
he  wondered  what  the  facts  were  which 
had  caused  him  so  much  anxiety;  but 
having  inquired  into  the  matter,  he 
thought  he  should  be  able  to  relieve  the 
noble  Lord  of  the  anxiety  which  he  felt. 
On  making  inquiries,  he  found  that  the 
fact  was,  as  regards  the  Sub-Commis- 
sioners, that  the  legal  Commissioner  took 
notes  of  the  substance  of  the  evidence 
given  before  him.  He  believed,  how- 
ever, that  those  notes,  in  cases  of  fixing 
fair  rents,  were  not  important  elements 
in  the  decision  of  the  Land  Commis- 
sion when  an  appeal  was  heard.  The 
so-called  appeals  were,  in  the  words  of 
the  Land  Act,  ''  re-hearings  by  the  Land 
Commission,"  which  heard  the  vivd  voce 
evidence  fully,  and  employed  its  own 
valuer  to  value  the  land  for  its  own 
purposes.  The  noble  Lord  would  there- 
fore see  that  the  notes  of  the  legal 
Commissioner  were  comparatively  unim- 
portant. But  when  a  point  of  law  was 
reserved  by  the  Sub-Commission,  the 
Land  Commission  was  furnished  with  a 
full  report  of  the  facts  and  the  evi- 
dence on  which  the  question  arose.  The 
Land  Commission  itself,  from  which,  of 
course,  an  appeal  in  the  strict  sense  of 
the  word,  lay  to  the  Court  of  Appeal  in 
Ireland,  always  employed  a  shorthand 
writer,  and  all  the  evidence  and  the 
proceedings  before  them  were  taken 
down  in  full  for  the  use  of  the  Court  of 
Appeal,  if  there  should  be  an  appeal; 
and  when  that  was  the  state  of  the  case 
the  noble  Lord  would  see  that  the  admo- 
nition which  he  desired  to  give  to  the  Land 
Courts  in  Ireland  was  quite  unnecessary. 
No  one  could  be  more  interested  than 
the  Land  Commission  itself  in  having 
appeals  or  re-hearings  brought  before  it 
in  a  proper  and  convenient  way,  and 
they  had  no  reason  to  complain  in  that 
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respect  of  the  proceedings  of  the  Sub- 
Oommissions.  In  appeals  from  the  chief 
tribanal  itself,  the  Court  of  Appeal  before 
which  the  cases  were  taken  was  furnished 
with  fall  means  of  considering  the  ques- 
tions submitted  to  it. 

LoBD  ORANMORE  and  BROWNE 
saidy  that  in  the  only  appeal  which  had 
been  taken  from  the  Land  Commission 
to  the  Oourt  of  Appeal  the  facts  were 
insufficiently  explained,  and  the  Oourt 
had  a  difficulty  in  arriving  at  any  de- 
cision in  consequence.  In  disposing  of 
the  appeals  which  had  come  from  the 
8ub-0ommission,  Mr.  Justice  O'Hagan 
stated  that  it  was  only  on  points  of  law 
they  were  disposed  to  change  the  de- 
cisions of  the  tribunal,  and  that  they 
oould  not  go  into  details  as  to  the  value 
of  the  holdings. 

Lord  OARLINGFORD  said,  it  was 
true  that  one  of  the  Judges  in  the 
Oourt  of  Appeal  did  criticize  the  form  in 
which  the  case  of  Adams  v,  Dunseath 
was  brought  before  them ;  but  he  (Lord 
Oarlingford)  believed  there  was  no  rea- 
son to  question  the  great  pains  taken 
by  the  Land  Commission  in  bringing 
that  case  before  the  Appeal  Oourt.  The 
case  of  Adams  v,  Dunseath,  as  submitted 
to  the  Court  of  Appeal,  was  drawn  up 
with  the  full  consent  and  concurrence 
of  the  solicitors  and  counsel  on  both 
sides,  and  especially  with  the  concur- 
rence and  to  the  satisfaction  of  the 
eminent  counsel,  Mr.  Holmes,  the  Soli- 
citor General  for  Ireland  under  the  late 
Government,  who  raised  the  question  on 
the  part  of  the  landlord. 

CLAIMS  OF  PEEBAGE,  &c. 
MOTION  FOB  PAPEE8. 

The  Eakl  of  GALLOWAY  moved 
for  Copies  of  the  Scottish  Acts  of  Par- 
liament of  1567,  entitled  **  Ratification 
of  the  Erledom  of  Mar,"  **  Ratification  of 
the  Baronie  of  Blyth ;  "  also  for  Copies 
of  the  Scottish  Act  of  1587  entitled  '*  An 
Act  in  favour  of  the  Erie  of  Mar,"  as 
well  as  all  other  Scottish  Acts  ratifying 
ffrants  or  r^-grants  of  Peerages  with 
mnds  under  ^yal  Charter,  with  a  view 
to  their  being  translated  into  modem 
English  for  the  use  of  the  Select  Com- 
mittee appointed  to  inquire  into  the  state 
of  the  law  respecting  the  claims  and 
amamptlons  of  titles  of  Peerages  in  Scot- 
Iftady  te. ;  and,  seoondlj,  that  the  Act 
lOlli  nd  11th  Yiol.,  (£ap.  62  (pasMd 
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25th  June,  1847^  in  reference  to  "dor- 
mant or  extinct "  Peerages  in  Scotland, 
be  reprinted  with  a  view  to  the  correction 
of  a  misprint  in  line  10  of  the  preamble 
on  the  first  page,  which  recites  errone- 
ously the  words  of  intitulation  of  the 
Act  6th  Anne,  chap.  23.  The  noble 
Earl  said,  that  with  regard  to  the  first 
Motion,  he  had  only  to  remind  the 
House  that  they  had  been  pleased  to 
re-appoint  the  Select  Committee  of  last 
year  to  inquire  into  the  state  of  the  law 
in  respect  of  claims  and  assumptions  of 
titles  of  Peerage  in  Scotland ;  and  it 
was  therefore  advisable  that  that  Com- 
mittee should  have  at  their  command  all 
the  documentary  evidence  that  could  be 
obtained  to  aid  them  in  their  inquiries. 
The  Scottish  Acts  of  Parliament,  ratify- 
ing Peerages  with  grants  or  re-grants 
of  land  already  gifted  by  Royal  Charter, 
were  framed,  however,  in  language  which 
he  feared  would  be  hardly  intelligible  to 
the  greater  number  of  Peers  appointed  to 
serve  on  the  Select  Committee;  and  it  was 
on  this  account  that  he  now  moved  that 
they  should  be  translated  for  their  use 
into  modem  English.  He  had  alluded 
to  three  special  Acts,  for  the  reason  that 
he  happened  to  be  familiar  with  them ; 
but  he  wished  all  other  Scotch  Acts  of 
a  similar  nature  to  be  included  in  his 
1st  Motion.  As  to  the  2nd  Resolution 
which  stood  in  his  name,  he  might  relieve 
their  Lordships'  minds  of  one  fear  at  once 
— namely,  of  its  having  any  reference 
whatever  to  the  controversial  question 
of  the  Mar  Peerage,  and  for  this  simple 
reason — ^that  the  Modem  Act  of  1847 
he  referred  to  had  no  bearing  whatever 
upon  any  but  '*  dormant  or  extinct " 
Peerages,  which,  of  course,  could  not 
apply  to  the  Mar  Peerage,  which,  since 
its  restoration  by  Act  of  Parliament  in 
1824,  had  certainly  become  neither  dor- 
mant nor  extinct.  He  thought  it  im- 
portant to  mention  this,  because  the  fact 
had  evidently  been  lost  sight  of  by  the 
Committee,  of  which  the  ex-Lord  Chan- 
cellor (Lord  Cairns)  had  been  Chairman, 
appointed  in  1877  to  report  upon  the 
question  of  the  preceaency  of  the 
Earldom  of  Mars.  In  1847  a  Com- 
mittee of  the  House  was  appointed,  on 
the  Report  of  which  the  Act  was  sub- 
sequently passed,  and  that  Report  stated 
that  in  reference  to  the  particular  evil 
there  complained  of,  there  was  no  power 
in  their  Lordships'  House  to  remedy  it 
by  a  Resolution,  but  that  it  was  neces- 
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■•ly  to  pvooasd  by  Aol  of  Paadiament 
An  Aot  WM  aoooraiogly  passed,  oontain* 
ing  ▼axiouB  pnmsioiis.  &at,  in  the  Pre- 
amble of  ima  Act  of  1847,  there  were 
quoted  the  titlea  or  general  bearing  of 
sareral  previous  Acts  having  reference 
to  Scotch  Feeraffes,  and,  amongst  otiliers, 
that  to  which  his  Motion  specially  re- 
ferred— ^namely,  8  Anm  c.  23.  In  this 
IVoamble  the  .phrase  "regulating  of 
votea"  is  cited  as  a  part  of  the  intitula- 
tion  of  this  last-named  Act.  He  had 
accordingly  referred  to  this  Aot — 6  Awm 
c  28--to  find  out  what  "  regulating  of 
votea  "  its  provisions  enacted ;  and  great 
was  his  astonishment  to  find  that  there 
was  not  a  single  provision  of  any  kind 
whatsoever  on  the  subject  in  any  line 
from  the  beginning  to  the  end  of  this 
Act  It  was  then  that  be  looked  care- 
fully into  the  terms  of  intitulation  of 
thia  Act,  8  AniM  c.  23,  and  that  he  dis- 
covered that  the  phrase  was  "regulating 
of  voters,"  instead  of  "  regulating  (u 
votes,"  as  dted  in  the  Act  of  1847.  The 
"voters"  thus  referred  to  were  the 
Peen  assembled  at  Holsrrood  House  to 
elect  the  18  Bepresentatives  fiN>m  their 
number;  and  the  "regulating  of  voters" 
referred  only  to  some  eniustments  to 
guard  against  their  each  bringing  be- 
yond a  certain  number  of  retainers  with 
them  for  fear  of  their  being  made  use 
of  to  overawe  the  votes  of  any  Peers 
present,  for  which  the  Peers  guilty  of 
such  an  offence  were  to  be  visited  with 
the  penalties  o£  praemunire.  This  being 
the  case,  he  thought  it  but  right  that 
the  Aot  of  1847  should  be  reprinted, 
with  the  view  of  having  the  erroneous 
intitulation  of  6  Anne  c.  23  in  the 
Preamble  of  the  former  properly  cor- 
rected, which  he  begged  now  formally 
to  move. 

Movedf  That  there  be  laid  before  this  House, 
Copies  oi  the  Scottish  Acts  of  Parliament  of 
1667,  entitled  <*  Ratification  of  the  Erledom  of 
liar,"  *'  Ratification  of  the  Baronieof  Blyth ;" 
also  Copies  of  the  Scottish  Act  of  1687  entitled 
«  An  Act  in  favor  of  the  Erie  of  Mar,"  as  well 
as  all  other  Scottish  Acts  ratifying  grants  or 
fv-grants  of  Peera^^  with  lands  under  Royal 
Chatter,  with  a  Tiew  to  their  being  translated 
into  modem  English  for  the  use  of  the  Select 
Committee  appointed  to  inquire  into  the  state 
of  the  law  respecting  the  claims  and  assump- 
tions of  titles  of  Peerages  in  Scotland,  kc. 

That  the  Act  10th  and  11th  Vict.,  chap.  LII. 
(62.)  (passed  26th  June  1847),  in  reference  to 
''dormant  or  extinct"  Peerages  in  Scotland,  be 
re-printed  with  a  view  to  the  correction  of  a 
misprint  in  line  10  of  the  preamble  on  the  first 
page,  which  recites  erroneously  the  words  of 


intitnlation  of  the  Act  0th  Amie,  chap.  22.-^ 

Ths  lord  OHANOELLOB  iaid,  he 
had  assented  to  the  re-appointment  cf 
the  Committee  this  Session ;  but  he  oer- 
tainly  did  not  anticipate,  when  he  did  so, 
that  there  would  be  interlocutory  applica- 
tions to  the  House  as  to  matters  which 
might  or  might  not  come  under  the  con* 
sideration  of  the  Oommittee.  The  Motion, 
in  all  its  parts,  seemed  to  him  to  be  un- 
precedented and  inexpedient.  It  was 
premature  to  judge  what  should  be  done 
to  facilitate  the  workixijB^  of  the  Oom- 
mittee before  the  Oommittee  asked  them 
to  do  so.    The  Oommittee  could  take 


ooffnizance  of  anj  Acts  of 
and  it  was  inconsistent  with  their  nature 
to  lay  them  on  the  Table.  If  the  Oom- 
mittee desired,  it  could  multiply  copies 
of  the  Scottish  Acts,  and  if  the  noUe 
Lords  on  the  Oommittee  were  unable  to 
translate  any  of  the  Acts  into  modem 
Frnglisb,  they  could  aTail  themselTes  ct 
the  services  of  an  expert.  That  was 
quite  within  their  competency.  The 
latter  part  of  the  Motion  was  stul  more 
extraordinary.  The  noble  Earl  asked 
that  an  Act  of  1847  should  be  laid  on  the 
Table  with  a  view  to  the  correction  of 
a  misprint,  and  the  correction  to  be 
made  was  to  put  in  "  Totes  "  instead  of 
''  voters."  But  the  error — ^if  it  was  an 
error — ^was  in  the  original  Parliament 
Bill  of  that  Aot,  as  it  received  the  Boyal 
Assent;  if  the  Aot  were  reprinted,  it 
must  be  reprinted  as  it  was  passed,  and 
not  otherwise.  An  error  could  not  be 
corrected  by  reproducing  copies  of  it, 
and  he  was  totally  unable  to  understand 
what  use  there  could  be  in  doine  so. 
For  these  reasons  he  could  not  advise 
their  Lordships  to  accede  to  the  Motion. 

Motion  (by  leave  of  the  House)  tptih- 
drawn, 

Hooss  adjonmed  at  Seven  o*clock 

till  To-morrow,  half  past 

Ten  o'dook. 


HOUSE    OF    OOMMONS, 
Monday,  IZtK  March,  1882. 
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Pbitatb  Bills  (*y  OrtUr) — Sumd  R$ading — 
Wimbledon,  Merton,  ana  West  Metropolitan 
Junction  Railway  •. 

Withdrawn— ^ttxro'v  and  TTxbridge  Railway  •. 

Public  Bills  —  Ordered  —  Firat  Reading  — 
Imprisonment  for  Debt*  [102]. 

Seeond  Beading — General  Police  and  Improve- 
ment (Scotland)  ♦  [771. 

Committee— Bins  of  ISale  Act  (1878)  Amend- 
ment  •  [8] — a.p. 

PRIVATE    BUSINESS. 

REGENT'S  CANAL,  CITY,   AND  DOCKS 
RAILWAY  BILL. 

Mr.  Bobertson  and  Mr.  O'Donnell, 
two  of  the  Tellers  in  the  Diyision  upon 
Tuesday  last  upon  the  Second  Beading 
of  the  Eegent's  Canal,  City,  and  Docks 
Bailway  Bill,  came  to  the  Table  and 
acquainted  the  House  that  they  had 
erroneously  reported  the  number  of 
Ayes  as  254  instead  of  244,  which  was 
the  proper  number  corresponding  with 
the  Division  List. 

Ordered,  That  the  Clerk  do  correct  the 
said  error  in  the  Journal  of  this  House 
by  stating  the  n\imber  of  Ayes  as  244 
instead  of  254. 

QUESTIONS,. 


NATIONAL   EDUCATION   (IRELAND)  — 
THE   MODEL   SCHOOLS. 

Mb.  BIGGAB  asked  the  Chief  Secre- 
tary to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland, 
Whether  the  statement  in  paragraph  20 
of  the  last  Beport  of  the  Commissioners 
of  National  Education  in  Ireland,  namely, 
''The  Besults  Examinations  show  that 
the  Model  Schools  continue  to  maintain 
their  high  character,"  is  to  be  under- 
stood as  implying  that  the  Model  Schools 
show  results  superior  to  those  of  the 
best  ordinary  National  Schools,  say  those 
examined  for  the  Carlisle  and  Blake 
Premiums ;  whether  he  is  able  to  give 
any  statistics  in  support  of  the  Commis- 
sioners' assertion  ;  and,  whether  he  can 
S've  the  House  any  assurance  that  the 
odel  Schools  realise  the  ''  chief  ob- 
jects "  for  which,  according  to  the  Com- 
missioners' Bules  and  Begulations,  para- 
graph 37,  thej  were  founded,  namely, 

'*  To  promote  nnited  education,  to  exhibit  to 
the  iQiTOunding  schools  the  most  improved 
meibods  of  liteorary  and  soientifio  instruction, 
•ad  to  pi«par«  young  persons  for  the  office 
tf  tatolMr/' 


having  regard  to  the  present  state  of 
the  attendance,  and  also  to  the  fact  that, 
during  the  year  1880,  only  eighty-five 
teachers  were  prepared  by  ninety-four 
Model  School  Departments  ? 

Mr.  W.  E.  FOBSTEB,  in  reply,  said, 
that  the  words  quoted  from  paragraph 
20  did  not  imply  any  comparison,  nor 
was  any  intenoed.  The  statement  was 
one  of  opinion,  and  did  not  require  any 
statistics  to  support  it.  The  Commis- 
sioners of  National  Education  did  their 
best  to  make  the  Model  Schools  realize 
the  chief  objects  they  were  founded  to 
promote. 

THE     NATIONAL    EXHIBITION    (IRE- 
LAND)—SUBSCRIPTION  FOR  SHARES. 

Mr.  BEDMOND  asked  the  Chief  Se- 
cretary to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ire- 
land, If  it  is  a  fact  that  the  prisoners 
detained,  under  the  Coercion  Act,  in 
Monaghan  Prison  have  been  prevented 
from  subscribing  for  shares  in  the 
National  Exhibition  Company,  their  let- 
ters making  application  having  been 
detained  by  the  authorities ;  and,  if  so, 
whether  he  has  sanctioned  such  a  pro- 
ceeding ? 

Mr.  W.  E.  FOBSTEB,  in  reply,  said, 
it  was  true  that  the  collective  applica- 
tions of  the  prisoners  referred  to  were 
stopped  by  the  Governor,  and,  as  he 
thought,  rightly  stopped ;  but,  at  the 
same  time,  they  were  informed  that, 
individually,  they  might  apply  for  any 
number  of  shares  they  desired. 

PROTECTION  OF  PERSON  AND  PRO- 
PERTY (IRELAND)  ACT,  1881— MR. 
J.  M.  MURRAY. 

Mr.  BIGGAB  asked  the  Chief  Secre- 
tary to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland, 
On  what  grounds  John  M.  Murray  is 
still  retained  in  prison,  he  having  been 
arrested  over  twelve  months  ago  ? 

Mr.  W.  E.  FOBSTEB,  in  reply,  said, 
there  must  be  some  mistake  in  this  mat- 
ter, as  he  could  find  no  one  of  this  name 
among  those  detained  in  prison. 

Mr.  BIGGAB  said,  that  the  name 
should  be  John  M*Murray ;  and  he  would 
ask  the  Question  with  the  proper  name 
on  an  early  date. 

THE    IRISH   LAND   COMMISSION- 
STAMPED  AGREEMENTS. 

Mr.  MACABTNEY  asked  Mr.  At- 
torney GeuerM  for  Ireland,  Whether  he 
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18  aware  that  the  officials  of  the  Irish 
Land  Commission  decline  to  acknowledge 
the  receipt  by  Post  of  stamped  agree- 
ments entered  into  voluntarily  by  land- 
lorda  and  tenants  in  Ireland  for  the 
purpose  of  fixing  a  fair  rent  for  fifteen 
years,  and  also  refuse  to  give  any  ac- 
knowledgment of  having  received  similar 
notices  when  left  at  the  Land  Commis- 
sion Office;  and,  whether  such  refusal 
is  sanctioned  or  directed  by  the  Chief 
Land  Commissioners;  and,  if  so,  upon 
what  gprounds?  He  also  wished  to  know 
whether  the  demand  made  by  the  Stamp 
Office  as  to  the  scale  of  stamp  duty  to 
be  charged  had  been  sanctioned  by  the 
Treasury? 

The  attorney  GENERAL  for 
IRELAND  (Mr.  W.  M.  Johnson)  :  Sir, 
with  regard  to  the  last  Question,  the 
matter,  which  is  entirely  abnormal,  is 
under  the  consideration  of  the  Law  Offi- 
cers of  the  Crown,  and  no  opinion  has 
yet  been  given.  The  a^eements,  to 
which  the  Question  of  the  hon.  Member 
refers,  are  those  in  Form  83,  in  the 
Schedule  to  the  Rules  of  October  last. 
Up  to  the  6th  of  February,  1882,  those 
agreements  were  considered  originating 
notices,  and  on  receipt  were  filed  on  the 
record  of  the  Court,  and,  therefore,  not 
otherwise  acknowledged;  but  on  that 
date  the  Land  Commission  judicially 
decided  that  they  were  not  originating 
notices,  and  ever  since  the  6th  of  Feb- 
ruary, those  which  are  forwarded  by 
post  are  duly  acknowledged,  and  for 
those  which  are  lodged  by  hand  a  re- 
ceipt is  given  if  requested. 

STATE    OF    IRELAND-ST.    PATRICK'S 
DAY  IN  DERRY. 

Mr.  lewis  asked  the  Chief  Secre- 
tary to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland, 
Whether  the  Government  has  received 
a  Memorial  from  certain  loyal  inhabi- 
tants of  Derry  relating  to  a  projected 
procession  or  demonstration  in  that  city 
on  a  grand  scale  fixed  for  the  17th 
instant;  whether  the  Government  has 
taken  into  consideration  the  facts  and 
allegations  stated  in  such  Memorial, 
tending  to  show  that  such  demonstration 
is  intended  to  be  a  disloyal  one,  and  is 
likely  to  lead  to  a  breach  of  the  peace ; 
and,  whether  the  Government  will  take 
steps  to  prevent  the  placing  on  the 
walls,  or  in  the  streets  of  Derry,  of  any 
wrohes  or  other  erections  on  which  dis- 


loyal emblems  and  devices  may  be  fixed 
or  exhibited  ? 

Mb.  sexton  said,  that,  before  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  answered  the  Ques- 
tion, he  should  like  to  ask  whether  this 
was  not  a  demonstration  in  honour  of 
St.  Patrick,  the  patron  Saint  of  Ireland ; 
and  whether  the  17  th  of  l£aroh,  known 
as  St.  Patrick's  Day,  was  not  reoogpiized 
in  official  circles  as  a  national  holiday  ? 

Ma.  O'DONNELL  also  wished  to  ask, 
whether  the  Catholic  majority  of  the 
population  of  Derry  did  not  carefully 
respect  the  annual  demonstrations  of 
their  Protestant  fellow-citizens  ? 

Mr.  W.  E.  FORSTER  :  Sir,  a  Memo- 
rial has  been  received  from  the  Appren- 
tice Boys'  Association,  asking  that  the 
proposed  celebration  might  be  stopped. 
The  matter  will  require  serious  conside- 
ration, and  the  Government  are  in  con- 
sultation with  the  Mayor  and  magis- 
trates of  Derry  to  take  such  measures  as 
may  be  necessary  to  prevent  a  breach  of 
the  peace. 

THE   QUEEN'S    COLLEGES    AND   THE 
ROYAL  UNIVERSITY  OF  IRELAND. 

Mb.  W.  J.  CORBET  asked  the  Chief 
Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of 
Ireland,  If  he  can  state  the  number 
and  value  of  the  scholarships,  prizes, 
and  exhibitions  open  exclusively  to 
the  Queen's  Colleges,  and  derived  from 
public  funds ;  whether  it  has  ever  hap- 
pened that  there  were  not  as  many 
candidates  as  there  were  scholarships, 
prizes,  and  exhibitions;  and,  if  so,  on 
what  percentage  of  marks  were  the 
scholarships,  prizes,  and  exhibitions 
awarded  on  those  occasions;  whether 
these  scholarships,  prizes,  and  exhibi- 
tions are  open  to  all  the  students  in  the 
Queen's  Colleges,  irrespective  of  any 
limit  of  age  ;  whether  the  students  from 
the  Queen's  Colleges  are  also  eligible  for 
the  scholarships,  prizes,  and  exhibitions 
in  the  Royal  University;  and,  if  so, 
whether,  in  the  interests  of  education, 
steps  will  be  taken  to  open  the  scholar- 
ships, prizes,  and  exhibitions,  at  present 
open  to  Queen's  College  students  only, 
to  all  the  students  of  the  Royal  Univer- 
sity; and,  whether  he  will  give  a  Return, 
showing  the  proportion  of  scholarships, 
prizes,  and  exhibitions  in  each  faculty 
to  the  number  of  students  in  that 
faculty ;  the  average  number  of  candi- 
dates for  each  scholarship,  prize,  and 
exhibition  ;  and  the  definite  minimum 
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peroentag^  of  marks  on  wliioh  the  soho- 
larships,  prizes,  and  exhibitions  are 
awarded  in  the  Queen's  Colleges  ? 

Mb.  W.  E.  FOESTEE,  in  reply,  said, 
that  much  of  the  information  the  hon. 
Member  asked  for  would  be  found  in 
chapters  9  and  17  of  the  Statutes  of 
the  Queen's  Colleges.  The  scholarships, 
prizes,  and  exhibitions  of  the  Eojal 
tjniversity,  were  open  to  all  students. 
He  believed  that  in  every  University  the 
number  of  prizes  sometimes  was  greater 
than  the  number  of  persons  competing 
for  them.  There  was  no  limit  of  age, 
and  candidates  were  eligible  to  scholar- 
ships and  other  prizes  in  the  Eoyal 
University,  from  whatever  quarter  they 
came.  He  did  not  think  it  would  be  in 
the  interests  of  education  to  open  the 
prizes  in  the  Queen's  Colleges  to  all  the 
students  of  the  Eoyal  University. 

PROTECTION  OF  PEH80N  AND  PRO. 
PERTY  (IREIJLND)  ACT,  1881— MR. 
MANGAN. 

Mr.  EEDMOND  asked  the  Chief  Se- 
cretary to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Lre- 
land,  If  it  is  true  that  Mr.  Charles 
Mangan,  a  prisoner  detained,  under 
the  Coercion  Act,  in  Dundalk  Gaol,  has 
been  unanimously  elected  Mayor  of 
Drogheda ;  how  long  Mr.  Mangan  has 
been  imprisoned ;  whether  the  district 
of  Drogheda  is  in  a  peaceful  condition ; 
and,  whether  he  will,  under  the  circum- 
stances, order  the  release  of  Mr.  Man- 
gan, so  that  he  may  fulfil  the  functions 
of  his  position  as  chief  magistrate  for 
that  borough  ? 

Mr.  W.  E.  FOESTEE,  in  reply, 
said,  he  understood  that  Mr.  Mangan 
was  not  now  Mayor  of  Drogheda,  as  a 
successor  had  been  appointed  by  a  ma- 

J'ority  of  14  to  8  votes.  Mr.  Mangan 
lad  been  in  prison  since  the  14th  of 
October.  The  district  was,  happily, 
peaceable;  but,  in  the  interests  of 
peace,  he  could  not  at  present  consent 
to  put  an  end  to  Mr.  Mangan's  impri- 
sonment. 

NAVY  —  ROTAL  MARINE  ARTILLERY 
AND  ROYAL  MARINES. 

OoLomsL  MATTTNS  asked  the  Seore- 
taiy  to  the  Admiralty,  If  he  oould  ex- 
plttn  whv  Migor  Derrimaa,  Eoyal  Ma- 
rine Artillery,  has  not  been  seconded  in 
kii  Oorps  whilst  serving  as  an  Adju- 
tant in  the  Auxiliary  Forces,  aa  is  the 

Mr.  W.  /.  C^M 


custom  in  the  Army,  and  has  been  the 
custom  in  the  Eoyal  Marines  hitherto ; 
also  whether,  considering  that  the 
length  of  service  of  the  senior  Captains 
of  the  Eoyal  Marines  exceeds  that  of 
any  branch  of  the  Service,  a  scheme  of 
promotion,  by  length  of  service,  will  be 
prepared  for  them  similar  to  that  pro- 
posed for  the  Eoyal  Artillery  and  Eoyal 
Engineers? 

Mb.  TEETELYAN  :  Sir,  I  beg  to 
inform  the  hon.  and  gallant  Gentleman 
that  the  number  of  majors  of  the  Ma- 
rine Artillery  is  in  excess  of  the  peace 
requirements  of  the  corps  sufficiently  to 
allow  an  officer  to  be  temporarily  ts^en 
for  other  duties.  The  hon.  and  gallant 
Gentleman  will  not  forget  that  the 
number  of  majors  in  the  Marine  Ar- 
tillery has  been  increased  within  the 
twelvemonth  from  eight  to  14.  With 
regard  to  the  other  Question  of  the  hon. 
and  gallant  Gentleman,  I  have  to  say 
that  the  Admiralty  and  the  War  Office 
are  at  the  present  moment  in  communi- 
cation on  the  subject  of  promotion  by 
length  of  service  in  the  higher  ^ades 
of  the  corps  of  Eoyal  Artillery,  Eoyal 
Engineers,  and  Eoyal  Marines. 

IRELAND— RESIGNATIONS    IN    THE 
ROYAL  IRISH  CONSTABULARY. 

Mr.  EEDMOND  asked  the  Chief  Se- 
cretary to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ire- 
land, If  he  will  state  the  number  of 
resignations  received  from  members  of 
the  Koyal  Irish  Constabulaiy  Force  in 
the  years  1879,  1880,  and  1881,  respec- 
tively ? 

Mb.  W.  E.  FOESTEE,  in  reply, 
said,  the  number  of  resignations  re- 
ceived from  members  of  the  Irish  Con- 
stabulary in  the  years  1879,  1880,  and 
1881,  were  113,  155,  and  352  respec- 
tively. The  whole  strength  of  the  force 
was  about  12,000  men. 

Mb.  EEDMOND:  Can  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  give  any  reason  for  so  large 
an  increase  in  the  number  of  resigna- 
tions ? 

Mb.  W.  E.  FOESTEE :  That  Ques- 
tion was  asked  and  answered  a  few  days 
ago. 

Mb.  EEDMOND:  I  beg  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman's  pardon.  That  Ques- 
tion has  not  been  aisked. 

Mb.  W.  E.  FOESTEE :  I  understood 
it  had.  A  large  proportion  of  the  re- 
signations were  from  recruits.  There 
had  b^n  a  large  number  of  recruitSi 
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ftnd  it  is  genenllj  found  in  the  case  of  tricte   were    Bchedaled  as  "  distressed 

recraits  that  there  are  a  good  many  re-  districts  "  in  the  Compeosation  for  Die- 

■i^ations.  turbance  Bill,  and    were  in  receipt  of 
famine  relief  up  to   and  since  March 

EVICnONB    (IRELAND)— ESTATES    OF  1880? 

THE  IBISH  SOCIETY.  Ma.  W.  E.  FOESTEE :  Sir.  since  the 

Me.   O'DONNELL    asked   the  Chief  Is*  of  January  339  persons  ha?e  been 

Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ire-  evicted  in  Donegal,  of  whom  83  have 

land,  Whether  he  is  aware  that  tenanta  been  re-admitted  as  caretakers.     It  is 

on  the  estates  of  the  "Irish  Society,"  °pt  the  case  that  any  meeting  of  inha- 

in  the  county  of  Derry,  being  in  arrear  bitanta  to  protest  against  the  evictions, 

of  rent,   and  having  offered  to  pay  o£F  or  to  invite  sympathy  with  the  tenants, 

part  of  the  arrears,  and  to  apply  for  a  ^^^  been  prohibited  by  the  Gkivemment. 

Qovemment  loan  towards  psyingoEf  the  '^^  district  was  scheduled  as  the  bon. 

remainder,  under  the  Arrears  Clause  of  Member  states.     I  have  good  reason  to 

the  Land  Act,  hare  bad  their  offers  re-  hope  that  in  many  of  the  cases  satisfao- 

fnsed  by  the  agent  of  the  "  Irish  So-  t^T  arranRementa  will  be  come  to  be- 

de^,"  and  are  to  be   evicted  for  the  tween  the  landlords  and  the  tenants.   In 

anbre  enm  of  unreduced   arrears,   to-  some  instances  such  an  arrangement  has 

Bather  with  lai^  amounts  of  alleged  already  been  made, 

fflegal  costs ;  and,  whether  be  will  in-  Mb.  SEXTON :  Will  the  right  hon. 

2ain  into    the    case    of    John  Carlin,  Gentleman  allow  meetings  of  the  kind 

inner,  Braehead,  Deny,  holding  six-  referred  to  to  be  held  in  future? 

teen  acres  of  mountain  land  at  a  rent  of  Hb.  W.  E.    FOBSTER  :    Only  those 

£36  ?  meetings  are  prohibited  which  we  hare 

Ma.  W.   B.   FOESTEE :    Sir,    only  reason  to  beUeve  have  been  called  for 

three    eviotians   are    pending   on    the  purposes  of  intimidation, 
eststea  referred  to  by  the  hon.  Member. 

The  qectment  in  one  case  was  held  over  AUSTRIA  AND  TURKEY— THE  HEBZE- 

for  some  time  to  afford  the  tenant  an  60VINA  —  TDBK18H    TROOPS     AT 

opportunity  of  selling  the  farm.     As  to  NOV!  BAZAR. 

the  case  of  John  Carfin,  the  hon.  Mem-  Mr.  BUCHANAN  asked  the  Under 

ber  has  been  miamformed      The  farm  Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign  Affairs, 

consiBted  of  38  acree,  not     6.     It  is  not  Whether  it  is  the  factthataTurkish  force 

mountam  land,  but  agricultural  upland  jg  stationed  at  and   near  Novi  Bazar; 

knd    within  two  mLlea  of  the  city  of  „tat  i^  the  size  of  that  for^e,  and  with 

Londonderry      The  Govern  men  tvaW  „^^t  object  has  it  been  concentrated  in 

t>on.s£3^]5..,andtherent£33I5,  7rf.,  ^^at  district;  and,  whether  any  repre- 

with  £2  for  interest  on  £50  advanced  to  sentationB  have  been  made  by  the  AuB- 

the  tenant      The  tenant  was  three  years  trian   authorities  apaiust  the  amassing 

""i"    n.,in,S^T?,'T        u  ..    .V     ^u-  ,  °f  tl^i«    fo'co  on   t!heir    Herzegovinian 

Mr.    O'DONNELL  asked   the  Chief  border? 

Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ire-  g^  CHARLES  W.  DILKE  :  Sir,  Her 

knd,  Whether  he  is  aware  that  exten-  Majesty'sGovernment  have  not  received 

8ive  evictions  of  tenants,  for  arrears  of  ^nv  official  information  with  regard  to 

rent,  are  taking  place,  or  are  about  to  the  concentration  of  Turkish  troops  to- 

Uke  place,  in  the  d.Btricta  of  Clonmany  ^^„dB  the  frontier  of  the  Provinces  ad- 

Bmnion,    Garryduff,     Adderville,    and  ministered  by  Austria  which  are  at  pre- 

Cardonagh,  m  the  county  of  Donegal ;  ,g„t  the  scene  of  a  partial  rising.     At 

whether  it  is  true  that  meetinga  of  the  t^e  same  time,  we  have  seen  the  state- 

mhabitanU    to    protest    against    these  ^^^t  to  which  the  bon.  Member  refers 

evictions,  and  to  mvite  public  sympathy  ,^  t^e  newspapers,  and  we  think  there  is 

with   poor  tenants,    on    the  ground  of  little   doubt  that  the   concentration   of 

their  incapability  to  pay  the  unreduced  ._^^^g  tas  taken  place. 
rents  accumulating   since  the  years  of 

distress,   have  been  prohibited    by  the  aRMY-MILITART  TACTICS-THE 

Government,  on  the  ground  that  such  „,„,  ,.  t-t    t. 

meetings  might  obstruct  the  sheriff  in  Yi£.\^B  EXEKCISEa. 

the  exercise  of  his  functions  ;  and,  whe-  Colonel    A T.F.X A N DKR    asked    the 

ther  it  is  not  the  case  that  all  these  dig-  Secretary  of  State  for  War,  Whether  it 

YOL.  CCLXVU.     [third  sebies.J  i  B 
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is  true  that  a  Memorandum  has  been 
issued  to  the  troops  at  Aldershot,  dated 
13th  February  1882,  directing  them  to 
practise  a  system  of  attack  which  is  en- 
tirely at  variance  with  that  enjoined  in 
the  Field  Exercise  under  the  sanction  of 
Her  Majesty ;  whether  this  attack  con- 
tains principles  which  have  been  rejected 
and  condemned  by  all  the  armies  of 
Europe  after  the  experience  of  their 
recent  campaigns ;  and,  if  such  a  Memo- 
randum has  been  issued,  whether  it  has 
received  the  sanction  of  the  Field  Mar- 
shal Ooramandinjf-in-Chief  ? 

Mr.  CHILDER8 :  Sir,  no  Memoran- 
dum has  been  issued  to  the  troops  at 
Aldershot  directing  them  to  practise  a 
system  of  attack  differing  from  that  in 
the  Field  Exercises  ;  andof  course,  there- 
fore, my  answer  to  the  third  Question 
must  be  in  the  negative  also.  A  Memo- 
randum has  been  issued,  however,  to 
one  of  the  brigades  requesting  the  officer 
commanding  it  to  try  experimentally  a 
particular  system  of  attcusk.  It  was  issued 
on  the  13th  of  February,  and  again  on 
the  9th  of  March  in  a  revised  form.  It 
involves  no  new  drill,  but  only  the  appli- 
cation of  drill  already  known.  In  reply 
to  the  second  Question,  I  have  to  say 
that,  allowing  for  certain  differences  of 
organization,  the  principles  of  the  sys- 
tem tried  are  identical  with  those  adopted 
in  the  German  Army. 


ARMY  — REPORT    OF    COMMITTEE   ON 
RIFLE  PRACTICE. 

Sir  ROBERT  LOYD  LINDSAY 
(for  Colonel  Stanley)  asked  the  Secre- 
tary of  State  for  War,  Whether  he  can 
lay  upon  the  Table  of  the  House  the 
Report  of  the  Committee  who  were  ap- 
pointed, under  the  presidency  of  Sir 
Daniel  Lvsons,  to  inquire  into  the  sys- 
tem of  rine  practice  in  the  Army  ? 

Mr.  CHILDERS  :  No,  Sir ;  the  Re- 
port is  of  a  very  confidential  character, 
and  I  shall  certainly  be  unable  to  lay  it 
on  the  Table  in  extenso.  I  will  consider 
whether,  later  in  the  Session,  some  ex- 
tracts can  be  given. 

Sir  ROBERT  LOYD  LINDSAY 
asked  if  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
would  have  any  objection  to  allow  the 
recommendations  to  be  laid  on  the 
Table  ? 

Mb.  CHILDERS  :  I  have  considered 
ihftt;  but  it  would  not  be  possible  with- 
0|it  diadodiig  confidential  matter. 

(M^  AUxmier 


LAND  LAW  (IRELAND)  ACT,  1881— 
JUDICIAL  RENTS. 

Mb.  MOLLOY  asked  the  Chief  Se- 
cretary to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ire- 
land, If  his  attention  has  been  drawn 
to  the  late  action  taken  by  Lord  Digby 
against  his  tenants  in  the  King's  county, 
on  the  Geashill  Estate ;  whether  many 
of  these  tenants  had  not  served  initiatory 
notices  in  the  Land  Court  for  a  judicial 
rent;  and,  whether  he  will  propose 
any  means  to  quicken  and  facilitate  the 
fixing  of  judicial  rents  in  such  cases, 
and  BO  enable  the  tenants  to  avail  them- 
selves of  any  of  the  advantages  of  the 
Land  Act  ? 

Mr.  W.  E.  FORSTER,  in  reply, 
said,  his  attention  had  been  drawn  to 
the  subject ;  and  he  could  only  say  that 
the  Government  were  taking  steps  in 
the  direction  indicated  in  the  latter  part 
of  the  Question  of  the  hon.  Gentleman. 

PROTECTION  OP  PERSON  AND  PRO- 
PERTY (IREIiAND)  ACT,  1881— AR- 
RESTS  UNDER  THE   ACT. 

Mb.  HEALY  asked  the  Chief  Secre- 
tary to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland, 
If  he  has  any  objection  to  a  Return 
being  furnished,  giving  the  names  of 
persons  arrested  in  past  twelve  months 
under  the  Coercion  Act  (whether  now  in 
prison  or  released),  the  place  of  their 
arrest,  the  prison,  and  period  of  confine- 
ment, the  number  of  re -arrests,  the 
dates  of  release,  where  release  has  taken 
place,  and  the  conditions  of  release  if 
such  have  been  signed,  showing  the 
counties  where  arrests  have  taken  place  ? 

Mr.  W.  E.  FORSTER  said,  he  would 
lay  a  Return  upon  the  Table  which 
would  give  the  hon.  Member  nearly  all 
the  information  he  required. 

Mr.  HEALY  hoped  that  the  names 
would  be  given  in  alphabetical  order, 
as  otherwise  it  would  be  almost  impos- 
sible to  follow  it;  he  also  wished  to 
know  whether  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
would  give  the  names  of  persons  who 
had  signed  conditions  of  release,  as 
some  released  ''  suspects  "  who  had  not 
signed  conditions  had  been  nearly 
ruined  by  the  suspicion  that  they  had 
done  so  ? 

Mr.  W.  E.  F0R5TER  said,  that  the 
hon.  Member's  last  statement  was  a 
somewhat  significant  one.  He  could 
only  say  that  it  was  the  privilege  of  Mem- 
bers of  the  Government  to  give  RetumQ 


741         CriminmlFt09§imr$  {ILlroh  18,  1882}     Am0ndmmi  BiU (IniU).  742 

in  the  fbnn  they  {hoaght  best.    If  the  is  simply  intended  to  check  the  practice 

lion.  Member  was  disMtisfied  with  the  of  those  interested  in  the  sale  of  country 

Betnm  he  proposed  to  give  he  could  spirits — 

more  to  another.  "Who  frequently  bay  np  the  ram  Ucenoe,  not 

Mb.  BEDMOND  said,  he  hoped  the  with  the  yiew  of  making  a  profit  by  selling  romt 

reaidencee  of  those  who  were  arrested  bat  of  limiting  or  preventing  its  sale/' 

^                   ^  tical  monopoly,  '*  prefer  to  sell  country 

PALAOB  OP  WESTlimSTER-THE  H^^®'  ?*  f  ^tS^  P^l^'  *^^?^  ^*  ^T^ 

HOUSE  OP  C0MM0N8-THB  ^^^  *\®  ^«K^  profit."     This  being  the 

BLEOTRIC  LIGHT.  ^^K  *H  H""*®"""*.  ^^®™^'    "    ^^ 

*»     *^         ^    **        __..  opinion  that  the  growing  taste  for  rum, 

Mb.  DONALDSON-HUDSON  asked  <«  which  is,  at  least,  as  wholesome  as 

tbe  First  Commissioner  of  Works,  If  he  country    spirits,"    should  not  be    dis- 

win  inform  the  House  whether  there  is  oouraged,    and    approves    Mr.    Lyall's 

any  probability  of  the  system  of  elec-  proposal.    It  has  not  been  considered 

trio  fighting  by  means  of  incandescent  necessary  to  comment  in  any  way  on  the 

lamps  being  tested  in  the  House  of  Com-  order    of  the   Lieutenant  Governor  on 

mons  durinf  the  present  Session  ?  a  detail  entirely  connected  with  local 

Mb,  SHAW  LEFEVBE:  I  propose,  administration. 
Sir,    to    try  the   incandescent    electric 

Hght  in  the  New  Law  Courts.      Until  I  CRIMINAL  PROCEDURE  AMENDMENT 

■^  JS*  J®f^*  ^^  ?^**  experiment  I  do  ^i^l  (INDL/1)-THB  INDIAN  PENAL 

not  think  it  would  be  advisable  to  make  cODE 

another  experiment  in  this  House.  ^ 

^  Mr.  O'DONNELL  asked  the  Seoretazy 

INDIA— CONSUMPTION  OP  RUM.  of  State  for  India,  Whether  it  is  true 

Mb.  O'DONNELL  asked  the  Secre-  t^at,  under  the  new  Cnminal  ftoc^ 


Lieutenant  Governor  approves  of  Mr.  ^  The  Marouess  of  HARTINGTON  : 

Lyall  8  proposal  to  require  hcensees  to  gj    ^j^   ^    ^^^^  ^a    of  India  contained 

keep  a  full  supply  of  rum,  and  to  sell  it  .     ',      t  j-       -d      i  /i  j     •  •    i« 

.   *^  ^^     «ui^      •    «         y      u  4.U      4.V  m  the  Indian  Penal  Code  is  precisely 

at  reasonable  prices :  and,  whether  the  .,  r      xt  ^-  j  ^ 

TT         n  ^^  i.  v  J    ri.!.-  the    same  for  Natives  and  Jiiuropeans. 

Home  Government  has  approved  of  this  zy  .    .x.  j-xr  •       -fL:  «i 

action  of  the  Lieutenant  (5-overnor  of  the  ^"*  f^'^   "T«.  ^'^^^''?^\^^  fart  thS 

Punjab,  and  whether  it  is  in  keeping  ^^J'^^l^  o"?he*Eaft  Indian  Company 

Mthoritier?  ""'*"'"'*'°°'  ""^  ""^  ^°^'*''  had  no  power  to  try  European  subiecto 

Th  "mIbquess  of  HARTINGTON :  ?f  *t*  ^"«.«°'  ?7«'  "^  p  "JK^J'S* 

Sir,  in  the  Report  on  Excise  Adminis-  9««^8,  being  Crown  Courte  had  exchi- 

*,J^^^   :«   ♦i^Jf  ■D,,^;-!.  ,•«  iQon  1    TLf«  sive  lunsdiction.     tSince  the  assumption 

L^sa  8-  ''^  *^*  government  by  the  Crown,  the 

^^     ^  ^  Indian  Legislature  has  taken  consider- 

" There  is  a  growing  liking  among  Natives  a^jie  steps  towards  assimilating  the  pro- 

SL^kV^'Tv^*  'r  P"""^  '^"•KrT  ^f^"^""^  cedure  applicable  to  Natives  and  Euro- 
from  that  of  Native  liquor,  and  if  the  trade  were  \^^  .  j.^  .  .,| 

allowed  to  foUow  its  natural  course  the  consump-  peans;    but   some   differences   stiU   re- 

iion  would  expand  rapidly,  somewhat  to  the  main,  and  that  referred  to  in  the  Ques- 

detriment  of  the  revenue  derived  from  country  tion  is  one  of  them.     A  Sessions  Court 

^?*"**-"  can  try  a  Native  and  sentence  him,  if 

His  proposal convicted,  to  any  punishment  prescribed 

"  To  require  all  rum  contractors  to  keep  a  full  ^7  ^^«  ^^""^^  Code  ;  but  there  is  an  ap- 

■upply  oTrum  and  to  sell  it   at   reasonahle  P©al  from  the  conviction  and  sentence  to 

prieety"  the  High  Court.    In  the  case  ot  a  KiMX^ 

:j  B  2 
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pean  subject  of  the  Grown,  if  the  Ses- 
sions Court  thinks  that  the  offence  with 
which  he  is  charj^ed  demands  a  sererer 
punishment  than  one  year's  imprison- 
ment, it  must  transfer  the  case  to  the 
High  Court,  which  will  try  the  accused 
person  with  a  jury,  and  sentence  him,  if 
convicted,  to  the  proper  punishment, 
and  there  will  be  no  appeal.  The 
Criminal  Procedure  Amendment  Bill — 
in  the  latest  shape  in  which  it  has 
reached  the  India  Office — does  not  pro- 
pose to  alter  the  existing  law  in  these 
particulars. 

STATE  OF  niELAND— POLICE  PROTEC- 
TION FOR  CARETAKERS. 

Mb.  FITZPATEICK  asked  the  Chief 
Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Lre- 
land.  Whether  his  attention  has  been 
called  to  the  statement  in  the  ''  Daily 
Express,''  March  9th, 

"  That,  on  Monday  night,  a  house  on  one  of 
seven  evicted  farms,  which  are  in  charge  of  a 
small  party  of  emergpency  caretakers,  at  Kil- 
rush,  near  Thurles,  county  Tipperary,  was  set 
fire  to  and  harned  dovoi  by  a  mob  of  700  per- 
sons. The  head  caretaker  with  diflficulty  re- 
strained his  men  from  firing  on  the  incendiaries. 
The  caretakers  are,  under  the  late  rule,  with- 
out police  protection,  and  the  alleged  patrol 
system  proved  to  be  wholly  unavailing  in  this 
case;" 

whether  a  more  efficient  system  of  patrol 
can  be  established  in  that  district;  whether 
distinct  official  orders  will  be  issued  for 
the  guidance  of  caretakers  of  the  Emer- 
gency Committee  and  Property  Defence 
Association,  in  regard  to  their  right  of 
firing  in  defence  of  themselves  or  of  the 
property  which  they  may  have  in  their 
charge ;  and,  whether,  if  they  act 
strictly  in  accordance  with  such  instruc- 
tions, they  will  be  held  to  have  acted 
within  the  Law? 

Mr.  W.  E.  FOKSTER  :  There  is  no 
truth  in  the  statement  as  given.  There 
was  no  mob  of  700  persons  present,  or  a 
large  mob  of  any  kind,  and  no  house  in 
charge  of  caretakers  was  destroyed.  A 
bouse  was  found  to  be  on  fire,  and  some 
neighbours,  about  20,  were  seen  assist- 
ing to  quench  the  flames.  We  have 
reason  to  believe  that  the  system  of 
patrolling  in  the  district  was  sufficient 
and  efficient. 

In  reply  to  Mr.  Hxalt, 

Mft.  W.  B.  FOBSTEB  said,  that  in  the 
Aooounts  of  the  outrages  which  had  been 

J%f  Mtrfuest  of  BarHn^hn 


published  there  were  doubtless  oocamon- 
ally  exaggerations ;  but  he  was  sorry  to 
say  that  in  an  enormous  number  of  cases 
the  accounts  were  neither  exaggerated 
nor  untrue. 

Mr.  FITZPATRICK  said,  that  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  had  not  answered 
the  Question  whether  an  official  order 
had  been  issued  with  reference  to  the 
right  of  caretakers  to  fire  to  defend 
themselves 

Mr.  W.  E.  FORSTER  eaid,  that  but 
for  the  fact  that  the  hon.  Member  was 
misled  by  the  report  he  did  not  think  he 
would  have  asked  the  Question.  The 
Government  did  not  think  it  necessary 
to  issue  instructions  of  any  speciid 
character  for  such  cases.  Caretakers 
had  the  right  of  every  Irishman  and 
subject  of  Her  Majesty  to  defend  them- 
selves, and  if  they  acted  within  that  right 
they  would  be  held  to  have  acted  within 
the  law 

Mr.  FITZPATRICK  inquired  if  they 
were  entitled  to  fire  in  the  defence  of 
property  they  were  protecting  ? 

Mr.  W.  E.  FORSTER  said,  that  care- 
takers in  Ireland  possessed  neither 
more  nor  less  than  the  ordinary  rights  of 
every  citizen  of  the  Empire. 

EDUCATION  DEPARTMENT— THE  NEW 

CODE. 

Sm  MASSET  LOPES  asked  the  Vice 
President  of  the  Council,  Whether,  as  so 
much  delay  has  taken  place  in  the  issue 
of  the  new  Education  Code,  and  that 
thus  there  will  be  practically  no  oppor- 
tunity of  considering  its  important  pro- 
visions before  Easter,  the  Government 
will  provide  a  suitable  opportunity  for 
discussing  the  Code  before  it  becomes 
Law? 

Lord  GEORGE  HAMILTON  asked 
the  Vice  President  of  the  Privy  Council, 
At  what  day  the  new  version  of  the 
Code,  which  has  appeared  at  length  in 
a  public  journal  before  being  circulated, 
will  become  Law ;  and,  if  he  will  under- 
take that  a  day  shall  be  set  apart  for  its 
discussion  before  it  becomes  Law,  or 
that  it  shall  not  become  Law  till  the 
House  has  had  an  opportunity  of  dis- 
cussing it  ?  

Sir  HERBERT  MAXWELL  asked 
the  Vice  President  of  the  Council,  How 
it  comes  that  the  New  Education  Code 
has  been  reviewed,  and  its  provisions 
freolr  discussed  in  the  daily  papers,  be* 
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fore  it  has  been  plaoed  in  the  hande  of  ;>ie   signatures    of    the    Parliamentary 

IferabersP  i^hiefa  of  the  Depftrtment? 

Mb.  MtTNDELLA  :    Sir,  the  delay       Me.  MTJNDELLA  eaid,  the  commenta 

■poken  of  is  only  one  of  four  days.    I  n  Tk»  Timtt  were  based  on  the  revised 

laid  the  Paper  on  the  Table  on  Monday  oropoBals  for  the  Code,  and  not  npon  an 

night,    and  I  thoug-ht    it   would  have  ictiial  oopT  of  the  Ode. 
beendeliTored  on  Wednesday.  The  New        Lobd  GEORGE  HAMTI^TON    (caTe 

Code  will,  unless  previously  rejected  by  tfntice  thatin  conaequenoe  of  the  answer 

Parliament,  become  law  on  the  5th  of  ^f  the  right  hnn.  Gentleman,  and  with 

April;  but  as  it  will  not  come  into  opera-  ihe  view  of  raising  a  discuseion  on  tha 

tion  for  payment  until  the  90th  of  April  matter,  he  should  ohiect  to  any  Vote  oa 

of  next  year,  its  prorisiona  can  be  modi-  Acconnt  being  passed  in  support  of  ele- 

fied  by  any  Minute  consequent  upon  a  mentary  education  until  there  had  been 

diaoatwon  in  Parliament,  made  within  a  jome  discussion  on  the  Code, 
month  of  the  close  of  the  present  Session. 

I  regret  to  find  that,  owing  to  the  pre-  CHIMINAI.    LA"W  —  AGGRAVATED    AS- 

■ent  etateof  Public  Business,  the  Govern-  SAULTS— PUNISHMENT  OF  FLOGGmO 

ment  is  unable  to  give  any  time  before  —LEGISLATION. 

Easter  for  the  discussion ;    but  if  the        Me.   MACFAELANE  asked  the  8e- 

House  will  consent  to  give  a  Morning  njetary  of  State  for  the  Home  Depart- 

ora  Saturday  Sitting— ["Oh,  oh!"j —  ment.  If,  as  he  declines  to  recommend 

though  I  do  not  ask  for   it,  that  wiU  a„   alteration   of   the    Law  to    permit 

be  one  means  of  discussing  it,  if  hon.  flogging    for    brutal    and    aggravated 

Members  are  anxious  to   do  so,  before  aseaulta.  he  will  recommend  the  aboli- 

the  lapse  of  the  30  daya.     The  Code  is  [jon  of  flogging  in  cases  of  robbery  with 

not  like  an  Endowed    Schools   scheme,  violence ;    and   whether,    in    the    latter 

It  can  be  altered  at  the   expiry  of  30  p^gg^  .^^  flogging  is  inflicted  in  respect 

days  by  any  Minute.      It  is   very  de-  of  the  robbery  or  of  the  violence  ? 
sirable  that  teachers  and  managers  shall        gm  WILLIAM  HAECOUHT  :  Sir,  I 

not  be  left  in  uncertainty  as  to  the  course  jo  not  propose  to  recommend  any  altera- 

of  teaching  they  are  to  pursue.     In  an-  tjoa  jn  the  law  in  this  respect  at  the 

Bwor  to  the  hon.  Baronet  the  Member  present  moment. 

for  Wigtownshire(Sir  Herbert  Maiwell),  

I  have  to  say  that  I  wiflh  to  take  upon  POST  OFFICE  —  SEIZURE  OF  THE 
myself  all  the  responsibility  and  blame  "IRISH  WORLD"  NEWSPAPER. 
that  can  attach  to  mo  in  that  matter.  Mb.  HEALY  askod  the  Postmaster 
In  the  firstplace,  the  Code  was  reviewed  General,  Whether,  during  the  period 
before  it  was  ever  printed,  because  sub-  when  the  "  Irish  World  "  was  seized  in 
stantially  the  leading  provisions  of  the  Irish  post  offices,  it  was  allowed  to  be 
Code  were  the  same  this  year  as  last ;  delivered  as  usual  through  English  post 
but  when  I  laid  the  Code  on  the  Table  offices  ;  and,  if  so,  why  a  distinction  was 
on  Monday  night,  I  anticipated  it  would  mado ;  if  it  is  correct  that,  under  Article 
he  distributed  on  Wednesday  morning.  6  of  the  Postal  Convention,  signed  at 
Owing,  however,  to  some  delay  of  the  Paris  in  June  1 878,  Great  Britain  binds 
printers,  it  was  not  distributed  until  herself  to  pay  an  indemnity  of  fifty 
Friday  or  Saturday.  Un  Tuesday  I  re-  francs  to  the  sender  of  certain  registered 
ceived  some  rough,  uncorrected  proofs,  articles,  including  newdpapers  ;  whether 
and  being  much  pressed  by  the  educa-  the  senders  of  undelivered  registered 
tion al  and  other  papers  for  copies,  and  packets  of  the  "Irish  World"  will  bo 
assuming  that  the  Code  would  come  into  entitled  to  receive  the  indemnity  ;  and, 
the  hands  of  Members  on  Wednesday  whether  any  advice  is  sent  to  the  ad- 
morning,  I  allowed  these  to  be  sent  out.  dresses  that  their  property  has  been 
I  very  much  regret  if  I  have  done  'any-  appropriated,  and  under  what  Act  of 
thing  irregular,  and  I  shall  take  care  Parliament  the  Government  have  seized 
that  it  does  not  occur  again.  the  paper  ? 

8iB  HERBERT  MAXWELL  :    Per         Mr.  W.  E.  FOESTER,  in  reply,  said, 

haps  the    right    hon.    Gentleman   will  that  the  Government  had  not  considered 

explain  how  it  came  to  pass  that  the  it  necessary  to  take  the  same  action  in 

Code   was  reviewed   in     Tkt    Timt»   oi  this  matter  in  England  as  they  had  done 

Monday,  the  day  on  which  it  receivec  in  Ireland.     The  Poa\,o.\  GoaNfttiAati.  ti^ 
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1868  applied  only  to  cases  of  accidental 
loss,  and  not  to  the  detention  of  papers 
by  proper  authority.  The  Government 
did  not  think  that  they  were  bound  to 
pay  any  indemnity  in  respect  of  the 
seizure  of  the  registered  copies  of  The 
Irish  World  which  were  sent  to  Ireland 
from  foreign  countries,  or  to  send  any 
notification  of  the  fact  of  the  seizure  to 
those  who  had  sent  the  papers.  If  the 
legality  of  the  action  of  the  Government 
were  questioned,  it  could  be  challenged 
in  a  Court  of  Law. 

Mr.  HEALY  wished  to  know  whether 
this  rule  applied  to  registered  numbers 
addressed  to  Ireland ;  and,  if  so,  under 
what  Act  of  Parliament  they  could  be 
seized  r 

Mr.  W.  E.  FOESTER  said,  that  was 
a  legal  question. 

Mr.  HEALY  said,  he  would  ask  the 
Attorney  General  for  Ireland  under  what 
Act  of  Parliament  these  papers  were 
seized,  because  he  did  not  believe  such 
an  Act  was  in  existence  ? 

The  attorney  GENERAL  for 
IRELAND  (Mr.  W.  M.  Johnson)  re- 
plied that,  inasmuch  as  he  had  received 
official  notification  of  the  fact  that  an 
action  had  been  commenced  in  respect 
of  the  seizure  of  the  paper,  he  could  not 
answer  the  Question. 

ARMY—"  PURCHASE  COLONELS." 

Colonel  MILNE  HOME  asked  the 
Secretary  of  State  for  War,  What  com- 
pensation may  be  expected  by  "Pur- 
chase Colonels,"  who  on  reaching  the 
age  of  fifty-nine,  must,  under  the  Royal 
Warrant  taking  effect  from  1st  July 
1881,  retire  from  the  Army,  and  thereby 
lose  all  chance  of  further  promotion,  as 
well  as  in  some  cases  suffer  abbreviation 
of  command,  and  be  deprived  of  other 
pecuniary  advantages  awarded  for  meri- 
torious service  ? 

'  Mr.  CHILDERS  :  Sir,  in  reply  to  the 
hon.  and  gallant  Gentleman,  1  have  to 
say  that  **  purchase  colonels,"  who,  un- 
less employed,  would  be  in  receipt  of 
not  above  £200  15«.  half-pay,  will,  on 
compulsory  retirement  at  69  years  of  age, 
receive  £420  a-year  retired  pay,  and 
will  also  be  compensated  for  the  loss,  if 
any,  of  prospective  unattached  pay  as 
general  officer  and  colonel  of  a  regiment, 
the  amount  being  assessed  by  the  Army 
Parohase  Commission  as  provided  in 
Artide  978,  Section  12,  of  the  Warrant 
of  fhe  26th  of  June,  1881.    Rewards  for 


meritorious  service  granted  before  the 
1  st  of  July  last  will  be  carried  into  re- 
tirement by  colonels,  and  £60  a-year 
will  be  so  carried  in  respect  of  rewards 
granted  since  the  1st  of  July. 

RELIEF  OF  DISTRESS  (IRELAND)  — 
SEED  SUPPLY  ACT,  1880— THE  SEEDS 
LOAN  RATE— RIGHT  OF  VOTING  AT 
POOR  LAW  ELECTIONS. 

Me.  O'DONNELL  asked  Mr.  Attorney 
General  for  Ireland,  Whether  his  atten- 
tion has  been  called  to  the  fact  that,  in 
some  districts  of  Ireland,  payment  not 
only  of  the  poor  rate  but  of  the  seeds 
loan  is  insisted  upon  as  a  qualification 
for  the  right  of  voting  at  poor  law  elec- 
tions ;  and  if  this  action  is  not  illegal  ? 

The  ATTORNEY  GENERAL  for 
IRELAND  (Mr.  W.  M.  Johnson)  :  It  is 
enacted  by  the  7th  section  of  the  Seeds 
Supply  Act,  1880,  that  the  special  rate 
is  to  be  added  to  the  poor  rate,  assessed 
on  the  rateable  tenement,  and  collected 
therewith.  Thus  payment  of  the  aggre- 
gate rate  is  a  necessary  qualification  for 
the  right  to  vote  at  elections  of  Guar- 
dians. 

SOUTH  AFRICA— THE  BASUTOS. 

Mr.  O'DONNELL  asked  the  Under 
Secretary  of  State  for  the  Colonies, 
Whether  Her  Majesty's  Government 
have  consented  to  the  payment  of  the 
levies  of  the  Cape  Government  out  of 
the  confiscated  lands  and  cattle  of  the 
Basutos  ? 

Mr.  COURTNEY :  Sir,  I  thought  I 
had  answered  the  Question  last  Friday. 
It  is  for  the  Cape  Parliament  to  provide 
the  means  for  the  payment  of  the  Cape 
levies.  All  that  has  passed  between 
Her  Majesty's  Government  and  the  Cape 
Government  on  the  question  of  the 
future  treatment  of  the  Basutos  appears 
in  the  Blue  Book  issued  last  week. 

COLLECTOR  GENERAL  OF  RATES  (DUB- 
LIN), MR.  SCOTT  BYRNE. 

Mb.  gill  asked  the  Chief  Secretary 
to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland,  If  it 
is  true  that  Mr.  Scott  Byrne  has  been 
for  some  time  back  in  receipt  of  a  salary 
of  £200  per  annum  in  the  office  of  his 
father,  the  Collector  General  of  Rates  in 
Dublin ;  that  his  father  placed  him  in 
that  position  without  his  having  passed 
the  usual  examination,  and  without  the 
necessary  approval  of  the  Lord  Lieu- 
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tenant ;  that  his  salary  is  much  higher 
than  those  of  many  gentlemen  who  were 
regularly  appointed,  and  who  were  in 
the  department  several  years  before 
him  ;  if  the  Government  Auditor,  in  his 
recent  Beport,  has  disallowed  his  salary, 
on  account  of  the  irregularity  of  his  ap- 
pointment ;  and,  if,  in  view  of  these  cir- 
cumstances, he  will  be  removed  from 
the  department  ? 

Mb.  W.  E.  FORSTEE  said,  the  Go- 
vernment had  asked  for  an  explanation, 
which  was  not  satisfactory,  and  was  re- 
ferred to  the  Treasury  Hemembrancer 
in  Ireland,  who,  together  with  the 
Auditor,  were  noW  engaged  in  an  in- 
quiry, which,  he  hoped,  would  be  com- 
pleted soon. 

CRIMINAL   LAW— CLOTHING    OF    DIS- 
CHARGED PRISONERS. 

8iK  BALDWYN  LEIGHTON  asked 
the  Secretary  of  State  for  the  Home 
Department,  Whether  he  has  issued 
an  order  directing  that  prisoners,  dis- 
charged from  the  Government  gaols 
unprovided  with  sufficient  clothing, 
should  be  supplied  with  such  clothes  by 
the  union  authorities  in  which  the  pri- 
son is  situated,  although  they  might  be- 
long to  other  unions  or  other  counties  ; 
and,  if  so,  under  what  authority  he  has 
so  acted  ? 

Sir  WILLIAM  HAECOURT,  in  re- 
ply, said,  he  had  further  made  inquiry 
into  this  matter  and  directed  Betums 
to  be  made.  These  came  in  only  that 
morning,  and  from  them  lie  found 
that  the  matter  was  one  of  very  small 
pecuniary  value.  He  hoped  shortly  to 
make  arrangements  which  would  be 
satisfactory  to  the  local  authorities. 

RIVERS    CONSERVANCY   AND  FLOODS 
PREVENTION  BILL. 


Sib  BALDWYN  LEIGHTON  asked 
the  President  of  the  Local  Government 
Board,  Whether  he  has  received  a  Copy 
of  the  Resolution  unanimously  adopted 
at  a  meeting  of  the  Central  Chamber  of 
Agriculture  on  the  liivers  Conservancy 
and  Floods  Prevention  Bill,  referring, 
among  other  matters,  to  the  injustice  of 
rating  the  uplands  for  the  beneht  of  the 
flooded  lands;  and,  if  so,  whether  the 
Government  will  now  favourably  con- 
sider the  proposal  to  exouipt  the  up- 
lands entirely  from  the  operation  of  the 
Bill?- 


Mk.  DODSON  :  Sir,  I  have  received 
a  copy  of  the  Hesolution  referred  to ;  but 
I  may  observe  that  it  does  not  appear 
to  have  emanated  from  the  Central 
Chamber  of  Agriculture,  but  from  the 
Council  of  that  body.  I  am  afraid  that 
I  cannot  undertake,  on  behalf  of  the 
Government,  to  exempt  uplands  entirely 
from  the  operation  of  the  Act ;  but  1  may 
point  out  that  under  the  Bill,  ^  as  it  at 
present  stands,  any  uplands  may  be  ex- 
cluded from  a  Provisional  Order,  and, 
further,  that  the  occupiers  of  uplands 
will  in  no  case  be  liable  to  contribute  to 
the  rate. 

INLAND  REVENUE—INCOME  TAX, 
SCHEDULE    B  —  AGRICULTURAL    DE- 
PRESSION. 

Mr.  FEASER-MACKINTOSH  asked 
Mr.  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer,  Whe- 
ther, in  view  of  the  admitted  losses 
universally  prevailing  amongst  those  en- 
gaged in  ag^cultural  pursuits,  he  will 
take  into  his  favourable  consideration 
the  direct  relief  for  one  year  of  agricul- 
tural and  pastoral  tenants  from  the  Pro- 
perty and  Income  Tax,  Schedule  B, 
taking  into  account  that  farmers  can 
at  present,  though  in  a  circuitous  and 
troublesome  manner,  get  back  the  tax 
on  proof  that  no  income  is  earned  in 
respect  of  the  occupation  of  land  ? 

The  chancellor  of  the  EXCHE- 
QUER  (Mr.  Gladstone):  Sir,  the  Ques- 
tion of  the  hon.  Member,  as  I  under- 
stand it,  practically  amounts  to  this — 
whether  I  am  prepared  to  propose  that 
for  a  certain  period  Schedule  B  should 
be  dispensed  with  altogether.  I  cannot 
undertake  to  make  such  a  proposition, 
which  would  create  a  revolution  in  the 
tax.  At  present  there  is  power  to  obtain 
relief  where  there  are  no  profits. 

ENGLAND    AND     FRANCE  —  THE 
CHANNEL  TUNNEL  SCHEME. 

Mr.  BROMLEY  DAVENPORT  asked 
the  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury,  Whe- 
ther, considering  the  fact  that  opera- 
tions are  being  rapidly  carried  on  for  the 
construction  of  the  proposed  Channel 
Tunnel,  Her  Majesty's  Government  have 
any  power  to  restrain  such  operations 
pending  the  decision  of  Parliamont  on 
the  subject ;  and,  il'  so,  whether  they  are 
prepared  to  exercise  it  ? 

Mh.  GLADSTONE :  Sir,  I  understand 
that  the  operations  in  connectiou  with 
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the  Obannel  Tunnel  hftTQ  not  reached  the  Mb.  HKALY  asked  vhether,  during 

point  below  low-water  mark  at  which  the  last  Adminiatration  of  the  right  hon. 

any  question  can  be  raised.    I  under-  Gentlemen,  a  Copy  of  the  Judgment  of 

atand  that  when  they  have  reached  to  Mr.  Justice  Keogh,  in  the  Oalway  cose, 

below  low-vater  mark  they  will  come  was  not  laid  the  Table  ? 

under  the  control  of  the  Crown,  at  least  Mk.  GLADSTONE :  That  is  quite  a 

as  Inng  as  they  are  within  the  three-mile  different  case.    The  Judgment  was  one 

territorial  limit.     At  present  they  are  on  an  Election  Petition, 
between  high  and  low-water  mark,  aud 

I  am  not  sure  that  they  are  under  the  land  LAW  (IRELAND)  ACT,  1881— THE 

control  of  the  Crown.     That  is  a  quee-  PDBCHASB  CLAUSES. 

tion  which  is  being  contested  between  ■,,     ttt    tt    ot^rn^rr      i    ^  ,1    ts-    . 

th.  Crown  .nd  the  Comply,  th.  Com-  ,  "«•  f;.  H.  SMITH  j.ked  the  Fiml 

pimr  conteoding  that  tWh.ye  pur-  '*"'  of  tho  Treiuury,  If  th.  Gov.m- 

JWed  th.  liU.  from  th.  bwnwot  th.  "«""  "'"  "l"*  into  (ionnderatioii  th. 

for..hor«.    I  •ppr.h.nd  it  i.  obyiou.  "'goil  »««»itj  lot  th.  mtroduotion  of 

lh.t,   u«d.t   thii.    oireum.t.iic«,    th.  ■    m"""™   to    oitond   th.    Purohui. 

Company  ppocd.  at  it.  own  ridt.  Clan...  of  th.  Land  Art    and  to  mak. 

'  .if.etual  proviBion    for   faoibtating  th. 

INLAND  REVENUE-THE  HAILWAT  transfer  of  th.  ownm-ship  of  th.  land  to 

FASSENOEK  DUTY  tenant.,    who   ar.  occupier.,    on  torme 

Mn.  BUXTON  a.k.d  Mr.  Chuioellor  »"*  would  be  juM  and  rea«.nabl.  to 

of  lheEich«iu.r.Wh.th.rh.canh.ld  "L'^SK  Smw^       T              i-j 

out  any  hop.,  that  it  may  b.  found  -."f'  GLADSTONE  :    I    am  afraid, 

pradicabl.,    in  th.    financial   arrang.-  Sir,  I  cannot  an.wei  th,.  Qn.st.on  m  an 

ment.  for  the  n.«l  year,  to  abolish  th.  ad»ju.l.m.nn.r  wiaun  th.hin.t.  which 

Eailway  Pu.inger.' T»<,  and  thereby  ought  to  be  obs.ry.d  in  a  reply      Ian 

remove  that  bnJden  on  irad.  and  frei  ?»"!'""  certain  wh.tb.r  I  nnd.rsUnd 

locomotion  in  the  Country?  it.  exact  gist      Thsrc  are  two  points  of 

Th.  CHANCELLOR  OP  TmEXCHE-  ™"  '"»  ."i'f  ""'.^™':"f  "''°"" 

aUEE  (Mr.  Gia».TO»B)i  I  am  afraid,  ?'.''«  ^"3  Act  may  be  coked  at    On. 

e- ™i„  t„  ,1,;.  n..^..! *  I—  »  's  th.  OTiactment  of  the  clauses  in  them- 

ir,  my  reply  to  this  Uuestion  must  be  a  ,              j    -l       -l       ■     -l     ^         .  , 

Terystortoie.    Th.r.  is  no  pro.pnct  of  "'"•■  and  th.  olh.r  i.  th.  Bnancial 

th.  Bnancial  m.an.  of  next  j.ar  b.iug  ""aageme-b.  which  have  been  myj.  in 

sufficient  to  enable  us  to  r.ial  «D  im-  f^"  .^  ■™" 'k"  «''"•  »»»1'1  ^  '« 

portent  a  lai  a.  that  to  wbicih  th.  hoii.  '""''  ,5"  1°  .'A"  °.!""';°''-     *', 

Sentlomui  ratm.  n^tit   lb.   fir.;  Question,   I  am    of 
opimon  that  we  have  as  yet  no  expe- 

LAND  LAW  (IBELAND)  ACT,  1881—  riencoataUtoonableuatojudgeoftho 

ADAMS  V  DDNBEATH  adequacy  of  the  clauses,  or  to  pronounce 

M«.  HEALY  asked  the  Knt  Lord  '°  "P"™  "P™  "■•  qaestion  whether 

of  the  Treaeury,  If  he  will  Uy  a  Copy  of  ""J  T.' V°'  ""5",  ■  °r°^  \^°  '.;' 

the  Judgment' in  Adam.  .   DanSith  "•?<«.•.  to  be  amended.   A.  regard,  th. 

*»,    T  ui           J    —k  n.      *i.     n  financial  question,  howeyer,  the  House 

upon  the  Table     and,  whether  the  Go-  -ii  j     ,1.1              11    .al  a  .l 

,l™m.nt  ha™  ;.t  b..n  able  to  consider  "■"  f"^!''"  "«»""'  »■•'  ""J"?'?-, 

th.  .Sect  of  the  decision,  therein  given  ?  °T'  "''"''"'"  ""'"  "°t"  •  i'      5 

Ma.  GLADSTONE :  Sir,  th.  Si.  is  '"'  ?"."  »"  ••»»»'I'J  «  '•"■toi  and  a 

thatth...  Judgment,  should  not  b,  pro-  pro'-oaal  a"ang.oi.nt  ^  and  lb.  wbol. 

duo»i,  and  I L  not  .war.  of  any  sjffl-  "'  *"'  P'". /  *.«  "»''{"'  ""  '»9°'" 

cicnt  r,a«)n  for   d.parting   from    the  •«'»'»' «'?"«1<!'«"°°.  »'"*'"•"  ■■»• 

ordinary  usage  in   til,    n.tt.r.     But,  V'^f''^,  "  «1"°*  \  ".i   "'"k''  T', 

Wbrthof  lhMbesoornot,ths  time  ba^  doubtedlj  wiU  be  mad.  the  .ubj«t  .f 

not  y.l  arriyad  for  couud.ring  lb.  qne^  P"'"""  ''"■"S  "■•  P"""'  ?•"■ 
tion,  because  we  have  not  yet  received 

any  authentic  Copy  of  the  Jud^ent ;  TDRNPIKE  E0AD3  (80DTH  WALES) 

but,  of  course,  after  it  is  known  it  may  BILL. 

be  made  matter  of  diaousaion  like  every  Viscotnrr  EULYN  asked   the   Presi- 

Othez  Bttbjeot.     We  cannot  pledge  our-  dent   of  the  Local  Government  Board 

mItw  to  Ibj  a  Copy  of  tills  Judgment  on  if  he  would  postpone  the  consideration 

flu  ToUa.  of  this  Bill  until  some  days  after  it  bod 
J6:  Oiai$hn$ 
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been  eiroulated,  so  as  to  give  Members 
an  opportunity  of  considering  it  ? 

Mb.  D0D80N,  in  reply,  said,  he  bad 
postponed  the  Bill  to  Thursday.  He 
would,  however,  endeavour  to  ascertain 
the  wishes  of  the  other  Members  for  the 
counties  concerned;  and  if  they  con- 
curred with  the  noble  Lord  in  desiring 
that  the  Bill  should  be  deferred  to  a 
later  day,  there  would  be  no  objection 
on  the  part  of  the  Government. 

PARLIAMENT— PUBLIC  BUSINESS. 

Mb.  AETHUE  O'CONNOR  asked 
the  Secretary  of  State  for  War  after 
what  hour  that  evening  he  did  not  in- 
tend to  proceed  with  his  Statement  on 
the  Army  Estimates  ? 

Mb.  OHILDERS:  Sir,  I  intended 
when  the  Order  was  called  to  have  made 
a  statement  to  the  House  on  this  sub- 
ject ;  but  I  may  as  well  embody  it  in  my 
answer  to  the  hon.  Gentleman.  What 
I  was  going  to  say  to  the  House  is  this 
— ^It  is  absolutely  necessary,  in  order  to 
comply  with  the  requirements  of  the 
financial  system — and  those  who  have 
held  Office  at  the  Treasury  will  know 
exactly  what  I  mean — that  the  first  two 
Votes  in  the  Army  Estimates  and  in  the 
Navy  Estimates  be  reported  not  later 
than  next  Monday.  If  this  is  not  done, 
it  is  difficult  to  say  how  illegality  can  be 
avoided.  There  are  only  two  days  in  this 
week  on  which  the  Government  could 
by  any  possibility  take  these  Votes — 
namely,  Monday  and  Thursday ;  and  it 
has  fallen  to  my  lot  to  take  the  Army 
Estimates  on  the  first  of  those  days,  and 
to  the  Secretary  to  the  Admiralty  to 
take  the  Navy  Estimates  on  the  second. 
Therefore,  I  put  it  to  the  House  whether 
it  would  not  be  for  their  convenience 
that  we  should  go  into  Committee  to- 
day on  the  Army  Estimates  at  as  early 
an  hour  as  possible,  and  on  the  Navy 
Estimates  early  on  Thursday?  It  is 
absolutely  necessary  that  we  should  go 
into  Committee  at  some  hour  to-night, 
however  late  it  may  be. 

Mb.  O'DONNELL  asked  the  Secre- 
tary of  State  for  War  if  the  extreme 
urgency  of  proceeding  with  the  Army 
Estimates  to-night  was  present  to  the 
mind  of  the  Government  when  they  in- 
vited the  House  to  engage  in  a  fort- 
night's abstract  discussion  on  the  House 
of  Lords? 

Mb.  GORST  wished  to  know  whether, 
in  the  event  of  those  who  had  Notices 
on  the  Paper  waiving  their  right  that 


evening,  the  Government  would  under- 
take to  put  dovm  Supply  for  Monday 
week,  in  order  that  these  Motions  might 
then  be  brought  on?  He  asked  this 
because  he  had  himself  an  important 
Motion  on  the  Paper. 

Mb.  GLADSTONE :  I  am  afraid,  Sir, 
it  is  not  in  my  power  to  do  so. 

Sib  WALTER  B.  BARTTELOT  asked 
the  Secretary  of  State  for  War  to  give 
them  an  assurance  that  there  would  be 
ample  opportunity  for  the  discussion  of 
the  questions  concerning  the  Army.  If 
the  Vote  was  allowed  to  be  taken  at  a 
late  hour  that  night  there  would  be  no 
opportunity  for  full  discussion. 

Mb.  OHILDERS  :  I  have  great 
pleasure  in  giving  that  assurance  in 
the  fullest  and  most  unequivocal  terms. 
The  Votes  for  men  and  money  must  be 
taken  to-night ;  but  I  will  take  care — as  I 
did  last  year — that  a  future  opportunity 
shall  be  provided  as  soon  as  possible  for 
discussing  the  Estimates. 

Mb.  W.  H.  SMITH :  WiU  there  also 
be  a  full  opportunity  of  discussing  the 
Navy  Estimates  ?  Last  year,  although 
an  engagement  similar  to  the  preeent 
was  entered  into  by  the  Government, 
there  was  no  discussion  of  the  Estimates 
until  August.  It  would  be  discreditable, 
in  view  of  the  serious  subjects  to  be 
considered  in  this  connection,  if  that 
example  was  to  be  followed  this  year. 

Mr.  GLADSTONE :  The  general  as- 
surance of  my  right  hon.  Friend  refers 
undoubtedly  to  both  branches  of  the  Ser- 
vice. The  right  hon.  Gentleman  oppo- 
site says,  with  great  truth,  it  would  not 
be  creditable  that  the  Navy  Estimates 
should  not  be  discussed  until  August.  I 
entirely  agree  with  him ;  but  I  go  fur- 
ther, and  say  that  the  entire  state  of  the 
arrangements  for  the  discharge  of  Public 
Business  are  as  far  as  possible  from 
being  creditable  to  the  House. 

Sir  STAFFORD  NORTHCOTE :  I 
rise  to  ask  the  Prime  Minister,  as  he 
cannot  undertake  to  put  down  Supply 
for  next  week,  what  Business  he  will 
then  proceed  with  ? 

Mr.  GLADSTONE:  With  the  ad- 
journed debate  on  the  Resolution  which 
I  have  submitted  to  the  House. 

Mr.  GORST :  At  what  specific  time 
will  the  opportunity  of  discussing  the 
Army  and  Navy  Estimates  be  given  ? 

Mr.  GLADSTONE :  I  will  give  No- 
tice of  that  opportunity  before  it  arrives. 

Colonel  ALEXANDER;  I  QA.Tai<^V 
agree  with  the  ngkl  \iOT\.  v;^^\i\X^\aa.\i. 
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the  Secretary  of  State  for  War  that  suf- 
ficient opportunity  was  given  last  year 
for  discussing  the  Army  Estimates.  All 
the  opportunity  we  got  was  a  Morning 
Sitting  after  Easter.  [CrtMo/"Order!"J 

Mr.  speaker  :  The  hon.  and  gal- 
lant Member  is  not  in  Order  in  making 
this  matter  a  subject  of  debate. 

Sib  WALTER  B.  BARTTELOT : 
I  am  not  at  all  satisfied  with  the  assur- 
ances given  as  to  the  discussion  on  the 
Army  Estimates.  The  Prime  Minister 
must  know  that  we  are  entirely  at  his 
mercy,  and 

Mb.  speaker  :  The  hon.  and  gal- 
lant Gentleman  has  already  spoken  on 
this  question.     [  Cries  of  **  Move ! "] 

Sib  WALTER  B.  BARTTELOT: 
Then,  Sir,  I  will  venture  to  ask  for  a 
definite  assurance  that  we  shall  have  a 
fair  opportunity  of  discussing  the  Esti- 
mates before  Easter.  Otherwise  we  can- 
not undertake  that  the  Votes  will  be 
passed  this  evening. 

Mb.  JOSEPH  CO  WEN :  I  would  ask 
the  Prime  Minister  whether,  in  view  of 
the  state  of  Public  Business,  he  could 
not  adjourn  the  Resolutions  regarding 
Procedure?  [(7rtM  <?/"  Order  !"J  lam 
only  asking  a  Question — whether  he 
would  not  postpone  his  Procedure  Reso- 
lutions till  after  Easter,  so  as  to  allow 
the  Army  and  Navy  and  some  of  the 
Civil  Service  Estimates  to  be  proceeded 
with  in  the  meanwhile,  and  then  go  on 
with  the  Procedure  Resolutions  continu- 
ously ? 

Mia.  GLADSTONE:  I  cannot.  Sir,  en- 
tertain the  proposal  of  my  hon.  Friend. 

Mb.  GORST  said,  he  rose  for  the  pur- 
pose of  moving  the  adjournment  of  the 
House  for  the  purpose  of  eliciting,  if 
possible,  from  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment some  more  satisfactory  assurance 
than  they  had  yet  condescended  to  give 
as  to  the  opportunity  which  would  be 
afforded  to  Members  to  do  their  duty  to 
their  constituents.  He  had  been  for 
many  years  a  Member  of  that  House  re- 

E resenting  a  Dockyard  constituency ;  and 
e  regretted  to  say  that,  both  under  the 
late  Government  and  the  present,  the 
Naval  Estimates  had  not  come  on  for 
discussion  until  August.  He  ventured 
to  say  that  in  the  present  condition  of  the 
British  Navy,  it  was  important  that 
queations  should  be  raised  on  the  Naval 
KJBtiinates ;  and  it  was  not  creditable  to 
OkB  buunesB  capacity  of  the  House  that 
iht  duKmiwioii  <rf  those  questions  should 
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be  relegated  to  so  late  a  period  as  July 
or  August.  He  and  other  Members 
were  there  especially  to  watch  and  criti- 
cize the  action  of  the  Government  in  those 
matters.  The  Secretary  of  State  for  War 
had  stated  that  it  would  be  impossible 
to  take  the  Army  Vote  to-night.  He 
had  asked  the  Prime  Minister  whether, 
if  he  and  others  gave  way,  he  would  give 
some  further  opportunity  of  bringing 
forward  those  questions.  The  Prime 
Minister  answered  that  he  would  not. 
Then  the  Secretary  of  State  for  War  and 
the  Secretary  to  the  Admiralty  had  both 
stated  that  further  opportunities  would 
be  given  for  discussing  the  Army  and 
Navy  Estimates.  When,  however,  he 
asked  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  at  the 
head  of  the  Government  when  those 
opportunities  would  be  given  he  received 
an  extremely  curt  reply,  to  the  effect 
that  at  some  indefinite  ifuture  time  he 
would  be  kind  enough  to  inform  the 
House  when  those  opportunities  would 
be  given.  Before  hon.  Members  gave 
way  they  were  entitled  to  be  distinctly 
told  when  those  opportunities  would  be 
given.  If  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
told  them  that  he  would  allow  that  im- 
portant discussion  to  be  taken  next  week, 
he,  for  one,  would  be  perfectly  ready  to 
offer  every  facility  to  the  Government. 
Members  opposite  below  the  Gangway 
thought  they  had  nothing  to  do  but  vote 
with  the  Government.  But  those  who 
took  a  different  view  of  their  duties  and 
were  interested  in  examining  the  naval 
and  military  expenditure  of  the  country 
were  not  to  be  put  off  as  they  had  been. 
He  was  not  exceeding  his  rights  as  a 
Member  of  the  House  when  he  asked 
the  Government  to  give  them  some  as- 
surance as  to  the  time  at  which  an 
opportunity  would  be  given  of  discussing 
those  Votes.  He  begged  to  move  the 
adjournment  of  the  House. 

Mb.  WARTON,  in  seconding  the 
Motion,  said,  he  did  so  in  no  Party 
sense,  but  to  show  the  Government  that 
the  House  was  not  to  be  trified  with. 
Ministers  had  already  wasted  five  Go- 
vernment nights  in  succession,  four  in 
an  attack  on  the  other  House,  and  one 
in  an  attack  on  the  Procedure  of  that 
House,  and  now  they  came  down  and 
implored  the  House  to  help  them  out  of 
the  mess  they  had  got  themselves  in. 
He  wished  to  remind  the  Prime  Minister 
that  of  all  the  vices  in  this  world  the 
most  cQcpenaive  was  that  of  temper. 
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Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"  That  this  House  do  now  adjourn." — 
(Mr.  Oorst.) 

Mb.  LABOUOHERE  said,  that  it 
seemed  to  be  the  deliberate  intention  of 
Oentlemen  opposite  to  throw  every  ob- 
struction possible  in  the  way  of  Public 
Business.  P*  No,  no  !  "]  He  was  not 
alluding  to  hon.  Members  from  Ireland, 
but  to  the  Conservative  Party.  Every- 
body knew  their  object.  It  was  to  go  to 
their  constituents  at  the  end  of  the 
Session  and  say  that  the  Liberals  had 
promised  grandly,  but  done  nothing. 
But  whose  would  be  the  fault  ?  It  would 
belong  to  the  Conservatives  themselves. 
How  was  it  possible  to  go  on  with  the 
Business  when  every  day  time  was  con- 
sumed by  Motions  ?  [An  hon.  Membeb  : 
Bradlaugh.]  An  hon.  Member  hinted 
that  he  (Mr.  Labouchere)  did  the  very 
thing  that  he  complained  of.  He  had 
never  brought  forward  a  Motion  like  the 
present  one,  with  the  object  of  Obstruct 
tion,  and  with  no  desire  to  see  it  passed. 
The  Motions  proposed  by  himself  had 
had  specific  objects,  and  he  had  always 
wished  to  pass  them.  He  hoped  the 
Prime  Minister  would  stand  to  his  guns. 
What  had  just  occurred  proved  better 
than  any  argument  that  it  was  necessary, 
as  soon  as  possible,  to  carry  those  ex- 
cellent Hesolutions  respecting  the  Busi- 
ness of  the  House  which  the  Prime 
Minister  had  moved.  If,  after  the  state- 
ment made  from  the  Treasury  Bench 
that  it  was  absolutely  necessary  to  pass 
certain  Votes  to-night,  hon.  Gentlemen 
chose  to  take  the  responsibility  of  post- 
poning those  Votes  by  the  use  of  obstruc- 
tive tabetics,  let  them  accept  that  responsi- 
bility before  the  country.  He  hoped  the 
Prime  Minister  would  next  week  insist 
on  taking  the  debate  on  cldiure  and  the 
other  Procedure  Resolutions  from  day  to 
day  until  they  were  disposed  of. 

Mr.  GLADSTONE  :  Sir,  I  do  not  in- 
tend to  enter  into  the  contentious  part 
of  this  discussion,  and  I  shall  be  satis- 
fied to  pass  by  in  silence  the  various 
taunts  that  have  been  thrown  out 
against  the  Government  with  respect 
to  the  debate  which,  on  account  of  their 
responsibility  for  the  maintenance  of 
law  and  order  in  Ireland,  they  thought 
it  necessary  to  give  occasion  for  by  sub- 
mitting a  Resolution  to  this  House, 
although  I  do  not  say  that  they  have 
any  responsibility  for  the  extent  of  four 


nights  of  this  debate.      I  rise  to  show, 
as  I  think  I  can,  the  hon.  and  learned 
Member  for  Chatham  (Mr.  Gorst)  that 
there    is    good  cause  why  his  Motion 
should  be  withdrawn,  and  that  he    has 
not  exactly  apprehended  the  position  of 
affairs  with  regard  to  the  Question  that 
has  been  put  to  me.    But  I  may  observe 
that  there  is,  at  all  events,  some  merit 
in  this — that  whereas  it  has  been  very 
common   during  recent  weeks  to  find 
fault  with  the  answers  given  by  Mem- 
bers of  the  Government  to  Questions  for 
being  too  long,  I  am  now  taken  to  task 
by  the   hon.   and   learned  Member  for 
Chatham    for  making  my  answer  too 
short.      We    shall    endeavour,   on    all 
occasions,  if  we  can,  to  hit  the  golden 
mean  which  lies  between  the  extremes 
of  prolixity  and  undue  brevity.     The 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  has,  per- 
haps inadvertently,    stated  the  circum- 
stances not  quite  accurately.     He  said 
that    he   had    asked    me    whether  we 
should  offer  any  time  for   the  discus- 
sion  of   Motions,    in  which    he  seems 
now    to    have    had    in    view   his   own 
Motion,  and  that  I  said  I  could  not 
name  any  time.      What  the   hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  did  was  this.     He 
made  himself  the  sponsor  of  no  less  than 
1 1  Motions ;    and  he  then  asked  me  if, 
in  the  present  state  of  Public  Business, 
not  **  would  I  be  disposed  to  give  time 
for  any  of  these  Motions  ?  "  but  '*  are  you 
prepared    to    name  a  day  when   these 
Motions    may    be    proceeded     with  ?  ** 
These  two  things  are  entirely  different. 
The    Motion   of   which  the    hon.    and 
learned  Member   has  given  Notice  to- 
night is  one  with  regard  to  which  he 
has  a  right  to  see  that  it  should  not  be 
subjected    to    unnecessary    disappoint- 
ment.     I  hope  he  will,  therefore,  see 
that  I  have  not  met  his  Motion  in  the 
spirit  which  he  has  stated.      The  whole 
of  my  statement  amounts  to  this — that  I 
am  not  prepared,  at  the  present  time,  to 
name   a   day   when    Supply   could    be 
postponed,  in  order  to  give  facility  for 
the  Motion.    We  have  got  the  full  work 
of  the  week  before   us,    and  the    full 
work,  I  apprehend,    of  next  week  be- 
fore  us.      Under  these   circumstances, 
I    do    not    think    the    House   will   be 
of  opinion  that  I  should  hold  out  ex- 
pectations which  I  might  not  be  able 
to   redeem.      We  are  of  opinion  that, 
subject  to   matters    of   primary   neces- 
sity,   it    is    our  duty  to  proceed  witK 
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those  Eesolutions  of  which  we  have 
given  Notice,  with  regard  to  the  Pro- 
cedure of  this  House.  When  we  are 
told  that  it  is  not  desirable  to  postpone 
the  discussion,  in  detail,  of  the  Army 
and  Navy  Estimates  until  July  or 
August,  there  is  no  one  who  feels  the 
truth  of  the  proposition  more  keenly 
and  acutely  than  we  do.  We  are  now 
in  the  beginning  of  March,  and  we  be- 
lieve that  by  taking  the  judgment  of 
the  House  on  matters  of  procedure,  and 
by  endeavouring,  if  we  can,  to  arrange 
a  good  system,  both  with  regard  to  pro- 
cedure, BO  called,  and  with  regard  to  the 
devolution  or  delegation  of  labour,  we 
are  really  offering  to  the  House  the  best 
security  that  we  can  offer  them  for  the 
discussion  of  Estimates  in  proper  time. 
Nothing  could  be  more  improper  than 
the  postponement  of  these  measures  to  a 
late  period  of  the  Session.  When  I  de- 
cline now  to  name  a  day,  it  is  because  it 
is  not  customary,  and  would  not  be  con- 
venient, to  name  days  for  what  is  not  in 
immediate  prospect.  It  is  with  a  view 
to  the  proper  disposal  of  Supply  that  we 
are  about  to  submit  our  Besolutions  to 
the  House.  One  of  the  principal  objects 
we  have  in  view,  whatever  may  be  the 
form  which  those  Eesolutions  may  ul- 
timately assume,  is  the  effective  and 
early  discussion  of  matters  in  Supply.  I 
hope  I  have  explained  that  I  by  no 
means  intended  to  make  light  of  the 
subject  of  the  Motion  of  the  hon.  and 
learned  Member  for  Chatham,  which  I 
think  is  one  that  appeals  very  strongly 
to  us,  and  I  certainly  should  be  very 
sorry  if  we  were  not  able  to  suggest  to 
the  House  some  method  by  which  that 
Motion  should  be  discussed. 

Sir  STAFFORD  NORTHCOTE  said, 
he  wished,  as  far  as  possible,  to  save 
the  time  of  the  House ;  and  he  hoped, 
therefore,  that  the  discussion  would  not 
be  continued,  and  that  the  Motion  of  his 
hon.  and  learned  Friend  the  Member 
for  Chatham  would  not  be  pressed.  At 
the  samet  time,  he  desired  to  point  out 
that  the  matter  did  not  entirely  lie  as 
the  Prime  Minister  would  lead  them  to 
suppose.  According  to  him  it  would 
seem  as  if  the  Business  of  the  day  were 
properly  the  Army  Estimates,  and  that 
any  opposition  in  the  nature  of  a 
Motion  on  going  into  Committee  of 
Supply  was  aonormal,  and  stood  in  the 
waj  of  the  regillar  Business.  It  was, 
howgfw,    an   admitted   principle  that 
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questions  of  grievance  preceded  Supply ; 
and,  of  course,  those  hon.  Gentlemen 
who  put  down  Notices  of  Motions  had 
primd  facie  a  perfect  right  to  expect  to 
have  an  opportunity  of  bringing  them 
forward.     Then  an  appeal  was  made  by 
the  Government  to  those  hon.  Gentlemen 
to  waive  or  curtail  their  privilege  on  this 
occasion,  in  order  that  the  Government 
might  proceed  with  the  Army  Estimates. 
All  hon.  Members  were  anxious  that  the 
Army  Estimates  should   be  proceeded 
with  in  proper  time,  and  were  willing 
to  accept  the  statement  that  they  must 
be  dealt  with  to-night.     But  the  Gen- 
tlemen who  waived  or  curtailed  their 
right  to  bring  forward  Motions   were 
hardly  to  blame  if  they  asked  when  an 
opportunity  would  be  given  to  them. 
He  did  not  think  they  had  been  treated 
with  that  consideration  which  ought  to 
have  been  shown  to  them  under  the  cir- 
cumstances.    Those  hon.  Members  had 
been  told  what   they  could  not  have, 
but  they  had  not  been  told  what  they 
could  have.     He  would  urge  the  House 
not  to  waste  any  time  in  a  discussion  on 
the  Motion  for  Adjournment,  but  to  go 
on  with  the  Business.     They  must  all 
see  where  the  responsibility  would  lie. 
At  all  events,  hon.    Members  on  that 
side  of  the  House  had  a  pretty  strong 
opinion  on  the  subject.     Nothing  could 
be  more  unedifying  than  to  continue  a 
discussion  of  this  sort ;  and,  therefore, 
he  hoped    that    his   hon.  and   learned 
Friend  would  not  press  his  Motion. 

Sir  GEORGE  CAMPBELL  said,  that 
he  happened  to  have  the  first  Motion  on 
the  Paper  that  night.  Nothing  would 
be  further  from  his  desire  than  to  stand 
in  the  way  of  the  Army  Estimates,  or  in 
the  way  of  the  debate  regarding  Pro- 
cedure, and  he  should  be  most  happy  to 
withdraw  his  Motion  unconditionally,  if 
that  would  serve  the  purpose  which  the 
Government  desired ;  but  it  manifestly 
would  be  totally  useless  to  withdraw  his 
Motion  in  order  to  allow  the  Govern- 
ment to  fall  into  the  hands  of  the  other 
Members  who  had  Motions. 

Mr.  O'DONNELL  said,  the  prospect 
before  them  was  that  they  were  not  to 
have  an  opportunity  of  discussing  im- 
portant questions  at  all  until  the  cldture 
was  passed,  and  then  the  cldture  would 
prevent  them  from  discussing  important 
questions.  That  prospect  was  not  in- 
viting. At  the  same  time,  he  admitted 
that  a  discussion  of  this  character  might. 
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under  ordinary  circnmstanoee,  have  been 
usefully  postponed ;  and,  therefore,  he 
regretted  that  the  Prime  Minister  had 
initiated  the  discussion.  The  statement 
volunteered  by  the  Prime  Minister  as  to 
the  arrangements  for  Public  Business 
was  far  from  being  creditable  to  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman,  and  the  remark- 
able confession  that  fell  from  his  lips 
was  quite  unprecedented.  It  was  im- 
possible for  them  to  regard  with  in- 
difference the  accusations  made  by  the 
sitting  Member  for  Northampton.  Of 
course,  he  fully  recognized  that  the 
sitting  Member  for  Northampton  was 
under  a  deep  debt  of  gratitude  to  the 
Premier  for  having  been  his  champion, 
and  now  the  hon.  Member  thought  it 
grateful  to  become  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman's  champion.  It  was  by  no 
means  fair,  however,  for  the  hon. 
Member  for  Northampton  to  convert  an 
ordinary  discussion  on  the  facilities  to 
be  given  to  private  Members  into  a 
medium  for  a  Party  attack  upon  the 
Oentlemen  sitting  opposite  to  him.  It 
could  not  be  the  case  that  Members 
sitting  on  that  side  of  the  House  could 
entertain  any  such  intentions  as  were 
imputed  to  them  by  the  hon.  Member  for 
Northampton.  What  they  complained 
of  was  that  the  Government  measures 
were  not  being  brought  forward ;  but 
that,  from  day  to  day,  the  regular  Busi- 
ness of  the  House  was  being  interfered 
with.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman  said 
that  he  would  not  stop  to  reply  to  taunts 
in  regard  to  the  conduct  of  Public  Busi- 
ness. His  own  opinion  was  that  it 
would  not  be  at  all  desirable  for  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  to  reply  to  those 
taunts,  he  having  no  reply  at  hand. 
They  were  now  asked  by  the  Premier  to 
hurry  forward,  in  a  by  no  means  decent 
fashion,  the  discussion  of  the  Estimates 
on  the  ground  of  shortness  of  time, 
simply  because  the  Premier  had  wasted 
the  time  of  the  House  since  the  com- 
mencement of  the  Session  upon  grounds 
now  acknowledged  to  be  utterly  falla- 
cious. The  right  hon.  Gentleman  said 
he  was  not  responsible  for  four  nights 
being  taken  up  by  the  discussion  on  the 
House  of  Lords.  Did  the  Premier  really 
believe  that  the  discussion  on  his  import- 
ant Motion — or  what  promised  to  be 
an  important  Motion,  although  it  came 
to  nothing  particular  at  last — would  end 
in  a  few  minutes  after  his  fiery  abjura- 
tion to  ride  rough  shod  over  the  decision 


of  the  other  House  of  Parliament? 
Not  a  minute  more  than  was  necessary 
was  spent  in  the  discussion  of  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman's  proposition.  If  it 
came  to  the  small  end  to  which  it  did 
come,  the  reason  was  that  the  discus- 
sions showed  how  groundless  were  the 
accusations  brought  by  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman.  As  regarded  the  accusation 
against  the  Oonservative  Party  of  wasting 
time,  he  was  sorry  to  say  that  the  Con- 
servative Party  most  unduly  abbreviated 
the  discussion  on  that  Motion.  It  was 
the  action  of  the  late  Attorney  General 
for  Ireland  that  prevented  the  Irish 
Members  from  completely  discussing  the 
operation  of  the  Land  Act.  He  hoped 
the  small  amount  of  gratitude  which  the 
Conservative  Party  received  for  that  good 
turn  would  be  remembered  by  them 
when  they  again  attempted  to  curtail 
the  opportunities  of  Irish  Members. 

Motion,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

SOUTH  AFRICA— THE  TRANSVAAL. 

Ma.  COUETNEY :  Before  the  Orders 
of  the  Day  are  read  I  wish  to  inform  the 
House  that  the  following  has  been  re- 
ceived from  Sir  Hercules  Bobinson  by 
telegraph : — 

"12th.— Yours  11th.  On  27th  February, 
Rutherford,  in  absence  of  Hudson,  reported  as 
follows  : — *  General  Joubert,  with  60  mounted 
police,  left  some  days  ago  to  coerce  Skalafyn,  a 
Kaffir  Chief,  residing  within  Transvaal  terri- 
tory, on  the  western  borders,  who  had  given 
trouble,  and  raised  wall  defences.  Meanwhile , 
Skalaf  yn  had  come  to  Pretoria  by  another  route, 
and  given  explanation  to  the  Government  which 
had  led  to  instructions  being  sent  after  Joubert 
to  stay  proceedings,  subject  to  Skalaf  yn  paying 
expenses  of  expedition,  which  he  had  promised 
to  do.  There  had  been  extensive  commandeer- 
ing in  Potchefstroom,  and  a  large  number  had 
left  the  district  to  follow  Joubert ;  but  it  is  un- 
derstood all  will  be  recalled.'  On  6th  March 
Rutherford  reported  having  received  on  3rd  a 
letter  from  Government,  stating  that  affairs  on 
the  west  border  continued  unchanged ;  within 
Transvaal  line  all  quiet,  but  outside  daily  fight- 
ing and  bloodshed,  and  Government  apprehended 
conflict  will  extend  and  last  long.*' 

The  telegram  contains  some  observa- 
tions on  the  possible  mode  of  dealing 
with  the  difficulty,  which  it  would  be 
premature  to  mention  at  present ;  but  I 
may  state  that  Sir  Hercules  Kobinson 
adds,  on  his  own  part,  that  the  Trans- 
vaal Government  seem  doing  what  they 
can  to  maintain  the  neutrality  of  their 
territory. 

Mr.  ASHMEAD-BARTLETT  asked 
whether  the  fighting  and  bloodshed  in- 
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side  the  Transvaal  borders  was  caused 
by  the  leader  of  the  Boers  having  pre- 
viously attacked  the  Natives  outside  the 
borders  ? 

Mb.  COURTNEY :  No,  Sir  ;  the  two 
things  are  distinct. 

RELIGIOUS  DISSENSIONS  (GIB- 
RALTAR)—DR.  CANILLA. 

Sib  H.  DRUMMOND  WOLFF  asked 
the  Under  Secretary  of  State  for  the 
Colonies  whether  any  information  had 
been  received  by  the  Government  with 
reference  to  47  arrests  said  to  have  been 
made  at  Gibraltar  by  order  of  the  Gover- 
nor, acting  under  directions  from  the 
Government,  or  whether  Lord  Kimberley 
had  telegraphed  to  obtain  a  Report  on  the 
subject  ? 

Mb.  O'DONNELL  asked  whether  the 
action  of  the  Governor  had  any  connection 
with  the  reported  mission  of  Mr.  Erring- 
ton  to  the  Vatican  ? 

Mb.  COURTNEY :  There  is  no  con- 
nection whatever  between  the  two — 
whatever  that  mission  may  be.  We 
have  no  fresh  intelligence  with  respect 
to  the  arrests  at  Gibraltar. 

Mb.  MACARTNEY  asked  whether 
this  was  an  admission  that  there  was  a 
mission  ? 

Mb.  COURTNEY  :  No,  Sir. 

ORDER  OF  THE  DA  F. 

SUPPLY.—COMMITTEE. 
Order  for  Committee  read. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
**  That  Mr.  Speaker  do  now  leave  the 
Chair." 

EGYPT  (INTERNATIONAL  TRIBUNALS). 

BESOLUTION. 

Sib  GEORGE  CAMPBELL  rose,  in 
accordance  with  Notice,  to  call  attention 
to  the  ultimate  effect  of  a  continuance  of 
the  International  Tribunals  in  Egypt  on 
the  present  footing ;  and  to  move — 

**  That  it  is  inexpedient  to  make,  or  renew  on 
expiry,  engagements  by  which  Foreign  Gk)vern- 
ments  may  have  a  claim  to  insist  on  the  enforce* 
ment  of  private  debts  against  natives  of  Egypt, 
the  transfer  of  lands,  vexatious  sanitary  regu- 
lations, and  other  demands,  in  supersession  of 
the  autonomous  legislation  and  government  of 
the  country  ;  excepting  only  provision  for  the 
tree  use  of  the  Suez  Canal  as  an  Litemational 
oommerdal  waterway." 

He  was  unwilling,  he   said,   to  touch 
nrach  on  the  burning  and  critical  quos- 


tions  which  now  existed  with  regard  to 
Egypt.  He  wished  to  confine  himself 
mainly  to  economical  and  social  ques- 
tions. It  was  his  impression  that  it  might 
be  said,  and  with  some  truth  and  justice, 
that  the  troubles  which  now  existed  in 
Egypt  were,  to  a  certain  extent,  raised 
rather  by  the  upper  classes  than  by  the 
lower  classes  ;  but  they  must  take  care 
lest,  in  the  future,  circumstances  should 
arise  which  would  cause  discontent  in  the 
midst  of  the  people  of  Egypt.  He  was 
quite  .free  to  admit  that  me  mixed  or 
International  Tribunals  were  a  great 
improvement  on  many  tribunals  which 
had  existed  in  Egypt,  and  justice  was 
usually  done  by  them.  But  there  were 
circumstances  with  regard  to  the  con- 
stitution of  these  tribunals  to  which  it 
seemed  to  him,  in  the  interests  of  the 
people  of  Egypt,  some  attention  should 
be  paid.  They  were,  no  doubt,  good 
and  able  tribunals;  but  it  seemed  to 
him  that  they  were  the  rich  man's  rather 
than  the  poor  man's  tribunals.  They  were 
popular  with  Europeans  who  were  rich, 
and  who,  having  debts  to  enforce,  could 
afford  to  go  to  great  expense  in  enforcing 
them.  They  were  placed  only  at  a  few 
centres  of  European  residence,  and  they 
were  expensive  tribunals,  before  which 
a  poor  man  could  not  afford  to  appear, 
although  they  were  internationcu  and 
for  the  disposal  of  debt.  Owing  to  their 
international  character  they  were  very 
large — even  cumbrously  large.  There 
were  25  Judges  of  these  tribunals  in 
Alexandria  alone.  Although  they  were 
found  only  in  the  European  centres,  they 
exercised  jurisdiction  over  the  whole  of 
Egypt.  Good  as  they  were,  they  were 
enormously  expensive ;  consequently  ab- 
solute justice  was  not  being  done  to  the 
people  of  Egypt  in  the  matter.  They, 
moreover,  possessed  very  extensive 
powers  in  the  country,  as  to  which 
he  had  great  apprehension.  They 
could  enforce  their  decrees  against 
the  Natives  by  the  sale  of  their 
lands;  and  it  was  to  be  feared  that 
in  consequence  of  the  difficulties  expe- 
rienced by  the  Natives  in  complying  with 
those  decrees,  large  quantities  of  the 
land  would  gradually  fall  into  the  hands 
of  the  money-lenders.  Then  these  tri- 
bunals were  constituted  in  a  peculiar 
manner,  which  was  almost  unique  in 
the  history  of  tribunals,  being,  in  reality, 
placed  above  the  Government  and  the 
Legislature  of  Egypt.    It  was  the  fact, 
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because  the  Gk>yeniment  of  the  country 
was  subject  to  them,  that  European  inter- 
ference had  taken  place  which  had  led  to 
the  critical  position  of  affairs  which  was 
now  existing.  Our  present  troubles  were 
the  result  of  control  and  interference  of 
Europeans  in  Egypt,  and  the  Control 
was  a  direct  result  of  the  action  of 
these  judicial  tribunals.  The  present 
situation  was,  that  bv  the  action  of 
these  tribunals  the  enormous  debt  of 
some  £90,000,000  sterling  had  been  de- 
creed against  Egypt,  and  that  was  being 
enforced  by  the  joint  action  of  two  of 
the  European  Powers.  But  he  most 
wished  to  call  attention  to  another  effect 
of  these  tribunals,  which  was  to  establish 
an  enormous  private  debt,  which  would 
have  an  ultimate  political  effect,  very 
great,  and,  he  thought,  very  dangerous. 
Those  who  took  an  interest  in  such 
matters  knew  that  there  had  been  nu- 
merous financial  institutions,  both  in 
London  and  in  Paris,  established  for 
the  purpose  of  **  exploiting"  Egypt 
and  lending  money  to  the  Natives. 
Why  was  it  that  these  financial  in- 
stitutions were  formed  to  lend  money 
to  the  Egyptians?  He  imagined  that 
it  was  not  out  of  benevolence  to- 
wards the  Egyptians.  It  was  because 
they  expected  to  get  a  high  interest  for 
their  money,  upon  extremely  good  se- 
curity. That  security  was  the  land  of 
the  Egyptians,  which  was  known  to  be 
valuable.  The  Natives  had  thus  entered 
upon  a  course  of  mortgaging  their 
lands,  which,  it  was  to  be  feared, 
would  ultimately  fall  into  the  hands 
of  these  associations.  Finding  such 
facilities  afforded  them  of  obtaining 
money,  the  Egyptians,  in  common  with 
other  Oriental  peoples  similarly  situated, 
were  living  in  a  sort  of  fooUs  paradise. 
It  was  pleasant  for  the  time  to  have  ac- 
commodating money-lenders ;  but  a  day 
of  reckoning  would  come  at  last,  and  we 
might  have  not  only  social  and  com- 
mercial ruin,  but  a  political  difficulty 
in  the  case  of  debts  due  by  the 
Egyptian  cultivators.  The  same  state 
of  things  existed  in  India,  when  the 
people  were  encouraged  to  acquire  com- 
plete rights  of  property,  although  they 
were  as  ignorant  how  to  use  those  rights  as 
children  ;  for  they  became  only  too  ready 
to  receive  loans  and  accumulate  debts. 
But  the  day  of  reckon  in  *^  eventually 
arrived,  and  tho  result  was  that  great 
disturbances  took  place,  just  as  in  Hussia 
at  the  present  moment.    A  Commission 


was  then  appointed  to  inquire  into  the 
condition  of  the  Deccan  ryots,  which  led 
to  the  disclosure  of  a  very  dangerous 
state  of  things.  Great  sympathy  was 
extended  by  the  Government  of  India 
and  of  this  country  to  the  ryots  of  India, 
who  had  been  deprived  of  their  lands  at 
a  price  very  much  below  their  value.  If 
the  present  state  of  things  were  allowed 
to  continue  in  Egypt,  it  was  a  matter  of 
almost  absolute  certainty  that  serious 
disturbances  would  take  place  in  that 
country ;  for  these  financial  associations 
were  pushing  and  aggressive.  As  re- 
garded India,  the  Deccan  Kyot  Act  was 
passed,  by  which  a  considerable  amount 
of  protection  from  the  money-lenders 
was  afforded  to  the  ryots ;  but  who  had 
power  to  overrule  these  associations  and 
these  tribunals  in  Egypt  ?  It  had  been 
held  that  the  Government  had  not  the 
power,  by  an  Egyptian  decree  or  Egyp- 
tian legislation,  to  overrule  the  decisions 
of  the  tribunals  established  by  the  Euro- 
pean Concert.  If  that  were  so  in  regard 
to  public  debts,  his  apprehension  was 
that  it  would  be  so  in  regard  to  private 
debts.  There  were  a  number  of  other 
nations,  besides  France  and  England, 
interested;  and  without  the  consent  of 
all  the  Powers  who  were  interested  in 
these  arrangements  they  could  not  alter 
the  power  of  these  tribunals.  As  the 
thing  now  stood,  if  the  tribunals  went 
on  on  their  present  footing  the  creditors 
would  be  entitled  to  their  pound  of  flesh, 
and  it  would  be  impossible  to  make  any 
satisfactory  arrangement.  The  reason 
why  he  was  desirous  to  call  the  attention 
of  the  House  and  the  Government  to 
the  subject,  at  this  moment,  was  that 
the  agreement  under  which  these  tribu- 
nals were  established  was  a  temporary 
agreement,  that  it  had  expired,  and  was 
being  renewed  year  by  year.  What,  he 
asked,  should  be  the  result  when  it 
was  again  renewed  ?  Such  arrangements 
should  be  made  that  it  would  not  be 
possible  for  any  foreign  tribunal  to  over- 
ride the  ^action  of  the  Legislature  of 
Egypt,  to  enforce  on  the  people  of  Egypt 
private  debts  which  would  have  the 
effect  of  creating  great  disturbance  and 
great  political  danger.  As  an  instance 
of  the  difficulty  of  these  international 
arrangements,  he  might  notice  that 
there  was  now  in  Egypt  an  institu- 
tion called  an  International  Sanitary 
Board,  at  which  wore  represented  al- 
most all  the  nations  of  Europe,  small 
and    great.    The    xeault  \i^  \Xx*oX   \a. 
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that  Sanitary  Board  were  represented 
many  of  the  petty  European  King- 
doms which  had  practically  no  in- 
terest in  Efi^pt.  It  was  a  somewhat 
dangerous  state  of  things  that  the  gen- 
tlemen upon  the  Sanitary  Board  were 
not  gentlemen  specially  appointed  for 
the  purpose,  but  were  locid  gentlemen 
carrying  on  the  trade  and  commerce  of 
the  country.  That  Board  of  18  mem- 
bers, of  whom  France  and  England  had 
only  twO|  had  instituted  regulations 
which  appeared  to  the  merchants  and 
shipowners  of  London  to  be  vexatious  in 
the  very  highest  degree ;  and  it  was  im- 
possible to  get  rid  of  those  regulations 
without  consulting  all  those  petty  Powers. 
The  consequence  had  been  that  the  traffic 
of  the  Suez  Oanal  had  within  the  last 
few  months  been  seriously  interfered 
with,  to  the  detriment  of  trade  and  com- 
merce ;  and  he  understood  that  a  very 
great  deal  of  profit  to  the  local  com- 
munity of  the  Europeans  established  in 
Egjrpt  had  resulted  from  the  detention 
of  vessels  in  the  Canal,  and  the  enor- 
mous prices  which  had  been  paid  for  tugs 
and  pilots  and  things  of  that  kind. 
Therefore,  it  might  happen  that  the 
members  of  the  Sanitary  Board  might 
find  themselves  in  a  position  in  which 
their  private  interests  were  arrayed  on 
the  same  side  as  the  public  prejudice. 
There  was  a  strong  feeling  among  the 
mercantile  community  here  that  this 
should  rather  be  dealt  with  by  an 
autonomous  Government  than  by  one 
of  those  complicated  tribunals.  He 
wished  to  avoid  the  burning  political 
questions  which  had  arisen ;  but  would 
just  say  one  word  on  the  question  of  Euro- 
pean Control,  which,  in  the  hands  of  the 
Controllers,  had  been  rapidly  becomiug 
a  European  administration  of  Egypt. 
This  was  said  to  be  a  satisfactory  state 
of  things ;  but  he  confessed  he  had  very 
considerable  doubts  upon  it,  because 
they  found,  when  they  dealt  with  foreign 
countries  in  difiPerent  parts  of  the  world, 
that  it  very  often  happened  that  the 
Natives  would  rather  be  ill-governed  by 
their  own  people  than  well-governed  by 
foreigners.  The  late  Lord  Lawrence 
once  instituted  an  inquiry  into  the  rela- 
tive advantages  of  European  and  Native 
role  in  India ;  and  it  was  found  that  the 
Natives  were  not  at  all  dear  that  the 
adTantages  were  eo  decidedly  on  the 
nde  of  SuTopean  role  as  one  was  apt  to 
■Dppcwe.    And  if  there  could  be  aoy 


doubt  on  that  point  in  the  case  of  a 
country  like  India,  how  much  greater 
must  the  doubt  be  as  to  Egypt,  where 
the  circumstances  were  very  different 
and  very  much  more  dangerous,  espe- 
cially as  there  was  this  enormous  disad- 
vantage— that  they  had  not  one  Power 
trjdng  to  do  their  best  for  the  people  of 
Egypt,  but  a  cumbrous  Joint  Control, 
which  rendered  good  administration  in- 
finitely more  difficult  ?  He  was  not  pre- 
pared to  say  that  jobbing  had  been 
carried  on  to  a  great  extent  in  Egypt ; 
but,  looking  at  the  enormous  amount  of 
patronage,  and  remembering  how  much 
human  nature  was  given  to  nepotism, 
he  should  not  be  surprised  if  there  was 
a  considerable  degree  of  truth  in  the 
allegation  that  there  was  a  good  deal  of 
nepotism  and  jobbing  in  regard  to  the 
personnel  of  the  European  Administra- 
tion. Again,  there  was  an  uncertainty 
with  respect  to  the  stability  of  the  Euro- 
pean Control  in  Egypt.  The  Natives  of 
India  were  accustomed  to  our  rule  and 
believed  in  its  stability;  but  the  case 
was  very  different  in  Egypt,  where, 
owing  to  its  peculiar  character,  the 
combined  Control  which  existed  to-day 
might  be  upset  to-morrow  by  some  di- 
vergence of  view  arising  between  the 
European  Powers.  They  were  some- 
times told  that  under  the  European 
Control  the  Natives  had  g^eat  advan- 
tages in  respect  to  taxation ;  but  he  was 
not  so  sure  of  that.  He  was  aware  the 
taxes  had  been  regulated,  and  that  new 
brooms  usually  swept  clean.  He  had 
no  doubt  that  had  been  well  regelated ; 
but  he  was  not  so  sure  that  the  taxation 
had  really  been  diminished,  seeing  that 
an  enormous  revenue  was  raised  from 
the  people,  more  than  double  that  which 
was  required  for  the  administration  of  the 
country,  and  more  than  half  of  it  was  paid 
away  to  foreigners.  He  thought  they 
must  all  feel  that  there  was  a  danger  to 
ourselves  and  our  neighbours  in  this 
system  of  Joint  Control.  It  was  said 
there  was  nothing  so  dangerous  as  two 
friends  travelling  together,  as  they  were 
almost  certain  to  quarrel  before  they 
reached  the  end  of  their  journey.  He 
thought  this  country  and  France  had 
undertaken  a  somewhat  hazardous  Egyp- 
tian tour  together.  He  hoped  the  news- 
papers were  right  in  their  interpretation 
of  the  action  of  the  Government  of 
France,  it  having  been  announced  that 
morning  that  the  French  Controller  had 
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been  withdrawn,  and  the  inference  being 
that  the  French  proposed  to  interfere  as 
little  as  possible;   and  he  trusted  the 
Government  of  this  country  would  do  the 
same.    He  hoped  the  Goyemment  would 
regard  interference  as  at  best  a  necessary 
evil,  and  that  it  would  be  only  temporary, 
and  as  little  as  possible.  He  particularly 
urged  that  great  social  and  political  evil 
was  likely  to  result  if  the  great  private 
debts  to  which  he  had  referred  were  al- 
lowed to  be  superadded  to  the  public  Debt 
ofEgyptwhicn  already  existed.  It  might 
be  that  the  Government  of  France  was 
at  present  peaceable   and  reasonable; 
but  another  man  of  heroic  mould,  like 
Gambetta,  might  by-and-bye  prevail  on 
France  to  pursue  a  different  policy.  Other 
nations  might  demand  a  share  in  that 
policy  ;  indeed,  they  had  a  share  already 
in  the  international  tribunals,  and  the 
difficulties  might  increase.     When  we 
interfered  with  foreign  countries,  we  said 
it  was  for  the  benefit  of  the  Natives  ;  but 
there  wa^  a  good  deal  of  hypocrisy  in 
that.     It  was  the  interest  of  the  money- 
lenders of  this  country  and  of  France 
that  had  prevailed  in  the  case  of  Egypt, 
not  the  interest  of  the  Natives.     Now, 
he  should  like  to  see  Egypt  as  autono- 
mous as  possible.     He  did  not  see  why 
the  Egyptians — an  acute,  peaceable,  and 
moderate  people^should  not  be  allowed 
to  govern  themselves.     It  might  be  that 
they  would  have  a  revolution  now  and 
again.     Why  should  they  not  have  an 
occasional  revolution,  as   other    States 
had  ?     He  did  not  see  why  they  should 
not.     We  had  had  a  great  many  revo- 
lutions before  we  attained  our  present 
state  of  peace  and  quiet,  and  he  did  not 
see  why  they  should  not  have  a  trial  of 
autonomy  on  one  condition,  that  being 
that  the  freedom  of  the  Suez  Canal,  as 
a  great  international  highway,  should 
be  maintained.    But  was  it  the  case  that 
there  had  been  any  anarchy  in  Egypt 
which  interfered  with  the  international 
interests  of  Europe  in  that  Canal?  On  the 
contrary,  had  that  Canal  not  been  made  for 
the  benefit  of  Europe,  very  much  with 
Egyptian   money   and   altogether   with 
Egyptian  labour?  The  lives  of  thousands 
of  Egyptians  had  been  sacrificed  in  mak- 
ing it,  and,  as  far  as  the  Egyptians  were 
concerned,  we  had  enjoyed  perfect  free- 
dom of  commerce  through  that  Canal  up 
to  the  present.     He  believed  that  every 
international  agreement  was  an  evil,  it 
might  be  a  necessary  evil ;  but  on  the 

YOL.  CCLXVII.    [xniiiD  sekies.J 


single  point  of  the  Suez  Canal  he  was 
free  to  confess  that  the  object  of  main- 
taining it  as  an  international  concert  was 
so  great  that  some  international  system 
for  that  purpose  should  be  maintained. 
There  was  an  international  system  with 
regard  to  the  Danish  Sound,  and  another 
with  respect  to  the  navigation  of  the 
Danube.  But  as  far  as  we  were  con- 
cerned, if  things  came  to  the  worst, 
we  had  got  a  great  highway  to  India 
round  the  Cape.  He  begged  to  move 
the  Besolution  of  which  he  had  g^ven 
Notice. 

Mb.  CEOPPEB  seconded  the  Amend- 
ment. 

Amendment  proposed. 

To  leave  out  from  the  word  "  That "  to  the 
end  of  the  Question,  in  order  to  add  the  words 
**  it  is  inexpedient  to  make,  or  renew  on  expiry, 
engagements  by  which  Foreign  Govemments 
may  have  a  claim  to  insist  on  the  enforcement 
of  private  debts  against  natives  of  Egypt,  the 
transfer  of  lands,  vexatious  sanitary  regulations, 
and  other  demands,  in  supersession  of  the  auto- 
nomous legislation  and  government  of  the 
country ;  excepting  only  provision  for  the  free 
use  of  the  Suez  Canal  as  an  International  com- 
mercial waterway," — (Sir  George  Campbell,) 

—instead  thereof. 

Question  proposed,  **  That  the  words 
proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part  of  the 
Question." 

Mr.  M'COAN  said,  that,  although  he 
apprehended  this  discussion  was  likely 
to  be  rather  academical  than  practical, 
he  would  like  to  say  a  few  words  on  the 
other  side  of  the  question.  The  speech 
of  the  hon.  Member  opposite  (Sir  George 
Campbell)  would  be  regarded  in  Egypt 
as  an  attack  upon  the  international  tri- 
bunals ;  and  as  he  (Mr.  M*Coan)  knew 
something  of  the  manner  in  which  those 
Courts  had  worked  in  Egypt  up  to  the 
present  time,  he  wished  to  say  that 
they  had  been  the  one  reform  in  the 
history  of  the  East  during  the  present 
generation,  which  commanded  universal 
approval  in  Egypt.  They  were,  in  fact, 
almost  the  only  effective  and  successful 
reform  which  had  been  achieved  by 
European  influence  in  that  country.  In 
the  administration  of  justice  they  had 
created  nothing  less  than  a  revolution. 
Seven  years  ago,  before  these  Courts  were 
established,  such  a  thing  as  justice  was 
unknown  in  Egypt,  and  more  especially 
in  the  cases  where  Europeans  were  inte- 
rested. The  prosecution  of  a  claim  against 
an  Egyptian  Native  by  an  European 
plaintiff  was  formerly  managed  through 
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the  foreign  Consulates,  and  the  process 
almost  invariably  led  to  great  corrup- 
tion. The  late  Khedive  carried  on  a 
long  negotiation  with  a  view  to  reform 
these  abuses,  with  the  result  that  these 
institutions  were  established,  composed 
of  nominees  of  the  principal  Powers, 
presumably  the  best  men  their  respec- 
tive Foreign  Offices  could  recommend. 
And,  although  there  were  varying  shades 
of  ability  and  learning  in  the  Judges 
thus  selected,  the  Courts  as  a  whole  had 
given  great  satisfaction,  and  the  men 
composing  them  had  discharged  their 
duties  with  honour,  integ^ty,  and  effici- 
ency. The  hon.  Gentleman  had  spoken 
of  it  as  a  ground  of  offence  that  they 
made  the  Natives  pay  their  just  debts. 
However  much  he  (Mr.  M'Coan)  might 
wonder  at  such  a  fact  being  made  ground 
of  complaint,  he  could  say,  that  when- 
ever judgment  was  so  given  against 
Native  defendants,  it  was  invariably  just. 
The  result  was  that  these  tribunals  were 
popular  even  with  the  Natives  them- 
selves ;  and  the  scale  of  fees  being  ex- 
ceedingly moderate,  justice  could  gene- 
rally be  had  fDr  a  few  piastres.  The 
hon.  Member  for  Kirkcaldy  had  further 
complained  that  they  were  above  the  Go- 
vernment ;  but  that  m  his  (Mr.  M'Coan's) 
opinion  was  one  of  their  greatest  merits. 
They  were  thus  able  to  do  justice  as  it 
had  never  been  done  before  between  the 
Khedive  and  the  humblest  plaintiff  or 
defendant.  Hon.  Members  could  hardly 
realize  how  little  authority  the  so-called 
Egyptian  Legislature  really  possessed. 
Its  Members  were  ignorant  peasants, 
most  of  whom  had  been  bastinadoed  at 
one  time  or  other  for  non-payment  of 
their  taxes.  It  was  true  that  a  large 
proportion  of  the  Judges  of  the  interna- 
tional tribunals  were  Natives ;  but  secure 
in  their  position,  and  with  the  example 
of  their  European  Colleagues  before  their 
eyes,  they  had  become,  as  a  rule,  equaUy 
fearless  and  upright.  If  any  improve- 
ment in  the  condition  of  the  people  of 
Egypt  were  needed  it  would  be  best 
effected,  he  believed,  not  by  curtailing, 
but  by  extending  the  power  of  those 
tribunals  and  bringing  all  classes,  both 
Native  and  foreign,  under  their  juris- 
diction. 

Mr.  GOSCHEN  said,  that  the  speech 
of  the  hon.  Member  for  Kirkcaldy  (Sir 
George  Campbell)  had  touched  upon 
fhred  special  subjects,  the  question  of 
Ckmtrol,  the  question  of  the  national 


moyeipent,  and  the  question  of  inter- 
national tribunals.  He  (Mr.  Goschen) 
did  not  intend  to  discuss  the  advantages 
or  disadvantages  of  the  Control,  or  to 
venture  upon  the  exceedingly  delicate 
ground  of  the  political  situation  in 
Egypt.  That  situation  seemed  to  him 
to  present  every  kind  of  difficulty,  and, 
knowing,  as  he  did,  the  attention  paid 
in  the  East  to  everything  said  in  that 
House — for  hon.  Members  could  scarcely 
exaggerate  the  interest  with  which  their 
debates  were  followed  at  Constanti- 
nople and  at  Cairo  —  he  trusted  they 
would  be  exceedingly  careful  in  the 
remarks  they  might  make  upon  that 
subject.  Before  expressing  any  opi- 
nion, he  thought  they  would  do  well 
to  wait  till  they  had  Papers  before 
them,  showing  what  information  was  in 
the  hands  of  the  Government ;  for,  with 
their  present  information,  it  would  not 
be  sare  for  them  to  express  any  opinion 
whatever  as  to  the  attitude  of  one  party 
or  the  other  in  Egypt.  There  were 
many  inaccurate  statements  appearing 
in  the  newspapers,  among  many,  no 
doubt,  that  were  accurate,  and  it  was  at 
present  impossible  for  them  to  discover 
the  truth.  In  the  letters  he  himself  re- 
ceived from  Cairo  there  were  the  most 
contradictory  views  expressed  as  to  the 
character  both  of  Arabi  Bey  and  Mah- 
moud  Pasha,  and  of  the  ''National  move- 
ment, *'  so  that  it  would  be  unwise  on 
their  part  if  they  were  prematurely  to 
pronounce  against  the  possibility  of 
there  being  a  National  movement  in 
Egypt.  He  hoped,  therefore,  they  would 
reserve  their  opinion  till  they  had  more 
light,  and  that  the  opinions  expressed 
by  the  hon.  Gentleman  (Sir  George 
Campbell)  would  not  be  understood  in 
Egypt  as  being  the  opinion  of  the  House 
of  Commons.  With  regard  to  the  in- 
tematioDal  tribunals,  he  should  have 
thought  that,  if  there  was  one  institu- 
tion in  the  East  introduced  from  the 
West  which  had  proved  more  than  any 
other  a  success  in  the  eyes  of  Europeans 
and  Natives,  that  institution  was  the  in- 
ternational tribunals  in  Egypt.  The  ob- 
jection, however,  taken  to  them  by  the 
hon.  Gentleman  was  in  reality  that  they 
were  too  strong  and  too  efficient.  To 
abolish  the  international  tribunals  would 
be  to  strike  at  the  very  basis  and  foun- 
dation of  civilization — namely,  the  pure 
administration  of  justice.  He  entirely 
Itgreed  with  the  hon.  Member  as  to  tiie 
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posAle  dttiigen  of  the  land  of  Egypt 
v^fS  'abiiorbed  by  foreign  nu^ey- 
tenflen;  But  oonridered  that  the  hon. 
M onber  had  oommitted  himself  to  rather 
an  iesrferaTagant  mode  of  giving  yent  to 
his  of^niona  when  he  wished  to  re-intro- 
dnoe  Torlddi  6r  Arabian  in  the  place  of 
European  tribunals,  in  order  to  nrighten 
cafdtal  awar.  The  hon.  Member  had 
spoken  as  if  the  introduction  of  Euro- 
pean eapital  into  Egypt  was  almost  a 
eursOy  and  as  if  the  good  administration 
of  justioe  was  an  evil  because  it  en- 
couraged capital.  He  (Mr.  Gk>8cben) 
trusted  the  Gfovemment  would  not  assent 
tp  the  Besolution;  but  that  when  the 
hon.  Ctontleman  the  Under  Secretary  of 
State  for  Foreign  Affairs  came  to  speak, 
he  would  state  that  the  maintenance  of 
international  tribunals  Vas  a  matter  of 
great  importance  not  only  to  England,  or 
to  the  European  Powers  and  capitalists, 
but  that  it  was  essentiany  of  value  as 
telwihfag  die  Egyptians  and  Mohamme- 
dans generally  ue  value  of  pure  and  in- 
eorruptible  justice.  The  selection  of  the 
Judges  and  the  probity  of  their  conduct 
had  generally  been  praised ;  and,  notwith- 
standing the  many  fkilures  which  had 
been  enoountered  in  the  endeavour  to 
regulate  the  afiSurs  of  I^ypt,  and  the 
jealousies  which  naturally  existed  be- 
tween different  nationalities,  these  tri- 
bunals had  worked  together  in  such  a 
manner  as  to  command  the  esteem  of  the 
whole  community — he  might  almost  say 
without  exception — in  Egypt.  He  hoped 
that  Her  Majesty's  Oovernment  would 
agree  that  the  international  Courts  ouffht 
to  be  maintained,  and  he  considered  that 
a  great  debt  of  gratitude  was  due  to 
Nubar  Pasha  for  the  force  and  for  the 
courage  with  which  he  had  introduced 
those  institutions  into  Egypt. 

Sib  CHARLES  W.  DILKE  said,  he 
did  not  think  that,  after  the  speech  of 
the  xiffht  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member 
for  Bipon  (Mr.  Ooschen),  there  was 
much  left  to  be  said  on  the  part  of  Her 
Majesty's  Oovernment,  who  were,  more- 
over, very  anxious  that  some  progress 
should  be  made  in  Supply  that  night. 
He  agreed  with  much  mat  had  fallen 
from  the  hon.  Member  for  Wicklow 
(Mr.  M'Coan),  who  had  done  great 
service  to  the  House  in  the  way  in 
which  he  dealt  with  international  tri- 
bunals, and  also  with  what  had  fallen 
horn  his  right  hon.  Friend  the  Member 
for  Bipon.    His  hon.  Friend  the  Mem- 


ber for  Sj[rkcaldy(Sir  G^r^  Campbell) 
had  warned  the  House  against  the  dan- 
gers that  would  arise  in  the  event  of 
Siese  international  tribunals  not  being 
put  an  end  to.    But  the  abuses  of  the 
old  system  had  been  clearly  pointed  out 
by  the  present  Lord  Derby  in  a  despatch 
written  in  1868,  and  that  despatoh  so 
admirably  contrasted  the  state  A  things 
prevailing  before  the  existence  of  these 
tribunals,  and  foreshadowed  so  excel- 
lently the  state  of  thinss  existing  now, 
that  he  could  not  do  better  than  refer 
hon.  G^tlemen  interested  in  the  subject 
to  it.    Lord  Derby,  at  that  time,  pointed 
out  that  the  system  then  existing  had 
become  a  ^«ftt  abuse,  as  the  whole 
authority  <n  Ideal  tribunals  had  been 
usurped  by  the  extra-territorial  juris- 
diction ;  and  his  suggeslions  were  mar- 
vellouslv  accurate  as  to  the  eflSsct  which 
tribunals  similar  to  those  now  existing 
would   have   on   the  people  and  the 
countiT.     His   hon.   Friend  had   not 
proved  any  portion  of  his  case.     In 
the  first  plaoe,  he  had  asserted  that 
there  was  great  dan|(er  that  the  whole 
of    the   land   in   ]^;ypt   would    pass 
into  the  hands  of  the  foreign  money* 
lenders;  but,  in  the  course  of  a  long 
speech,  he  had  fiedled  to  show  any  rea- 
sonable ground  for  that  apprehension. 
For  his  own  part,  he  (Sir  Charles  W. 
Dilke)  ventured,  upon  the  best  authority, 
to  deny  that  there  was  any  reason  to 
expect  that  such  would  be  the  case. 
Looking  at  the  whole  of  the  speech  of 
his  hon.  Friend,  he  felt  it  necessary  to 
ask  what  he  was  driving  at,  because,  if 
the  international  tribunals  were  merely 
to  be  got  rid  of,   the  whole  of  those 
abuses  against  which  Lord  Derby  had 
protested  would  be  revived.    It  must  be 
remembered,  moreover,  that  throughout 
the  whole  of  his  speech  his  hon.  Friend 
did  not  put    forward    any  alternative 
scheme  in  place  of  that  which  was  now 
being  worked  with  success  in  Egypt. 
The  quinquennial  period  for  which  the 
Courte  were  esteblished  in  the  first  in- 
stance expired  at  the  beginning  of  this 
year,  and  a  renewal  for  one  year  had 
been  agreed  upon.    In  the  interval,  in- 
quiry was  being  made,  and  an  exchange 
of  views  was  taking  place  between  ue 
Powers  and  the  Egyptian  Oovernment 
as  to  the  resulto  of  the  system  up  to  the 
present  time,  and  as  to  the  conditiona 
under  which  it  might  be  renewed.     His 
hon.  Friend  seemed  to  be  unacquainted 
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with  the  history  of  the  establishment  of 
thene  mixed  tribunals,  the  services  they 
had  rendered  in  a  greater  def^ee probably 
to  the  Native  than  to  the  foreigner,  and 
the  absence  of  an  independent  judicial 
system  in  Egypt  outside  these  Courts. 
The  immediate  result  of  a  lapse  of  ex- 
isting arrangements  would  be  a  revival 
of  all  the  old  Capitular  prerogatives  of 
17  different  Consular  jurisdictions,  and 
of  the  system  of  enforcing  foreign  claims 
by  diplomatic  pressure,  abuses  which, 
before  1876,  were  exercised  to  the  enor- 
mous detriment  of  Egyptian  interests, 
and  were  surrendered  most  reluctantly 
by  certain  of  the  Powers,  mainly  by  the 
insistence  of  the  British   Government. 
The  idea  of  Nubar  Pasha,  the  author  of 
the  reform,  was  to  apply  it  to  the  Native 
population  as  well  as  for  foreigners ;  but 
he  was  unable  to  carry  his  point  in  this 
respect.     He  intended,  side  by  side  with 
the  international  tribunals,  to  establish 
Native  Courts  affiliated  to  the  former, 
presided  over  by  a  certain  number  of 
competent  Judges  selected  by  the  Egyp- 
tian Government  in  foreign  countries. 
He  desired  gradually  to  accustom  the 
people  to  the  notion  of  independent  judi- 
cial procedure,   and  felt  that  he  could 
only  do  it  by  having  recourse  to  foreign 
assistance  in  the  first  instance,  with  the 
ultimate  expectation  of  arriving  at  a 
purely  Egyptian  institution.     Only  half 
his  scheme  was,  however,  adopted,  and 
the  policy  of  all  well  wishers  of  Egypt 
should  be  to  complete  it,  and  not  to 
undo  what  had  been  effected.    His  hon. 
Friend   seemed  to  think  that  the  tri- 
bunals were  unpopular  with  the  Natives; 
but  all  the  evidence  went  to  show  that 
the  exact  opposite  was  the  case.     The 
Government  were  informed  on  all  sides 
that  the  Courts  were  just  as  popular 
with  the  Natives  as  with  Europeans; 
and  he  might  state  also  that  there  was 
a  very  strong  Native  movement  in  Egypt 
in  favour  of  placing  the  whole  of  the 
cases  between  Native  and  Native  under 
the  control  of  these  tribunals.     There 
had  been  undoubtedly  in  the  speech  of 
his  hon.  Friend  a  great  begging  of  the 
question,  because  he  had  argued  that 
there  were  great  defects  in  the  present 
system,  and  that  he  was  prepared  to  re- 
turn to  the  old  system,  the  vice  of  which 
li6  admitted,  rather  than  continue   to 
bear  the  evils  of  which  he  complained, 
•ad  of  the  existence  of  which  evils  he 
liad  given  no  proof  whatever.   No  ques- 


tion  as  to  any  one  of  these  Courts  had 
ever  been  raised  by  the  Native  popula- 
tion in  Eg3rpt,  or  by  the  Egyptian  Go- 
vernment.    Another  proof  of  the  confi- 
dence these  tribunals  inspired  was  to  be 
found  in  the  fact  that  property  was  now  re- 
gistered in  their  land  offices,  in  preference 
to  the  Native  land  offices,  to  the  amount  of 
about£8,000,000.  The  sole  charge  which 
had  been  made  against  the  Courts  by 
his  hon.  Friend,  which,  however,  was 
unsupported  by  any  evidence,  was  that 
they  served  too  much  as  debt-collecting 
machines  for  the   money-lenders,    and 
that  their  procedure  facilitated  the  forced 
sale  of  land ;  but  at  least  two-thirds  of 
the  business  of  the  tribunals  had  no- 
thing to  do  with  the  money-lenders,  by 
whom  was  meant  the  class  which  lent 
money  on  the  security  of  land.     It  was 
a  class  which  had  always  existed  in 
Egypt,  where  there  was  heavy  taxation 
and  an  improvident  people.     The  effect 
of  the  Courts  had  been,  by  the  greater 
security  they  afforded,  to  invite  capital 
into  the  country  and  to  lower  the  rate 
of  interest.   Money  used  to  be  advanced 
by  petty  usurers  at  the  rate  of  4   per 
cent  a-month.    It  was  now  lent  at  9  per 
cent  per  annum  by  large  financial  estab- 
lishments.    Debts  used  to  be  collected 
through  the  intervention,  first  of  the 
Cadi,  who   sold  his  justice,  and  next 
through  the  Mudir,  or  Provincial  Gover- 
nor, who  alone  could  execute  the  sen- 
tences, and  whose  services  were  equally 
venal.   If  the  peasant  could  not  or  would 
not  pay,  he  was  imprisoned  and  flogged. 
That  had  been  abolished,   and    debts 
were  now  collected  by  a  tribunal  ac- 
cording to  law.   There  was  no  imprison- 
ment for  debt,  and,  it  was  needless  to 
add,  no  flogging.   In  cases  of  mere  debt 
collection,  the  mixed  tribunals  exempted 
from  seizure  goods  and  chattels  which 
were  necessary  to  the  maintenance  and 
occupation  of  the  debtor.     No  such  rule 
existed  formerly.      As  regarded   land 
questions,  the  Courts  had  worked  good. 
For  instance,  by  a  series  of  decisions, 
they  had  laid  down  the  principle  of  un- 
divided or  family  ownership,  which  ob- 
tained under  Mahomedan  law,  and  had 
never  recognized  a  mortgage  placed  on 
the  family  land  by  its  head  as  binding 
the  property,  unless   the  head  of  the 
family  had  obtained  the  consent  of  all 
whom  he  represented.     Very  frequently 
the  money-lender  had  thus  lost  what 
he  thought  a  ^od  security,   and    he 
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began  now  to  recognize  the  superior 
THiue  of  a  title  restored  at  the  land 
office  even  as  against  possession  and 
apparent  ownership.  The  procedure  of 
these  Oourts  was  eztremelj  simple  and 
within  the  reach  of  evexyone,  and  such 
reforms  as  were  really  needed  they  mi^ht 
hope  to  be  accomplished  before  the  exist- 
ence of  the  Oourts  was  renewed  for  a 
further  term  of  years.  The  popularity 
of  the  Oourts  was  shown  by  the  amount 
of  work  they  did,  and  the  increase  had 
been  extraordinarily  rapid.  The  three 
tribunals  of  First  Instance  had  given 
judgment  on  an  average  on  5',000  cases 
erenr  year.  The  Oourt  of  Appeal  had 
deoiaed  an  ayeraffe  of  800  cases  annually. 
The  work  done  nad  steadily  increased, 
as  was  shown  by  the  following  state- 
ment from  the  Uourt  of  Appeal: — In 
1875-6  there  was  87  cases  decided;  in 
1876-7,  213;  in  1877-8,  827;  in  1878-9, 
888 ;  and  in  1879-80,  405.  It  was  to  be 
r^pratted  that  the  third  tribunal  at 
Manaonrah  had  recently  been  sup- 
presMd.  There  was  always  much  to  be 
donei  and  it  was  espedaljy  useful  from 
its  position  in  the  heart  of  the  Delta  to 
the  iVatives  of  Egypt,  who  now  for  their 
oases  had  to  come  either  to  Alexandria, 
which  was  practically  outside  Egypt 
proper,  or  on  to  Oairo,  which  was  away 
on  uie  confines  of  the  desert.  The  mixed 
tribunal  more  than  paid  their  own  ex- 
penses by  the  judicial  receipts ;  but  the 
fees  of  Court  were  too  high,  and  the 
Court  of  Appeal  was  now  preparing  a 
new  tariff,  which  would  reduce  the 
fees  50  per  cent  in  all  smaller  cases 
where  the  fellaheen  were  most  con- 
cerned. The  tribunals  and  the  Appeal 
Court  were  all  in  arrears  with  their 
work.  This  arose  from  the  large  num- 
ber of  Judges  required  to  sit  in  every 
case,  from  the  limited  jurisdiction  of  the 
summary  justice  or  small  causes  Court, 
and  from  the  cumbrous  procedure.  His 
hon.  Friend  had  also  said  a  few  words 
about  the  Sanitary  Board  and  the  Board 
of  Control.  With  regard  to  the  question 
of  Control,  he  should  follow  the  advice 
of  his  right  hon.  Friend  the  Member 
for  Bipon  (Mr.  Goschen),  and  say  no- 
thing on  the  subject  at  present.  He  not 
only  thought  it  was  dangerous  to  speak 
on  the  subject,  but  he  also  thought  it 
was  unnecessary,  because  in  that  re- 
spect, as  in  others,  he  would  say  that 
tne  Introducer  of  the  Motion  brought 
forward  no  evidence  whatever  to  sup- 


port his  contentions.  His  hon.  Friend 
spoke  of  the  Sanitanr  Board ;  but  the 
same  remark  applied  to  that  as  to  the 
remainder  of  his  speedh-^namely,  that 
he  did  not  say  what  he  jproposed  tiie 
Ghivemment  should  do.  On  the  proper 
occasion  he  (Sir  Charles  W.  JDilke) 
could  speak  at  length  on  that  subject. 
The  action  of  the  Board  was,  no  doubt, 
vexatious  In  the  highest  decree,  and 
they  had  placed  serious  obstacles  in  tiie 
way  of  the  commerce  of  all  countries, 
ana  especially  upon  the  large  commerce 
of  England.  That  Bourd,  however,  was 
not  within  the  reach  of  the  Govern- 
ment. The  Gkyvemment  could,  however, 
protest  and  take  certain  steps  to  in- 
duce the  Board  to  see  things  as  Her 
Majesty's  GK>vemment  saw  mem.  He 
could  assure  the  House  the  matter  was 
reoeivinff  the  most  constant  attention  at 
the  hands  of  the  Government.  His  hon. 
Friend  asked  them  to  pronounce  in 
favour  of  autonomous  government  in 
Egypt,  a  oountxy  which,  until  now,  had 
possessed  very  little  autonomous  go- 
vernment. He  did  not  think  there 
were  any  ^rounds  shown  which  ought 
to  induce  the  House  to  adopt  so  sweep- 
ing a  Motion,  or  to  retrace  the  steps 
which  had  been  taken  in  the  esta- 
blishment of  the  international  tri- 
bunals, which  formed  one  of  the  best 
institutions  in  the  Eastern  world.  He 
must,  therefore,  meet  it  with  a  nega- 
tive. 

Mb.  O'DONNELL,  in  supporting  the 
Amendment  of  the  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Member  for  Kirkcaldy  (Sir  George 
Campbell),  said,  that  the  discussion 
seemed  to  have  travelled  wide  of  its 
terms.  He  did  not  understand  that  the 
hon.  Member  for  Kirkcaldy  denied  the 
advantages  of  the  international  tri- 
bunals, but  that  he  drew  attention  to  the 
fact  that  it  was  inexpedient  to  make  a 
new  expiry  engagement  by  which  foreign 
Governments  might  have  the  claim  to 
insist  upon  enforcement  of  all  private 
debts  against  Natives  of  Egypt  and  the 
transfer  of  lands.  He  could  not  agree 
with  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Mem- 
ber for  Bipon  (Mr.  Goschen),  that  the 
loans  and  capital  were  identical.  It  de- 
pended on  the  application  of  the  loan 
whether  it  became  capital  or  not.  The 
essence  of  the  objection  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  Earkcaidy  was  that  a  large 
portion  of  the  loans  would  not  prove  re- 
productive, and  that  a  crisis  would  sooner 
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or  later  arrive  similar  to  that  which 
occurred  in  the  Dercan,  and  that,  there- 
fore, there  ought  to  be  means  established 
of  effecting  a  compromise  between  the 
money-lenders  and  the  fellaheen,  so  as 
to  prevent  the  occurrence  of  like  evils. 
Usurious  speculators  were  now  finding 
in  Egypt  an  opportunity  of  placing  loans 
to  an  immense  amount  amongst  a  primi- 
tive population,  and  on  terms  that  would 
be  found  not  less  crushing,  considering 
the  wide  extent  of  the  borrowing,  than 
that  which  had  been  before  experienced. 
Farm  after  farm  would  be  sure  to  come 
into  the  hands  of  European  creditors, 
and  unless  an   equitable  arrangement 
was  made  a  revolt  would  be  the  conse- 
quence.    He  admitted  that  the  inter- 
national tribunals  were  a  great  improve- 
ment upon  the  existing  system,  and  that 
they  gave  judgments  that  were  techni- 
cally just;    but  there  was  a  point   in 
Egypt,  as  in  Ireland,  where  it  might  be 
necessary  to  interfere  with  contracts  in 
connection  with  the  tribunals.     As  re- 
garded the  European  Control,  the  Na- 
tional party  at  present  in  Egypt  did  not 
declare  that  such  Control  was  useless. 
It  recognized  that  within  a  large  sphere 
it  was  most  useful.     But  that  party  ob- 
jected to  the  exaggerated  salaries  paid 
to  Europeans,  and  to  the  endless  multi- 
plication of  those  officials.     The  Under 
Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign  Affairs 
had  said  that  there  had  been  no  com- 
plaint by  the  Egyptian  people  or  Govern- 
ment.    But  it  was  only  during  the  last 
few  months  that  the  people  had  any 
voice  in  the  matter,  and  the  Egyptian 
Government  had  been  entirely  in  the 
hands    of   the  international   tribunals. 
Those   who  were  conversant  with  the 
matter  could  testify  to  the    hate  and 
detestation    that    was    universally  felt 
throughout    the     Egyptian    population 
against  tlie  swarm  of  highly-paid  Euro- 
pean officials.     He  hoped  that  improve- 
ments would  be  made  in  the  constitution 
of  the  international  tribunals,  and  that 
Bome  provision  would  be  made  for  equi- 
table as  well  as  strictly  legal  provisions, 
for  really  what  was  wanted  was  a  Court 
of ^  Eouity  in  dealing  with  the  question 
raised  by  the  hon.  Member  for  Kirkcaldy. 
]?he  hon.  Member  had  complained  that 
the  Egyptian  National  Government  was 
oomposedof  mere  fellaheen — bastinadoed 
fellaheen;    but  it  was  a  very  illogical 
oonflliuion  to  oome  to,  that  because  mese 
men  had  sufifored  from  oppression  they 
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would  do  nothing  to  lessen  the  oppres- 
sion of  others. 

Sib  GEORGE  ELLIOT  said,  that  he 
had  only  recently  returned  from  a  visit 
to  Egypt ;  in  fact,  during  the  last  15 
years  he  had  annually  visited  that  coun- 
try. In  that  period  he  had  travelled  the 
whole  length  and  breadth  of  the  land. 
During  the  last  six  or  seven  years  the 
improvement  in  the  condition  of   the 

Seople  had  become  most  apparent,  in- 
eed  so  striking  that  no  one  could  have 
possibly  failed  to  notice  it.    With  respect 
to  that  improvement,  he  believed  that 
nothing  had  exercised  a  more  beneficial 
influence  than    the    international    tri- 
bunals which  formed  the  subject  of  the 
hon.  Member's  (Sir  George  Campbell's) 
Motion.     They  had  worked  admirably, 
and  the  rich  pasha  was  treated  with  no 
more  favour  tnan  the  poorest  fellah.   He 
hoped    their    influence    would    extend 
throughout  the  whole  country ;  but  he 
agreed  with  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Member  for  Eipon  (Mr.  Goschen), 
that  there  was  great  need  of  caution  and 
for  a  conciliatory  spirit  towards  those 
with  whom  we  did  not  altogether  agpree. 
He  hoped  nothing  would  induce  Her 
Majestv's  Government  to  relax  the  posi- 
tion which  they  had  taken  in  Egypt, 
because  our  influence  had  been  of  the 
greatest    benefit    to    the  people.      He 
thought  the  less  said  about  the  National 
party  and  Arabi  Bey  the  better,  and  he 
hoped  that  no  language  would  be  used 
in  that  House  which  would  give  offence 
to  any  body  of  people  in  Egypt.     With 
regard  to  the  Control,  it  might  be  ad- 
mitted that  a  large  number  of  Europeans 
were  employed,  and  that  the  salaries 
were  high ;  but  he  did  not  believe  that 
the  Control  cost  the  country  more  than 
£50,000  or  £60,000  a-year.   He  thought 
that  the  evil  was  of  no  g^eat  magnitude, 
and  would  remedy  itself.     There  was  a 
growing  opinion  in  favour  of  the  greater 
employment  of  Native  Egyptians,  who 
were  very  steady  and  trustworthy ;  and 
wherever  a  Native  could  be  substituted 
for  a    European    in    the    service  that 
had  been  done.     He  hoped  there  would 
be  as  little  interference  as  possible  with 
the  Control,  which  had  worked  well  with 
the  country. 

Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Main  Question,  ''That  Mr.  Speaker 
do  now  leave  the  Chair,"  again  pro- 
posed. 
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OoLoiBTBL  BABNE  rose  to  call  atten- 
tion  to  the  drees  of  the  Army,  and  said, 
thaly  had  the  Forms  of  the  Mouse  per- 
mitted, he  should  have  been  glad  to 
hare  mored  the  following  Besolution : — 

"That  the  prosont  oonipicaous  ooloiir  and 
tWlit-flttizig  Tjinm  of  the  Army  interferes  with 
me  efllcieney  of  the  eoldier  and  caueee  the  un- 
aeeeeiaTy  lose  of  many  yalnable  liTee." 

He  had  brought  forward  the  subject  last 
year,  when  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Becretarj  of  State  for  War  admitted 
that  a  ohanffe  ought  to  be  made  in  this 
respect^  and  suggested  that  he  should 
bring  the  matter  on  when  the  Estimates 
for  Soldiers'  Glothing  were  discussed. 
He  reeretted  that  he  had  not  done  so ; 
but  when  the  time  came  two-thirds  of 
the  House  were  absent,  and  he  deferred 
bringing  the  subject  forward,  in  the  hope 
that  it  would  receive^a  more  satisfactory 
discussion  than  it  could  have  obtained 
last  Tear.  Nothing  had  yet  been  done 
in  the  matter,  and  he  diould  like  to 
hnow  whether  the  right  hon.  GhenUeman 
really  intended  carrying  out  what  he 
had  said  ?  He  did  not  complain  of  want 
of  alteration  in  the  uniform  of  the  Army, 
because  those  changes  had  been  fre- 
quent, and  he  knew  that  some  of  the 
small  alterations  which  had  been  made 
had  been  of  a  vexatious  character,  and 
had  been  the  cause  of  great  expense  to 
officers.  Last  year  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman ordered  the  stars  to  be  removed 
from  the  collars  of  the  officers  to  their 
shoulder  straps,  and  this  slight  change, 
which  did  no  good  whatever,  cost  each 
officer  in  the  Guards  about  £20.  The 
other  day  he  was  talking  to  an  old 
Hilitia  officer,  who  told  him  that  since 
the  year  1852  his  headdress  had  been 
changed  no  fewer  than  eight  times.  His 
(Oolonel  Bame's)  complaint  was  that 
the  alterations  were  made  in  an  en- 
tirely wrong  direction.  First,  with  re- 
&;ard  to  the  colours  worn,  it  had  been 
found  by  the  Emperor  Napoleon  that 
the  most  conspicuous  were  white,  black, 
eamboffe,  and  then  scarlet;  thus,  the 
oress  of  our  Army  was  composed  of  the 
most  conspicuous  colours  that  could  be 
found,  l^e  Bifles,  for  instance,  who 
ought  to  be  the  least  visible,  were 
clothed  in  black,  which  was  the  second 
most  oonspiouous  colour.  Moden  war- 
&M  omsiited  largely  of  battles  between 


two  lines  of  skirmishers,  each  armed 
with  weanons  of  preoision,  so  that  the 
loss  of  life  was  necessarily  oonspiouous 
amongst  the  more  conspicuous  body. 
This  was  proved  bj  the  experience  of 
our  men  in  the  conflict  with  the  Boers 
in  South  Africa,  and  more  reoendj  by 
the  testimony  of  the  Austrians  in  Herxe- 
govina.  Our  losses  in  the  Transvaal 
War  were,  generally  speaking,  due  to 
the  superior  marksmanship  of  the  Boers, 
and  their  ability  to  pick  out  our  men, 
whereas  the  English  soldiers  complained 
that  they  could  see  nothing  of  the  enemy 
except  uieir  heads.  It  was  found  that 
the  grey  dress  of  the  Bifles  was  far 
less  conspicuous.  That  colour  was  also 
advocated  by  Military  and  Volunteer 
officers  who  had  tested  the  point.  He 
also  advocated  a  change  of  colour  on 
the  ground  of  economy,  for  the  scarlet 
dye  took  the  oil  out  of  the  wool  and  im- 
paired its  durability.  He  objected  to 
the  tight-fitting  tunic,  because  it  did  not 
allow  the  lungs  to  expand  iti  &  natural 
way  when  a  man  began  to  ascend  a  hill, 
or  to  do  any  kind  of  hard  work.  The 
regulation  trouser  was  also  objeotion- 
alue,  because  it  gave  an  immense  drag 
at  the  knee,  especially  if  it  got  wet 
throuffh.  He  should  like  to  see  the 
British  troops  dressed  in  a  Norfolk 
jacket,  breeches  loose  at  the  knee,  and 
gaiters,  with  a  light  helmet,  which  would 
not  impede  the  men  in  their  work.  He 
could  not  move  the  Besolution  of  which 
he  had  given  Notice ;  but  he  had  ven- 
tured to  bring  the  subject  under  the 
notice  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  in 
the  hope  that  he  would  consider  it,  and 
make  a  move,  if  possible,  in  the  direc- 
tion indicated. 

Lord  ELCHO  said,  he  entirely  agreed 
with  the  hon.  and  gallant  Member  who 
had  just  sat  down  (Colonel  Barne),  that 
an  unnecessary  expenditure  had  been 
thrown  upon  officers  by  the  alteration  in 
the  collar  and  shoulder  straps,  also  that 
soldiers  should  wear  a  dress  thoroughly 
adapted  to  the  work  they  had  to  do, 
and  did  not  think  he  could  add  any- 
thing to  what  he  had  said.  As  to 
the  question  of  expense  entailed  by 
the  changes  in  the  uniform,  such  as 
altering  the  mark  of  rank  from  the 
collar  to  a  shoulder  strap,  he  believed 
the  cost  to  an  officer  involved  by  the  re- 
newal of  uniform  in  accordance  with  the 
changes  was  about  £20,  which  he  \?as 
bound  to  say  was  a  "very  xmi^^^^^^x^ 
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expenditure.  As  regarded  the  question 
of  convenience  and  comfort  in  the 
matter  of  uniform,  he  wcis  an  advocate 
of  easy  clothing,  as  the  movements  of  a 
soldier  should  not  be  constrained  by  his 
uniform.  The  clothing  of  the  hard- 
working navvies  was  loose,  and  they 
wore  a  strap  under  the  knee  to  prevent 
the  draggingof  the  trousers.  He  believed 
it  was  a  fact  that  if  two  men,  equal  in 
all  other  respects,  were  set  to  walk,  one 
dressed  in  knickerbockers  or  a  kilt,  and 
the  other  in  the  present  uniform  of  a 
soldier,  in  course  of  the  day  the  former 
would  very  considerably  outwalk  the 
other ;  and,  besides,  trousers  were  not  so 
fitted  for  work  as  other  descriptions  of 
clothing.  The  Secretary  of  State  for 
War  was  the  person  really  responsible 
for  the  efficiency  of  the  uniform ;  and  he 
wondered  how  his  right  hon.  Friend 
the  present  Secretary  of  State  for  War, 
who  was  a  most  kind  and  indulgent 
man,  and  about  as  sensible  a  one  as  he 
(Lord  Elcho)  was  acquainted  with,  when 
he  went  down  every  day  to  his  office 
could  bear  to  see  the  sentries  with 
trousers  so  tight  at  the  knees  and  baggy 
below,  that  it  seemed  impossible  for 
them  to  go  up  and  down  hill  without 
splitting  them.  The  trousers  were,  in 
fact,  the  very  reverse  of  what  they 
ought  to  be.  It  was  the  custom  to 
ridicule  the  "peg-tops"  worn  by  the 
French  troops ;  but  they  were  much  more 
sensible  than  the  trousers  of  the  Eng- 
lish soldier.  Then,  in  the  Cavalry,  the 
clothes  were  so  tight  that  the  men  could 
hardly  mount,  and  only  did  so  at  im- 
minent risk  of  splitting  their  trousers. 
He  hoped  his  right  hon.  Friend  would 
give  his  attention  to  these  matters, 
which  were  by  no  means  trivial,  but 
essential  to  the  welfare  and  efficiency  of 
the  Army,  and  would  see  especially  that 
good  and  efficient  leggings  were  sup- 
plied. He  would  now  turn  to  the  ques- 
tion of  colour.  As  regards  the  colour, 
the  War  Office  Volunteer  Committee  had 
reported  in  favour  of  the  Volunteers 
being  clothed  in  red.  He  had  on  his 
right  his  hon.  and  gallant  Friend  the 
Member  for  Berkshire  (Sir  Robert  Loyd 
Lindsay),  who  was  a  Member  of  that 
Committee.  He  was  a  great  advocate 
of  scarlet,  and,  having  won  his  Victoria 
Gross  in  red,  naturally  thought  there 
was  no  colour  like  scarlet  for  the  British 
■dldier.  But  he  (Lord  Eloho}  did  not 
Aim  in  that  partialilgr,  and  ne  tbere- 
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fore  obtained  permission  for  the  regi- 
ment he  commanded  to  retain  their  old 
grey  uniform;  and  he  hoped  that,  instead 
of  the  whole  Force  being  put  into  red, 
they  would  be  turned  into  grey.  When 
the  Army  went  to  India,  the  soldiers 
were  dressed  in  a  uniform  khaki  or  dust- 
colour,  and  in  the  Ashantee  campaign 
the  dress  of  the  London  Scottish  was 
adopted.  At  the  time  of  the  Edinburgh 
Volunteer  Review,  he  met  Sir  Frederick 
Roberts,  after  he  had  been  round  looking 
at  the  troops  as  they  were  drawn  up, 
and  that  officer  said — 

*'  I  only  wish  an  order  would  come  out  that 
within  five  years  every  Volunteer  should  be 
clothed  in  grey  instead  of  red.  1  am  so  struck 
with  grey  as  being  a  very  much  better  colour 
than  red." 

He  (Lord  Elcho)  had  great  hopes  that,  in- 
stead qf  all  the  Volunteers  becoming  red, 
there  was  some  chance  from  something  he 
had  heard — and  perhaps  his  right  hon. 
Friend  would  tell  the  House  if  he  was 
right — that  the  working  dress  of  the 
Army  would  be  made  grey.  He  was 
told  that  experiments  were  being  made 
at  the  present  with  a  view  of  testing 
what  really  was  the  effect  of  colour  at 
distances  in  Woolwich  marshes  and  else- 
where. With  the  small  Army  we  were 
able  to  put  into  the  field  these  were 
matters  of  the  greatest  importance,  for 
it  simply  meant  whether  in  action  a 
greater  or  less  proportion  of  our  men 
were  to  be  hit  or  not.  Recently,  wish- 
ing to  try  some  experiments  with  a  range 
finder,  and  sighting  a  Martini-Henry 
rifie,  he  had  a  target  erected  at  2,000 
yards  distance.  Had  that  target  been 
grey,  he  would  not  have  seen  it  at  the 
distance ;  but  he  covered  it  with  red 
Turkey  twill,  and  saw  it  flaming  at  the 
other  end  like  a  danger  signal  on  a  rail- 
way. To  give  them  an  idea  of  the  accu- 
racy of  the  weapon,  every  shot  from 
that  distance  would  have  gone  into  a 
space  not  larger  than  the  Palace  Yard, 
or  into  a  regiment  in  column.  Whether 
they  could  see  men  or  not  at  that 
distance,  would  depend  on  the  colour  of 
their  dress ;  and  with  the  view  of  effect- 
ing a  saving  of  life,  as  well  as  on  the 
score  of  convenience  and  comfort,  the 
question  of  uniform  was  one  which 
should  be  thoroughly  gone  into. 

Mr.  CHILDERS  said,  he  was  sure  no 
Member  of  the  House  would  complain 
of  the  character  of  the  remarks  which  the 
hon.  and  gallant  Gentleman   (Oolonel 
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Bame)  and  his  noble  Friend  (LordElcho) 
had  made.  He  must,  however,  take  ex- 
ception to  one  of  the  remarks  of  the  hon. 
and  gallant  Member  about  small  altera- 
tions of  uniform,  and  especially  about  the 
change  made  above  a  year  ago  in  the 
marks  on  the  collar  and  shoulder  strap  de- 
noting rank.  For  these  he  (Mr.  Childers) 
was  notresponsible;  but  he  had  clearly  in- 
formed the  House  last  year  that  hence- 
forward the  Secretary  of  State  would  be 
responsible  for  changes  in  uniform,  and 
to  this  declaration  he  adhered.  As  to  the 
particular  object  of  the  hon.  and  gallant 
Gentleman,  he  quite  agreed  in  his  general 
position  that,  putting  colour  aside,  the 
fighting  uniform  of  a  soldier  should  be  as 
appropriate  for  fighting  as  the  shooting 
dress  of  a  sportsman  or  gamekeeper  was 
for  the  pursuit  of  game.  In  one  respect  the 
authorities  were  hardly  responsible  for 
undue  tightness  of  dress,  which  they  did 
not  encourage,  and  which  was  the  result 
often  of  commanding  officers  wanting 
their  men  to  look  smarter,  and  tighten- 
ins;  their  tunics.  On  the  question  of 
colour,  he  proposed  to  offer  some  explana- 
tion, when  they  were  in  Committee,  as 
part  of  his  general  statement.  He  would 
only  say  now,  that  there  was  more  to  con- 
sider than  the  mere  question  of  greater 
or  less  visibility,  important  as  that  was 
as  a  factor  in  the  case. 

PROTECTION  OF  PERSON  AND  PRO- 
PERTY (IRELAND)  ACT,  1881— TREAT- 
MENT OF  PRISONERS  UNDER  THE 
ACT.— OBSERVATIONS. 

Mr.  REDMOND,  who  had  the  follow- 
ing Resolution  on  the  Paper  : — 

"  That  this  House  regrets  the  action  of  the 
Irish  Executive  in  enforcing  a  rule  wherehy  the 
suspects  detained  in  various  prisons  in  Ireland 
under  the  Coercion  Act  are  locked  in  solitary 
confinement  within  their  cells  for  eighteen  out 
of  every  twenty-four  hours,  and  is  of  opinion 
that  such  a  rule  constitutes  a  violation  of  the 
pledges  of  Ministers  last  Session,  that  no  hard- 
ship which  was  not  necessary  for  their  safe 
custody  would  he  entailed  upon  the  suspects," 

rose  to  address  the  House 

Mb.   WARTON  rose   to   Order.     A 

Motion   of  his  had  precedence  on  the 

Paper. 
Mb.  speaker  said,    that  the  hon. 

and  learned  Member  for  Bridport  could 

not  now  proceed  with  his  Motion  as  he 

had  not  risen  in  time. 

Mb.   WARTON    said,    he   stood  up 

when  the  last  subject  before  the  House 

was  disposed  of. 


Mb.  speaker  said,  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  New  Ross  (Mr.  Redmond)  was  the 
only  Member  that  rose  when  he  put  the 
Motion  **  That  the  Speaker  do  now  leave 
the  Chair."  He  was,  therefore,  entitled 
to  proceed. 

Notice  taken,  that  40  Members  were 
not  present;  House  counted,  and  40 
Members  being  found  present, 

Mb.  REDMOND  said,  he  regretted 
that  the  Forms  of  the  House  did  not 
permit  him  to  move  the  Resolution  which 
he  had  upon  the  Paper.  In  calling  at- 
tention to  the  subject  to  which  that  Reso- 
lution had  reference,  he  did  not  propose 
to  discuss  the  policy  or  impolicy  of  the 
Coercion  Act,  out  the  manner  in  which 
it  had  been  carried  out,  and  the  undue 
hardships  inflicted  on  men  arrested  under 
its  provisions.  The  object  of  the  Coer- 
cion Act,  as  stated  by  the  Chief  Secre- 
tary for  Ireland,  was  to  reach  men  en- 
gaged in  the  perpetration  of  outrage; 
but  he  did  not  think  any  defender  of 
the  Government  would  contend  that 
that  was  the  object  the  Chief  Secretary 
for  Ireland  had  in  view  in  the  recent 
administration  of  the  Act.  Under  the 
Coercion  Act  hundreds  of  men,  without 
any  form  of  trial  whatever,  had  been 
imprisoned,  and  had  actually  undergone 
longer  imprisonment  than  they  would 
have  been  sentenced  to  if  they  had  been 
tried  and  found  guilty.  He  was  sure 
that  all  the  Members  of  the  House 
would  agree  with  him  that  in  admi- 
nistering such  an  Act  great  care  should 
be  taken«not  to  inflict  unnecessary  hard- 
ships. There  were  many  causes  of  com- 
plaint of  the  present  treatment  of  pri- 
soners in  Ireland.  But  he  proposed  to 
call  the  attention  of  the  House  and  the 
Government  to  one  cause  only,  and  that 
was  that  out  of  every  24  hours  the  men 
who  had  been  arrested  under  the  Coer- 
cion Act  were  locked  in  solitary  confine- 
ment, were  in  their  cells,  18  hours.  Last 
Session  Ministers  frequently  stated  that 
the  object  of  the  Coercion  Act  was  not 
to  punish  men,  and  that  it  would  be 
used  solely  for  the  purposes  of  preven- 
tion. K  that  was  the  spirit  in  which 
this  Act  was  to  be  administered,  then  it 
was  the  duty  of  the  Government  to  take 
care  that  no  undue  hardship  should  be 
inflicted  on  the  men  in  prison.  The 
Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland  on  many 
occasions  last  Session,  when  the  Bill 
was    iu   Comiuittee,   assured   Membeca 
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that  no  hardship  would  be  inflicted 
which  was  not  absolutely  essential  to 
safe  custody.  He  (Mr.  Bedmond)  ven- 
tured to  appeal  to  the  House,  whether 
it  was  necessary  for  the  safe  custody 
of  the  **  suspects  "  that  they  should  be 
locked  in  solitary  confinement  in  their 
cells  )  8  out  of  every  24  hours  ?  He  con- 
tended that  the  present  regpilations  in 
this  case  should  be  so  modified  that, 
without  the  slightest  danger  to  the  safe 
custody  of  the  prisoners,  very  much  of 
the  hardships  which  they  at  present 
BufiPered  might  be  mitigated  or  done 
away  with  altogether.  In  considering 
the  efiPect  upon  men  of  1 8  hours'  solitary 
confinement  out  of  every  24,  we  must 
remember  first  the  character  of  the  men 
imprisoned,  and  next  the  sort  of  cells  in 
which  they  were  imprisoned.  He  was 
convinced  that  there  were  many  men, 
even  in  England,  who  would  be  horrified 
to  hear  that  for  18  hours  out  of  every  24 
the  "  suspects"  were  locked  up  in  solitary 
confinement  in  cells,  without  either  fire- 
place or  windows,  havine  only  wretched 
nttle  gratings  the  size  of  a  man's  hand. 
They  had  none  of  the  cheerfulness  or 
comfort  which  might  be  given  to  them 
by  the  presence  and  companionship  of  a 
fire  ;  and  as  early  as  half -past  5  in  the 
evening  the  "  suspects  "  were  locked  up 
within  these  cells,  where  they  were  se- 
cured until  a  late  hour  the  followingmom- 
ing.  What  must  be  the  feelings  of  these 
men  when  they  were  locked  up  for  the 
night  on  a  spring  day,  when  the  days 
were  lengthening?  No  words  could 
exaggerate  the  hardship  of  such  a 
punisnment ;  and  all  he  asked  was  tliat 
the  prison  regulations  might  be  so  modi- 
fied that  the  prisoners  might  be  allowed 
an  extra  hour  or  two  of  association  with 
one  another  after  half-past  5  in  the 
evening.  Surely  this  might  be  done 
without  in  any  way  endangering  the 
safe  custody  of  the  **  suspects,"  or  caus- 
ing any  inconvenience  or  trouble  to  the 
prison  officials  or  the  Government.  This 
was  his  only  request,  and  he  was  con- 
vinced that  if  it  went  forth  to  Ireland  to- 
morrow that  it  had  been  scouted  by  the 
Oovemment  and  refused,  if  it  were  pos- 
sible to  do  BO,  that  fact  would  further 
embitter  the  feelings  of  the  Irish  people 
a^aiuBt  the  coercive  government  of  me 
nght  hon.  GFentleman,  and  prove  to  them 
tiiat  thb  Ohief  Seeretaiy^B  words  last 
Bteibii  were  spoken  in  vain  and  in  in- 
•tnoOTtty,  whtn  he  aMured  the  Hooae 


that  his  object  was  not  to  inflict  punish- 
ment upon  the  "  suspects,"  but  simply 
to  prevent  the  perpetration  of  outrages. 
He  challenged  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
to  show  how  he  could  consistently  refuse 
this  moderate  demand.  It  would  be  no 
consolation  to  him  to  be  told  that  the 
"suspects"  were  treated  like  untried 
prisoners,  for  while  untried  prisoners 
could  onlv  be  kept  waiting  trial  for  a 
limited  time,  those  who  were  incar- 
cerated in  Kilmainham  were  in  the 
clutches  of  the  Government,  and  might 
be  kept  in  durance  vile  for  an  indefinite 
period.  He  might,  in  passing,  allude  to 
the  manner  in  which  men  usually  con- 
victed of  crimes  in  this  country  were 
treated.  Mr.  Valentine  Baker  was  con- 
victed of  a  crime,  and  was  sentenced  to 
a  term  of  imprisonment  to  prevent  his 
doing  harm  in  the  future ;  but  as  punish- 
ment for  the  heinous  character  of  the 
offence  which  he  committed  was  he 
treated  as  the  **  suspects  "  were  to-day  ? 
He  understood  that  Mr.  Baker  had  his 
suite  of  rooms,  and  a  constant  flow  of 
visitors  from  morning  till  night  to  pass 
away  the  tedious  hours  of  imprisonment. 
He  had  every  luxury  that  could  be  given 
him.  Yet  these  men  in  Ireland,  uncon- 
victed and  unaccused  of  any  crime,  and 
who  rnjoyed  the  confidence  of  the  Irish 
people,  were  treated  infinitely  more 
harshly  than  those  who  had  been  con- 
victed of  heinous  crimes.  Did  the  Chief 
Secretary  believe  that  it  was  necessary 
to  confine  them  in  their  cells  for  18  out 
of  24  hours?  Such  a  regulation  was 
not  necessary  for  their  safe  custody,  and 
would  not  be  tolerated  by  a  Government 
possessing  the  ordinary  feelings  of  hu- 
manity. The  refi^lations  of  the  Act  of 
1877  for  untried  prisoners  had  been 
modified  by  the  Lord  Lieutenant  in 
favour  of  the  **  suspects,"  who  were 
allowed  to  associate  for  six  hours  in  the 
day.  He  asked  for  an  extension  of  this 
time  for  association,  wishing  that  the 
prisoners  might  be  given  one  or  two 
additional  hours  for  the  same  purpose 
after  the  evening  meal  and  before  bed- 
time. Many  of  those  imprisoned  under 
the  Protection  of  Person  and  Property 
Act  were  not  literate  men,  and  in  their 
case  the  long,  solitary  evening  could  not 
fail  to  be  very  wearisome.  He  did  not 
ask  the  Government  to  assent  to  his  re- 
quest as  a  favour.  He  proffered  his 
demand  as  a  right,  being  of  opinion 
that,  in  enforcing  the  regulations  under 
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whioh  the  "saspects ''  were  now  suffer- 
ing, the  Oovemment  were  breaking  the 
pledges  which  they  made  last  year. 

Mb.  W.  E.  FORSTER  :  Sir,  I  have 
only  two  remarks  to  make  to  the  hon. 
Member  for  New  Eoss.     In  the  first 
place,  I  cannot  admit  that  any  of  the 
"  flospects,"  excepting  those  imprisoned 
for  treasonable  practices,  have  been  ar- 
rested without  being,  in  my  opinion,  at 
least  connected  with  outrages — that  is, 
if  intimidation  be  outrage,  as  I  think 
it  is.     [Mr.  Eedmonb  :  Father  Sheehy.] 
Well,  I  consider  Father  Sheehy  was  con- 
nected with  outrage,  and  I  think  that 
the  man  who  instigates  to  outrage  is 
very  often  quite  as  guilty,  and  sometimes 
more  guilty,  than  the  man  who  perpe- 
trates it.     When  the  hon.  Member  says 
that  many  of  them  are  imprisoned  much 
longer  than  they  would  have  been  under 
the  Common  Law,  I  will  repeat  what  I 
have  said  before  this  Session,  that  they 
mieht  have  been  prosecuted  under  the 
Wniteboy  Act.     I  suppose  no  one  at  the 
present  time  would  think  of  resorting  to 
some  of  the  punishments  of  the  Wlute- 
boy  Act,  such  as  flogging ;  but  they  cer- 
tainly would  resort  to  imprisoning,  which, 
under  the  Wliiteboy  Act,  is  very  long. 
It  amounts  to  penal  servitude ;  and  there- 
fore the  statement  of  the  hon.  Member 
that  they  are  imprisoned  for  a  longer 
time  than  they  could  have  been  under 
the  Common  Law  is  not  a  correct  one. 
Now,  with  regard  to  this  rule,  the  hon. 
Member  says  we  have  broken  the  pledges 
which  we  gave  last  Session.     I  think  it 
is  impossible  that  the  hon.  Member  can 
recollect  what  happened  last  year  when 
he  makes  such  a  statement.     It  is  not  as 
if  this  rule  had  not  been  thoroughly  de- 
bated.    There  were  debates  for  hours, 
almost  for  days,  on  the  length  of  time 
which  prisoners  should  be  allowed  exer- 
cise.    The  hon.   Member   says  we   are 
taking  the  punishment  for  untried  pri- 
soners.    That  was  the  basis  of  the  rule ; 
but  it  was  objected  that  the  rule  for  un- 
tried  prisoners   would   give   22   hours' 
confinement  out  of  the  24 — a  very  strong 
objection.     Well,  I  felt  the  force  of  that 
objection,    and    stated    that   we   would 
modify  the  rules  and  put  them  on  the 
Table  of  the  House.   Hon.  Member  after 
hon.  Member  went  on  to  the  supposition 
that  there  was  only  to  be   two  hours' 
exercise.     The  rules  were  put  on  the 
Table  of  the  House,  and  thev  contained 
what  has  been  the  case  in   tho  West- 


meath  Act,  which  has  worked,  I  sup- 
pose, as  well  as  any  prison  rules  can 
work  —  namely,    six  hours.      I  had  a 
question  asked  me  by  the  noble  Lord  the 
Member  for  North  Northumberland  (Earl 
Percy),  who  thought  that  too  much  in- 
dulgence was  given.  At  the  time  I  stated 
there  would  be  1 8  hours  of  confinement 
out  of  the  24 ;  therefore,  when  the  hon. 
Member  speaks  of  breaking  pledges, 
nothing  can  be  more  contrary  to  the  fact. 
The  understanding  of  every  person  con- 
nected with  the  Act  was  that  the  rule 
would  allow  six  hours'  exercise  out  of 
the  24,  and  no  Member  objected  to  that. 
That  is  my  simple  answer.     I  may  re- 
mind the  hon.  Member  that  six  hours 
out  of  24  is  a  great  deal  longer  than 
is    given    to    untried    prisoners ;     and 
I  may  state  that  proper  arrangements 
have  to  be  made  for  the  due  manage- 
ment of  prisons,  and  for  the  safe  keep- 
ing of   the  prisoners,  as  well   as  for 
the  prevention  of  what,  I  am  sorry  to 
say,  we  do  find  to  be  the  case — namely, 
the  prisoners  making  use  of  their  liberty 
for  communication  outside,  and  for  carry- 
ing on  some  of  the  very  projects  for  the 
furtherance  of  which  they  were  impri- 
soned.    We  cannot  be  blind  to  that  tact 
while  it  exists.  The  hon.  Member  speaks 
of  the  advantage  that  would  be  enjoyed 
by  giving  the    '*  suspects "   time    after 
half-past  5.     I  can  only  say  that  I  will 
communicate  with  the  prison  authorities 
and  see  whether  these  hours  cannot  be 
spread  over  such  parts  of  the  day  as 
would  be   more   acceptable  to  the  pri- 
soners themselves,  though  I  may  state 
that  the  complaint  comes  simply  from 
the  hon.  Member,  and  that  I  have  heard 
of  no  complaint  from  the  prisoners  them- 
selves.    Therefore,  I  should,  first  of  all, 
wish  to  know  what  they  really  thought 
about  it  with  regard  to  variation  of  time 
before  I  could  make   a  regulation.     I 
am  afraid  that  is  all  I  can  say  on  the 
subject. 

Mr.  MOLLOY  said,  there  was  not  one 
word  uttered  by  the  Chief  Secretary  for 
Ireland  against  conceding  what  his  hon. 
Friend  had  asked  which  might  not  also 
have  been  employed  against  giving  the 
*' suspects'*  any  recreation  whatever.  It 
seemed  that  the  Prime  Minister,  and 
indeed  the  entire  Liberal  Government, 
felt  more  for  political  prisoners  under- 
going incarceration  in  foreign  countries 
than  they  did  for  the  600  of  Her  M^esty's 
subjects  who  in  a  portion  of  thA  tl\i\V^^ 
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Kingdom  had  been  thrust  into  prison  on 
suspicion.  If  it  were  necessary,  he  might 
quote  from  the  humane  writings  of  the 
Prime  Minister  with  regard  to  the  im- 
prisonments in  Naples.  But  what  good 
would  it  be  to  do  so,  since  the  Govern- 
ment had  disappeared  ?  He  considered 
it  was  almost  waste  of  time  to  appeal  to 
the  Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland ;  and  if 
any  proof  were  required  he  would  only 
point  to  the  short  and  **  pert"  answer 
lust  given  to  his  hon.  Friend.  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  having  replied  to  a 
question  which  so  much  concerned  his 
administration,  immediately  walked  out 
of  the  House,  leaving  the  Irish  Members 
to  discuss  the  subject  amongst  them- 
selves. He,  for  one,  was  not  prepared  to 
put  up  with  such  treatment  as  that.  He 
believed  that  the  imprisonment  of  these 
'*  suspects"  was  one  of  the  most  gigantic 
mistakes  the  Government  had  ever  made 
— nay,  it  was  worse  than  a  mistake,  it 
was  an  absolute  crime  against  the  peace 
of  Ireland.  He  wished  to  draw  the 
attention  of  his  countrjrmen  to  the  fact 
that  while  this  important  question  was 
being  debated  the  entire  Government 
had  walked  out  of  the  House.  He  could 
conceive  nothing  more  disgraceful  or  dis- 
creditable to  the  Irish  administration  of 
Her  Majesty's  Government— the  Minis- 
terial Benches  empty,  the  whole  of  the 
Liberal  Benches  deserted;  not  one  of 
those  Radical  Members  present  who  had 
made  such  splendid  promises  when  they 
wanted  to  catch  the  votes  of  the  Irish 
electors.  They  had  all  gone,  and  the 
question  then  before  the  House  was 
being  discussed  by  a  dozen  Irish  Mem- 
bers and  three  or  four  Conservatives. 
Under  these  circumstances,  he  would 
say  no  more ;  and  he  thought  the  most 
dignified  course  for  the  Irish  Members 
to  adopt  would  be  to  leave  the  subject 
where  it  then  stood,  and  to  let  the  coun- 
try see  how  far  the  Government  took 
charge  of  matters  they  professed  to  have 
in  hand,  and  the  treatment  the  Govern- 
ment was  prepared  to  offer  those  who 
simply  went  to  that  House  to  perform 
their  duty. 

Mb.  sexton  said,  he  was  sorry  to  be 
obliged  to  agree  with  his  hon.  Friend 
who  had  just  sat  down,  that  it  was  futile 
to  discuss  that  or  any  Irish  question  in 
that  House.  The  brief  and  curt  reply 
fdven  by  the  right  hon.  GenUeman  to 
ULB  moderate  speeob  of  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  New  Som  (Mr.  Bedmond),  was 

Mr.Molloy 


sufficient  proof  of  the  folly  of  Irish 
Members  making  objections  to  anything 
with  the  hope  of  receiving  consideration 
or  attention  from  the  Government.  The 
Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland  had  assured 
the  House  that  during  the  passage  of 
the  Coercion  Act  no  objection  was  made 
to  the  limitation  of  six  hours  for  asso- 
ciation and  exercise.  He  had  a  right  to 
reply  that  the  six  hours'  rule  had  not 
then  been  tested  by  experience.  He,  at 
least,  had  tested  it  in  his  own  person, 
and  the  relatives  of  others  were  testing 
it  now,  and  they  all  could  assure  tho 
House  that  the  six  hours'  rule  amounted 
to  nothing  short  of  positive  daily  tor- 
ture. It  had  been  contended  that  many 
of  the  "  suspects"  were  undergoing,  on 
suspicion,  longer  terms  of  imprisonment 
than  they  could  receive  at  Common  Law 
after  conviction.  The  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman, driven  behind  the  only  Statute 
which  a  Constitutional  Minister  could 
acknowledge,  was  forced  in  reply  to  fall 
back  upon  that  hateful  compendium  of 
tyrannical  practice  which  was  called  the 
Whiteboy  Act,  That  Act  provided  that 
persons  found  guilty  after  trial  before  a 
Judge  of  certain  grave  offences  might 
be  sentenced  to  be  flogged  three  times 
and  transported  beyond  the  seas  for 
seven  years.  The  mere  mention  of  this 
sentence  was  enough  to  prove  that  a 
Statute  which  provided  so  barbarous  a 
sentence  after  trial  and  conviction  ought 
not,  in  the  latter  part  of  the  19th  cen- 
tury, to  be  applied  to  untried  prisoners 
arrested  on  suspicion.  He  had  intended 
to  express  regret  that  the  Forms  of  the 
House  prevented  his  hon.  Friend  taking 
a  Division;  but  when  he  remembered 
the  observations  of  the  Chief  Secretary 
for  Ireland,  and  the  curt,  unsympathetic, 
and  inhuman  manner  in  which  he  had 
treated  his  hon.  Friend's  appeal,  and 
when  he  saw  the  Benches  which,  on 
a  common  Party  question  would  be 
crowded  to  repletion,  completely  empty 
to-night  because  it  was  only  a  question 
of  humanity  that  was  before  them,  he 
could  not  say  the  words  he  had  intended. 
He  could  not  regret  that  his  hon.  Friend 
was  not  permitted  to  take  the  sense  of 
the  House,  because  he  could  not  feel 
that  from  the  sense  of  the  House  there 
was  any  hope  for  Ireland  upon  this 
question.  The  11th  rule  of  the  regula- 
tions made  by  the  Lord  Lieutenant 
under  the  powers  conferred  upon  him  by 
the  Coercion  Act  was — 
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**  Frinooni  nay  be  in  Miooiatioii  during  owr- 
ciML  md  for  ainr  foither  period  not  exceeding 
■s  noani  eeoli  day.  sobfect  to  nioh  r^g^tione 
M  tbe  Glenflnd  PrisonB  Board,  with  the  ap- 
wovalof  the  Lord  lieutenant  may  from  time  to 
nBM  make*  * 

It  was  with  the  hope  that  the  Gtovem- 
ment' might  be  moved  to  modify  this 
rale  that  the  hon.  Member  fat  New 
Bom  gave  Notice  of  hie  Motion.  If 
thejr  wiehed  to  realise  the  daily  torture 
inmoted  on  600  untried  prisoners  under 
that  rale,  ih^  had  to  reflect  upon  tiie 
daseoe  of  persons  imprisoned.  He  sup- 
poaed  no  penon  would  saj  that  the  per- 
sona ofdled  ''suspects"  m  the  hateful 
jargon  of  the  QoTcrament  belonged  to 
the  ordinazy  criminal  classes.  Th^ 
weire  men  upon  whom  prolonged  im- 
prisonment wWd  produce  serious  effects 
as  regarded  both  health  and  intellect. 
Ihey  Delonged  either  to  a  dass  which 
eooldy  when  they  wished,  e^joy  fresh 
•ar  and  healthful  exercise,  or  they  were 
fiurmerB  who  lived  mostly  in  the  fields  at 
woriE.  To  those  men  confinement  for  18 
honm  in  small  and  narrow  cells — damp 
by  day  and  dismal  after  dark — was 
positiTe  torture.  Since  he  had  the 
honoar  of  being  a  prisoner  in  Eilmain- 
ham  he  had  receivea  many  letters  firom 
men  of  sensibility  and  refinement  still 
in  pzieon,  and  he  could  see  from  those 
let£Br8  that  the  writers  hesitated  to  con- 
fide even  to  him  the  sufferings  they  had 
to  endure.  One  person  said  that  the 
confinement  from  an  early  hour  in  the 
afternoon  till  an  advanced  hour  in  the 
succeeding  morning  amounted  to  this, 
that  many  men  were  obliged  for  the 
greater  part  of  that  interval  to  live  in  a 
poisonous  atmosphere.  He  supposed  he 
need  not  ffo  into  any  explanation.  This 
was  not  the  only  indignity.  They  were 
weighed  and  searched  like  common 
criminals,  and  restrictions  were  placed 
upon  visits  from  their  friends  which 
were  galling  to  any  man  of  natural 
affection.  His  personal  experience  might 
serve  to  throw  some  light  upon  the 
treatment  of  the  prisoners.  Though  he 
was  not  ia  a  condition  to  leave  his  bed 
his  cell  door  was  kept  locked  night  and 
day.  The  ordinary  cells  were  only  locked 
during  the  night.  His  personal  experi- 
ence would  ^ustrate  the  effect  of  the 
reg^ulation  upon  men  of  even  good  health. 
He  remembered  having  had  on  two  oc- 
casions either  to  cry  for  assistance  or  to 
leave  his  cell.  On  the  day  of  his  arrival 
Ht  Kilmainham  the  warders  told  him 


th^  would  plaoe  in  his  cdl  a  beU  or 
some  other  means  of  communicating 
with  the  prison  authorities.  But  during 
18  davs  a  bell  was  not  placed  there.  He 
was  thus  left  without  any  means  of  com- 
municating with  the  prison  staff,  and  on 
two  occasions  when  it  was  neoessaiy  for 
him  to  call  assistance  he  was  obHffed  to 
leave  his  bed  and  crawl  to  tbe  oefl  door 
and  knock  his  fin|;era  against  tiieiron 
until  he  attracted  the  attention  of  a 
warder.  He  had  to  remain  there  shiver^ 
ing  on  each  occasion  for  an  hour,  and 
one  time  almost  fainted.  When  he  had 
to  undergo  that  ordeal  a  second  time,  it 
occurred  to  him  that  the  Ohief  Secretary 
for  Ireland  —  the  Philanthropist  he 
wished  to  be  called — had  an  idea  in  his 
head  that  he  might  get  rid  of  him  (Mr. 
Sexton)  by  a  more  sununary  process  than 
by  a  chai^  of  high  treason.  He  was 
compelled  to  suffer  the  annoyance  of 
havinpf  another  peraon — ^his  nurse—con- 
fined m  his  cell  with  him.  The  prison 
officials  had  promised  to  procure  him 
a  separate  cell,  but  fbraot  to  keep  their 
promise,  and  he  (Mr.  Sexton)  was,  in 
consequence,  sutjjected  to  irritation  and 
sleeplessness.  He  was  not  aware  that 
the  man  had  been  ffuilty  of  any  other 
crime  except  that  of  having  nursed  him; 
but  he  was  allowed  only  one  hour's  exer- 
cise in  a  small  yard  filfed  with  a  poison- 
ous atmosphere.  The  remaining  28 
hours  he  was  locked  up  in  his  (Mr. 
Sexton's)  cell.  One  evening  the  nurse 
was  taken  ill,  and  he  (Mr.  Sexton)  was 
compelled  to  suffer  the  additional  dis- 
comfort that  fact  entailed.  The  door  of 
the  cell  was  locked,  and  as  no  communi- 
cation existed  the  poor  fellow  was  com- 
gelled  to  crawl  to  the  door,  as  he  (Mr. 
exton)  had  done,  and  to  knock  with 
his  fingers  against  the  iron  door  for  a 
time  that  certainly  seemed  interminable. 
At  length  a  warder  came,  and  the  man's 
request  to  be  allowed  out  was  x^lied  to 
with  unnecessary  insolence.  JBut  the 
keys  of  the  cell  were  not  procurable, 
and  he  then  learned  for  the  first  time 
that  all  the  keys  of  the  various  cells 
were  carried  off  to  the  Governor's 
house  at  5  o'clock  every  evening ;  and 
the  unfortunate  man  and  70  or  80 
others  had  to  exist  under  those  condi- 
tions until  9  o'clock  next  morning  with- 
out any  opportunity  of  leaving  their 
cells.  Such  conduct  was  barbarous.  He 
could  find  no  other  word  to  apply  to  it. 
That  was  the  treatment  he  had  received, 
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and  it  was  probable  that  the  prison 
officials  were  more  careful  not  to  exceed 
the  regulations  in  his  case  than  they 
were  with  other  prisoners.  Other  men 
had  not  the  opportunity  of  lifting  up 
their  voices  in  that  House,  and  tnere- 
fore  he  was  compelled  to  refer  to  his 
own  experiences,  though  he  exposed 
himself  to  risk  of  receiving  all  sorts  of 
anonymous  and  insulting  letters,  pre- 
sumably from  prison  officials,  for  so 
doing.  He  could  go  at  greater  length 
into  the  matter ;  but  he  would  only  ex- 
press a  hope  that  if  not  from  some  Mem- 
bers of  the  Government  Bench,  at  least 
from  some  Members  on  the  other  side  of 
the  House,  they  would  hear  something 
to  show  that  they  did  not  all  postpone 
the  claims  of  humanity  to  the  claims  of 
Liberalism,  or,  rather,  mock  Liberalism. 
He  hoped  they  would  hear  from  some- 
one condemnation  of  such  a  system  of 
cowardly  and  barbarous  outrage.  He 
asked  the  Government  to  put  an  end  to 
tyranny  and  barbarism,  which  was  con- 
trary to  their  assured  policy,  and  to  the 
explicit  letter  of  the  Chief  Secretary  for 
Ireland  last  summer.  The  Chief  Secre- 
tary for  Ireland  was  using  the  Act,  not 
for  the  purposes  of  repression,  but  of 
punishment.  Why  else  were  the  pri- 
soners— men  accustomed  all  their  life  to 
live  in  the  open  air — not  permitted  more 
freedom,  not  allowed  more  intercourse 
with  one  another  at  least  till  7  or  8 
o'clock,  instead  of  being  shut  up  at  half- 
past  6  ?  There  could  be  no  danger  in 
allowing  them  to  talk  with  one  another 
with  the  large  number  of  warders  pre- 
sent. They  had  been  told  that  any  in- 
quiry into  an  Act  of  Parliament  would 
be  injurious  to  the  prosperity  and  good 
government  of  Ireland ;  but  more  danger 
was  to  be  feared  ftrom  the  exercise  of 
this  arbitrary  power,  which  was  opposed 
to  the  instincts  of  civilization,  and  re- 
pugnant to  the  common  interests  of  hu- 
manity. 

Mr.  CAINE  said,  there  was  a  strong 
desire  on  the  part  of  many  of  the  sup- 
porters of  Her  Majesty's  Government  in 
that  House,  as  well  as  out  of  it,  that  every 
leniency  should  be  shown  to  the  "sus- 
pects "  now  in  prison  in  Ireland.  During 
the  passage  of  the  Coercion  Bill  he 
Yotea  for  every  Amendment  which  he 
thought  would  safely  ease  the  pressure 
wbicQ  was  beinff  put  on  the  "  suspects ;" 
and  he  sincerely  trusted  the  Govern- 
ment would  take  into  their  earliest  con- 
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sideration  whether  they  ooold  not  ame- 
liorate the  condition  of  the  misguided 
and  unfortunate  men — whom  they  felt 
themselves  bound  to  imprison — in  the 
direction  in  which  they  had  heard  so 
eloquently  described  that  night. 

Sir  JOHN  HAY  confessed  he  had 
heard  with  great  regret  the  account  g^ven 
by  the  hon.  Member  for  Sligo  of  his 
sufferings,  and  he  never  imagined  when 
he  voted  for  the  Coercion  Act  that  any 
such  results  would  have  occurred.  He 
understood  the  Government  to  say  that 
a  few  persons  would  be  imprisoned,  and 
that  every  case  would  be  properly  in- 
quired into.  He  certainly  did  not  ima- 
gine that  the  result  of  the  measure  would 
be  that  Ireland  would  go  from  bad  to 
worse,  that  4,000  outrages  would  be  com- 
mitted, and  600  men  who  had  not  com- 
mitted them  thrown  into  prison,  while 
the  4,000  men  who  were  guilty  of 
them  remained  at  large  undetected.  He 
did  not  think  the  hon.  Member  for 
Scarborough  (Mr.  Caine)  went  half  far 
enough  in  nis  remarks.  Had  he  been  a 
Liberal  of  the  old  type  he  would  have 
voted  for  a  searching  inquiry  into  the 
whole  question.  As  a  Scotch  Member, 
he  felt  bound  to  lift  his  voice  against  the 
injustice  that  was  taking  place  in  Ireland. 
On  another  occasion  he  would  express 
his  conviction  that  another  mode  of 
policy  was  the  only  one  by  which  Ireland 
could  be  made  a  country  habitable  by 
civilized  men  ;  but  meanwhile  he  main- 
tained that  Irish  Members  had  just  cause 
for  complaint  that  a  certain  number  of 
men  were  in  prison  on  suspicion,  while 
the  men  who  had  committed  the  4,000 
outrages  were  still  at  lar^e.  Men  were 
being  called  out  of  their  beds  to  be  shot 
at  and  maimed  for  fulfilling  their  just 
obligations,  while  the  Government  were 
helpless  to  put  an  end  to  such  things. 
The  Government  made  no  sort  of  sug- 
gestion that  the  persons  who  were  m 
prison  were  the  same  ones  who  com- 
mitted the  outrages,  and  yet  they  went 
on  issuing  lettree  de  cachet  for  their  Irish 
bastiles. 

Mr.  JUSTIN  MCCARTHY  thanked 
the  right  hon.  Baronet  who  had  just  sat 
down  for  his  warm-hearted  support. 
He  did  not  regret  the  absence  of  the 
Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland,  nor  did 
he  desire  to  appeal  to  the  sympathy 
of  the  House,  but  rather  to  that 
of  the  people  outside.  He  would  ask 
those    who    had    heard   the    speeches 
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made  by  his  two  bon.  Friends^  wbetber 
ihey  would  not  come  to  tbe  conclusion 
tbat  tbe  Ooyemment  were  using  tbeir 
powers  in  a  manner  wbicb  was  not  cal- 
culated to  keep  order,  but  merely  in- 
tended to  punisb  individual  men  ?  Tbe 
statement  made  by  tbe  bon.  Member  for 
Sligo  (Mr.  Sexton)  was  as  impressive 
as  it  was  simple  and  straigbtforward. 
Liberals  must  tbink  tbey  lived  in 
strange  times  wben  punisbment  of  tbat 
kind  could  be  inflicted  on  men  wbo 
admittedly  did  not  belong  to  tbe  criminal 
classes.  Tbe  Obief  Secretaiy  for  Ireland 
spoke  of  tbe  fact  tbat  tbe  Government, 
if  tbey  cbose,  could  bave  prosecuted  tbe 
"  suspects  "  under  tbe  Wbiteboy  Act ; 
but  be  forgot  to  mention  tbat  before 
punisbment  could  be  awarded  under  tbat 
Act  tbe  man  must  be  tried  and  convicted; 
and  tbat  was  not  tbe  case  witb  tbe  **  sus- 
pects.'* A  bumble  countryman  in  bis 
own  county  bad  been  arrested  on  a 
warrant  cbarging  bim  witb  being 

'*  Beasonably  suspected  of  having  instigated 
other  persons  unlawfully  to  intimidate  other 
persons  with  a  view  to  prevent  their  buying  or 
stiling  to  some  other  persons.*' 

Did  tbe  House  understand  tbe  crime  for 
wbicb  tbat  man  was  sent  to  gaol  ?  How 
could  tbe  Wbiteboy  Act  i^ect  bim  ? 
Tbat  was  a  very  fair  representation  of  a 
larg^  number  of  men  imprisoned  under 
the  Act.  All  the  prison  rules  were  barsb, 
and  especially  tbat  wbicb  gave  each  pri- 
soner 18  hours  of  solitary  confinement 
every  day  in  a  stifling  atmosphere.  Tbe 
House  might  imagine  tbe  ill  effects  of 
8ucb  a  regulation  on  a  man  accustomed 
to  plenty  of  fresh  air  and  exercise.  For 
himself,  as  a  man  of  literary  pursuits 
and  more  sedentary  habits,  be  could  only 
say  that  be  bad  rather  be  tried  by  some 
more  severe  Act  than  be  condemned  to 
Bucb  a  punishment.  Whatever  might 
be  said  in  favour  of  such  severity,  it  was 
idle  to  allege  that  it  was  necessary  in  the 
interests  of  order  and  good  government, 
or  to  prevent  communication  witb  the 
outer  world.  He  supposed  the  men,  if 
they  were  so  disposed,  could  send  in  six 
hours  enough  communications  out  of 
doors  to  create  rebellion  all  over  tbe 
Kingdom.  Tbey  were  the  enemies  of 
government  and  good  order  in  Ireland 
who  maintained  such  a  system  by  force, 
and  tbey  were  to  some  extent  enemies 
of  good  government  and  order  in  Ireland 
wbO;  knowing  tbat  system  to  be  going 


on,  did  not  bol41y  raise  up  tbeir  voices 
against  it. 

Mr.  T.  D.  SULLIVAN  was  aware 
tbat  there  must  be  a  eood  deal  of  itera- 
tion in  a  discussion  oi  this  sort,  but  tbe 
question  was  one  tbat  pressed  itself 
upon  tbe  attention  of  tbe  House.  Be- 
sides, tbe  arrests  themselves  furnished 
an  instance  of  iteration,  and  justified  a 
tolerably  frequent  renewal  of  protests 
fr^m  tbe  Irish  Members.  Wben  com- 
plaints were  made  of  tbe  treatment  to 
wbicb  tbe  prisoners  were  subject,  tbe 
Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland  said  it  was 
all  in  tbe  bond — all  in  tbe  Act  of  Parlia- 
ment. Tbat  was  true,  no  doubt;  but 
tbe  House,  wben  it  passed  tbe  Coercion 
Bill,  was  unquestionably  given  to  under- 
stand that  the  measure  was  aimed  at 
criminals  and  perpetrators  of  midnigbt 
outrages,  and  not  men  of  quite  another 
character.  Certainly,  tbe  declarations 
of  tbe  Government  were  tbat  such  was 
tbe  object  of  tbe  Act,  and  yet  tbe  persons 
arrested  under  it,  or,  at  any  rate,  the 
majority  of  them,  were  men  of  reputa- 
tion and  respectability.  There  was  a 
"  Captain  Moonlight"  in  Dublin  Castle 
who  was  doing  worse  work  than  any  of 
tbe  otbers,  wbetber  be  worked  by  moon- 
light or  by  gaslight.  He  worked  in 
secret,  and  tbe  trials  be  conducted  and 
the  sentences  be  passed  were  tbe  work 
of  himself  and  bis  gang  of  political  con- 
spirators. He  did  not  see  now  the  Go- 
vernment could  denounce  Bibbon  trials 
or  sentences  in  Ireland  in  view  of  their 
own  secret  tribunals.  Tbe  Government 
talked  of  outrages,  but  committed  out- 
rages every  day ;  for  what  greater  out- 
rage could  there  be  than  to  deprive  a 
man  of  his  liberty  on  suspicion  and,  by 
imprisoning  bim,  to  impoverish  his  un- 
ofifending  family  ?  Outrage  produced 
outrage,  as  surely  as  one  blow  led  to  an- 
other ;  and  be  therefore  held  the  Govern- 
ment primarily  responsible  for  the  crimes 
that  were  now  oftoo  frequent  occurrence 
in  many  parts  of  Ireland.  A  few  days 
ago  this  country  was  startled  by  the  per- 
petration of  a  very  shocking  crime.  The 
country  was  startled  by  the  crime  of  a 
madman  or  a  miscreant,  as  the  case 
might  be,  who  had  shot  at  Her  Most 
Gracious  Majesty.  If  it  bad  happened, 
as  it  might  have  happened,  tbat  tbe  per- 
petrator of  the  wicked  crime  had  been 
an  Irishman  and  not  an  Englishman, 
born  in  Oxford  Street,  London,  what 
would  not  bave  been  suffered  in  Ireland  ? 
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Would  not  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite 
have  pretended  to  find  between  the  lines 
of  some  of  the  speeches  made  in  Ireland 
an  incitement  to  the  outrage  ?  He  was 
perfectly  certain  that  it  would  have  been 
so,  and  that  hundreds  of  arrests  would 
have  been  made  under  that  pretence. 
The  whole  system  was  unfair  and  unjust, 
and  when  the  law  itself  was  iniquitous 
evil  begat  evil,  and  all  chance  of  peace 
was  thrown  away.  Could  the  Govern- 
ment assert  that  the  Act  had  had  a  good 
effect  in  any  single  particular  ?  If  not, 
they  clearly  ought  to  admit  the  logic 
of  events  and  abandon  coercion.  Until 
this  was  done  there  would  be  no  peace 
or  tranquillity  in  Ireland. 

Mb.  LEAMY  said,  that  although  he 
did  not  now,  and  never  did,  expect  very 
much  good  from  the  Government,  he 
certainly  was  disappointed  at  the  reply 
given  by  the  Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland 
to  the  hon.  Member  for  New  Koss  (Mr. 
Bedmond).  He  did  not  think  he  would 
have  lost  the  opportunity  of  making  at 
least  some  slight  concession.  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  had  told  them  that  when 
these  rules  were  under  discussion  in 
Committee  they  were  debated  for  a  con- 
siderable time.  That  was  so,  and  one 
of  the  results  of  the  discussion  was  that 
under  the  drd  section  of  the  Coercion  Act 
power  was  given  to  the  right  hon.  Mem- 
ber to  modify  and  mitigate  these  harsh 
rules  if  he  thought  fit.  He  wished  also 
to  refer  to  the  great  difficulties  which 
had  to  be  encountered  in  visiting  the 
prisoners  confined  under  the  Coercion 
Act  in  various  prisons  in  Ireland.  Under 
the  existing  arrangements  at  Kilmain- 
ham  no  more  than  half-a-dozen  visitors 
could  see  the  prisoners  on  any  day.  The 
Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland  had-  stated 
that  the  prisoners  were  allowed  six  hours 
a-day  for  communication  with  each  other ; 
but  a  Betum  forwarded  to  him  (Mr. 
Leamy)  by  a  ''suspect,"  confined  in  Dun- 
dalk  Gaol,  showed  that  in  the  21  days 
from  14th  February  to  the  8th  March  the 
**  suspects  "  in  the  gaol  had  been  cheated 
out  of  nine  hours  and  31  minutes,  or 
nearly  half-an-hour  a-day.  The  Chief 
Secretary  for  Ireland  had  promised  that 
every  facility  would  be  given  for  visiting 
the  prisoners ;  but,  as  a  matter  of  fact, 
those  facilities  were  not  given.  He  had 
himself  gone  to  visit  his  hon  Friend  the 
Member  for  Slieo  in  prison  on  two  con- 
aeootive  days,  wnen  the  warder  told  him, 
in  an  insolent  tone,  that  he  could  not  see 
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his  hon.  Friend,  and  shut  the  grating  in 
his  face.  On  the  third  day  he  went  again 
and  saw  the  Governor,  or  the  Deputy- 
Governor,  who  told  him  that  his  hon. 
Friend  was  ill  and  unable  to  come  to  the 
visiting  cage,  and  that  he  should  not  be 
allowed  to  see  him.     He  ventured  to  say 
to  the  Governor  that  that  was  solitary  con- 
finement, and  he  appeared  to  be  very 
indigpiant.     For  21  days  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber was  thus  confined  in  that  prison  and 
not  permitted  to  receive  a  visit  from  a 
friend,  when  such  a  visit  would  have 
been  about  the  best  consolation  he  could 
obtain.     The  prison  rule  was  that  every 
prisoner  should  be  allowed  to  be  visited 
by  one  person,  or,  if  circumstances  per- 
mitted, by  two  persons  at  the  same  time, 
for  a  quarter  of  an  hour  on  any  week 
day  during  such  hours  as  might  be  ap- 
pointed. That  rule  had  been  deliberately 
broken  to  his  knowledge  over  and  over 
again.  The  18  hours  ^^r  diem  of  solitary 
confinement  were  also  often   exceeded, 
although,  in  the  case  of  poor,  illiterate 
men,   who  were  unable  to  read,  a  far 
shoriker  period  of  solitary  confinement  in 
a  miserable,   cramped,   and  ill-lighted 
cell,  more  like  a  vault  than  anything 
else,  must  amount  to  absolute  torture, 
and  be  enough  to  drive  a  man  mad.  He 
knew  there  were  several  in  durance  at 
present  who    were   suffering    seriously 
from  the  effects  of  this  barbarous  treat- 
ment. What  could  the  Government  gain 
by  persisting  in  such  a  course  of  severity 
as  that  ?    The  Irish  people  saw  the  men 
whom  they  trusted  and  elected  as  their 
Leaders  and  Bepresentatives  put  into  the 
gaols  of  the  country  and  treated  with 
needless  cruelty.     The  House  had  been 
told  that  the  mere  introduction  of  the 
Coercion  Act  would  drive  away  the  men 
who  were  committing  outrages.     Well, 
the  Coercion  Act  was  passed,  and  700  or 
800  men  were  flung  into  prison,  and  yet 
outrages  were   still  going  on  and  in- 
creasing.    Liberal  Members  who  had 
supported   the  Coercion  Act,    as    they 
alleged  with  reluctance,  ought  now  to 
show  their  sincerity  by  insisting  that  the 
Act  should  not  be  administered  with 
unjust  harshness.     He  was  inclined  to 
believe  that  if  they  could  only  see  the 
miserable  little  cells  these  men  were  con- 
fined in,  even  their  loyalty  to  the  Liberal 
Administration  would  not  be  sufficient 
to  prevent  them  from  joining  with  the 
Irish  Members  in  any  protest  they  might 
make  against  the  action  of  the  Govern- 
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ment  in  this  matter.  In  oondosion,  he 
tmeted  tiiat  the  hon.  Member  for  New 
Bess  would  on  the  first  opportunity  take 
the  sense  of  the  House  on  the  man- 
ner in  which  their  present  exceptional 
ewers  had  been  exercised  bj  the  Irish 
cecutive. 

Mb.  MAOFABLANE  said,  he  joined 
most  cordially  in  the  appeal  made  to 
Her  Majesty's  Government  for  some 
mitigation  of  the  severity  of  the  Act. 
The  appeal  was  a  most  reasonable  one. 
He  understood  that  the  object  of  the  Act 
was  the  prevention  of  intimidation,  and 
not  the  punishment  of  the  individuals 
arrested.  He  would  have  a  much  lower 
opinion  of  Irish  Members  than  he  had 
if  they  sat  down  contented  with  their 
own  personal  liberty  without  raising 
ttieir  voices  on  behalf  of  the  men  who 
were  in  prison.  The  power  of  detention 
had  been  given  to  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment ;  but  it  was  not  intended  that  the 
power  of  torture  should  be  given  at  the 
same  time.  The  shutting  up  of  men  for 
18  hours  in  a  cell,  which,  as  had  been 
said,  was  little  better  than  a  stone  coffin, 
was  more  than  was  necessary  for  deten- 
tion. The  Ohief  Secretary  for  Ireland 
had  stated  Uiat  one  of  the  reasons  why 
their  hours  of  liberty  had  been  restricted 
was  because  thev  made  use  of  them  to 
communicate  with  their  friends  outside. 
But  if  the  prisoners  must  not  communi- 
cate with  their  frieuds  at  all  they  had 
better  be  kept  in  solitary  confinement 
tbe  whole  24  hours.  The  exasperation 
of  these  men,  nearly  600  in  number, 
and  the  feeling  of  disloyalty  engendered 
in  the  breasts  of  themselves  and  their 
Mends,  must  be  a  far  greater  evil  than 
any  which  would  result  from  occasional 
communication  with  persons  outside. 
He  was  quite  willing  to  say,  although 
he  knew  his  hon.  Friends  behind  him 
would  not  agree  with  him,  the  evil  that 
had  been  done  had  been  done  with  a 
ffood  motive.  [Mr.  Biggar  :  Oh  !]  In- 
deed, it  had  been  said  that  all  evil  was 
done  with  ^ood  motives.  He  did  not 
impute  a  bad  motive  to  any  hon.  or  right 
hon.  Gentleman  sitting  upon  the  Trea- 
sury Bench,  especially  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  representing  the  Irish  Govern- 
ment; but  he  believed  they  were  per- 
fectly and  hopelessly  deluded  upon  the 
subject  of  the  working  of  this  Act.  He 
believed  that  the  action  of  Her  Majesty's 
Government  in  its  treatment  of  the 
prisoners  tended  to  perpetuate  outrages, 
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and  he  said  so  deliberately.  He  be- 
lieved it,  because  the  feeling  of  exas- 
peration in  the  country  in  the  minds  of 
the  people  was  so  great,  not  only  by 
reason  of  the  seclusion  of  their  friends, 
but  on  account  of  the  unnecessary  suffer- 
ings inflicted  upon  them.  He  was  glad 
to  see  the  Ohief  Secretaiy  for  Iremnd 
now  in  his  place.  He  was  sure  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  would  not  imagine 
he  had  the  slightest  sympathy  with  out- 
rage or  disloyalty  of  any  kind ;  and  he 
would  appeal  to  him  to  mitigate  as  far 
as  possible  the  sufferings  of  the  prisoners, 
who,  if  tried  and  found  guilty,  would 
not  be  punished  more  severely  than  they 
were  now.  He  had  appealed  to  the 
Government  when  the  !Land  Act  was 
passed  to  open  the  prison  doors;  bat 
they  did  not  do  so,  and  what  was  the 
result?    The  feeling  of  disloyaltjir  was 

growing  every  day,  and  if  Her  Majesty's 
ovemment  saw  the  end  of  it  all  it  was 
more  than  he  did.  Things  were  goinj| 
from  bad^  to  worse.  It  appeared  as  u 
Her  Majesty's  Government  had  com- 
mitted themselves  to  a  war  from  which 
they  could  not  withdraw.  He  reffretted 
this  with  all  his  soul,  because  he  was 
elected  as  a  friend  of  Her  Majes^s 
Government;  but  the  action  of  tixe 
Government  had  compelled  him  to  go 
against  them,  because  his  duty  to  ms 
constituents  was  much  higher  than  any 
claim  any  Party  could  have  upon  him. 

Mb.  GILL  said,  he  agreed  with  his 
hon.  Friends  that  the  punishment  felt 
most  by  the  prisoners  was  their  solitary 
confinement.  On  Sunday,  if  they  went 
to  their  devotions,  the  time  so  spent  was 
counted  among  the  six  hours.  If  such 
things  were  done  by  a  foreign  Govern- 
ment they  would  be  called  acts  of  petty 
tyranny.  He  believed  that  on  Sunday 
the  time  spent  by  the  prisoners  at  their 
evening  meal  was  also  deducted  from 
the  six  hours.  When  the  Goercion  Act 
was  being  passed  the  Government  were 
warned  that  the  effect  of  it  would  be  to 
drive  the  people  into  secret  societies,  and 
it  was  in  that  way  that  the  enormous 
increase  of  outrages  was  to  be  accounted 
for.  Was  not  the  "  Moonlight "  Society 
a  secret  one?  The  Land  League  was 
an  open  association  that  spoke  in  the 
face  of  Heaven,  with  newspaper  re- 
porters present,  and  the  Government 
reporters  on  the  platform.  But  since 
the  Land  League  had  been  put  down 
the  outrages  had  enormously  increased, 
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It  was  said  that  the  "suspects'*  were 
different  from  untried -prisoners;  but  he 
believed  the  bulk  of  the  ''suspects,"  con- 
scious of  their  own  innocence,  would  be 
fflad  to  be  put  upon  their  trial  before  any 
lury  that  could  be  empanelled.  Mr. 
Korke,  who  was  arrested  the  other  day — 
his  hon.  Friends  around  him  said  be- 
cause he  was  Mr.  Egan's  business 
partner — wrote  a  letter,  in  which  he 
stated  that  he  would  be  willing  to  be 
tried  even  by  a  jury  of  landlords.  He 
was  convinced  that  had  the  severity  with 
which  the  Government  administered  the 
Coercion  Act  been  foreseen  they  would 
not  have  obtained  the  support  of  many 
hon.  Gentlemen  who  had  followed  them 
into  the  Lobby  when  the  Bill  was  before 
the  House. 

Mr.  ONSLOW  said,  that,  as  a  Conser- 
vative, he  had  supported  Her  Majesty's 
Qt>vernment  in  their  coercion  policy; 
and  although  in  general  a  strong  op- 
ponent of  the  Government,  he  could 
not,  as  an  Englishman,  listen  without 
protest  to  the  remarks  which  hon. 
Members  from  Lreland  sitting  on  that 
side  made  against  the  Chief  Secretary 
for  Ireland.  He  was  sure  that  no  one 
felt  more  bitterly  than  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  cruel  necessity  of  what 
he  had  to  do ;  and  when  he  was  told  that 
the  rieht  hon.  Gentleman  was  acting 
under  bad  advice  he  was  bound  to  say 
that  if  he  did  not  believe  that  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  carefully  examined 
every  case,  as  he  had  constantly  assured 
the  House  he  has  done,  he,  for  one, would 
no  longer  support  the  policy  of  the  Go- 
vernment. If  the  Chief  Secretary  for 
Ireland  had  not  been  outvoted  in  the 
Cabinet  in  the  autumn  of  last  year,  as 
they  all  knew  was  the  case,  Ireland 
would  never  have  required  so  strict  a 
Coercion  Act.  It  was  not  the  duty  of 
Members  on  the  Conservative  side  to  sit 
in  silence  and  hear  abusive  remarks  con- 
cerning the  Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland, 
because  he  carried  out  the  provisions  of 
an  Act  which  they  themselves  had  been 
a  party  to.  He  wished  to  say  this  as  a 
matter  of  fair  play,  for  he  believed  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  was  doine  his  very 
best  to  carry  out  the  Coercion  Act,  hate- 
ful as  it  must  be  to  him,  and  to  every 
Member  who  sat  on  this  side  of  the 
Hoase  also,  and  he  did  not  like  to  hear 
ihese  constant  charges  of  inhumanity. 

Mr.  W.  E.  FOBSTBB:  I  have  no 
right  to  speak  again ;  but  I  understand 


the  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
Westmeath  (Mr.  Gill)  to  say  that  the 
hour  for  worship  was  taken  out  of  the 
hours  of  association. 

Mb.  gill  :  I  was  informed  so. 

Mb.  W.  E.  FORSTER  :  I  was  not 
aware  it  was  so,  and  if  it  is  the  case 
in  any  prison  it  shall  cease  to  be  the 
case. 

Mb.  GILL:  And  about  the  evening 
meal  on  Sunday  ? 

Mb.  W.  E.  FORSTER :  That  is  an- 
other matter ;  but  as  regards  the  attend- 
ance at  worship,  that  ought  not  to  be 
considered  part  of  the  hours  of  associa- 
tion, and  if  it  be  the  case  I  will  take 
care  that  it  shall  cease. 

Mb.  BYRNE  said,  he  must  congratu- 
late the  hon.  Member  for  New  Ross  (Mr. 
Redmond)  on  the  ability  and  modera- 
tion of  his  speech.  Having  visited 
Kilmainham  more  than  once,  he  was 
quite  able  to  endorse  the  description 
given  by  the  hon.  Gentleman.  The 
cells  in  which  the  *'  suspects "  were 
confined  were  small,  badly  ventilated, 
and  badly  lighted,  with,  in  many  cases, 
no  fireplace.  It  was  his  firm  belief 
that  prolonged  confinement,  under  such 
circumstances,  must  prove  exceedingly 
injurious  to  the  physical  and  mental 
health  of  the  unfortunate  prisoners, 
many  of  whom  had  been  as  gently 
reared  as  any  hon.  Member  in  that 
House.  He  appealed  to  the  Gx)vem- 
ment  to  reconsider  the  matter,  and 
grant  to  the  prisoners  every  reasonable 
indulgence. 

Mb.  BIGGAR  said,  he  differed  en- 
tirely ^m  the  view  taken  by  the  hon. 
Member  for  Guildford  (Mr.  Onslow), 
when  he  said  the  Chief  Secretary  for 
Ireland  felt  bitterly  the  task  of  having  to 
administer  the  Coercion  Acts.  His  own 
opinion  was  that  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman felt  the  most  intense  delight 
in  having  to  administer  those  Acts. 
[**  Oh  !  "J  K  he  could  guess  from  the 
demeanour  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman, 
whenever  he  repliea  to  any  question 
connected  with  the  Coercion  Act,  it 
seemed  to  him  that  the  Chief  Secretary 
for  Ireland  always  rose  with  the  most 
profound  pleasure  and  satisfaction  from 
the  thou^t  of  the  sufferings  which  it 
was  in  his  power  to  inflict  upon  the 
Irish  people  under  his  charge.  [Cria 
of  "  Oh,  oh !  "  and  ''Order !  '^] 

Mb.  SPEAKER:  The  hon.  Member 
for  Cavan  is  again  imputing  unworthjr 


805     l^Uciion  of  Person  and    [  March  13,1882}  Property  {Ireland)  i^c^  1 88 1 .  806 


hiotiyee  to  tlie  rig^bt  hon.  Gentleman.  I 
must  caution  the  hon.  Member  that,  if 
he  proceeds  in  that  course,  I  shall  have 
to  bring  his  name  before  the  House. 

Mr.  BIGGAE  said,  he  had  not  wilfully 
infringed  the  rule.  He  should  be  very 
sorry  to  impute  unworthy  motives  to 
the  Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland.  Still, 
he  felt  bound  to  say  that  the  hon. 
Member  for  Guildford  had  expressed 
opinions  very  different  from  his.  With 
regard  to  the  question  more  immediately 
before  the  House — namely,  to  what  ex- 
tent the  prisoners  should  have  solitary 
confinement,  he  felt  bound  to  say  that 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman*  in  the  very 
few  remarks  which  he  deigpied  to  offer 
in  reply  to  the  hon.  Memoer  for  New 
Boss,  seemed  to  regard  the  matter  from 
a  very  mean  point  of  view.  The  excuse 
which  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  made 
for  not  extending  the  recreation  hours 
seemed  to  him  to  be  very  mean.  He 
might  have  said — "  I  have  now  got  these 
prisoners  in  my  power,  and  I  mean  to  do 
what  I  like  wim  them ; "  or  he  might 
have  said,  which  would  have  been  more 
respectable—"  Nothing  can  be  suffered 
by  anyone  if  I  extend  the  recreation 
time  of  these  poor  people  by  two 
hours."  Instead  of  that  he  quibbled. 
["Oh,  oh!"]  He  quibbled  with  re- 
gard to  the  part  of  the  day  when  this 
recreation  should  take  place,  and  gave 
a  most  ungenerous  reply  to  the  appeal  of 
Lis  hon.  Friend.  Ho  contended  that  the 
Coercion  Act  was  not  being  administered 
in  any  respect  in  the  way  in  which  the 
House  was  led  to  believe  would  be  the 
case.  They  had  proved  by  many  cases 
that  it  was  being  used  for  purposes  of 
punishment.  They  had  a  further  proof 
of  it  that  afternoon  when  the  Chief  Se- 
cretary for  Ireland  refused  to  release 
certain  prisoners,  although  he  admitted 
the  district  in  which  they  lived  was  now 
quite  peaceable.  If  the  Government 
could  not  rule  Ireland  except  by  the 
total  absence  of  Constitutional  govern- 
ment, they  had  better  let  it  alone. 

Mr.  gray  said,  that  sufferings  en- 
dured by  those  who  were  subjected  to 
the  long  periods  of  solitary  confinement 
inflictea  upon  them  very  grievous  hard- 
ships. He  could  not  see  on  what  grounds 
that  Government  inflicted  this  terrible 
punishment.  The  more  intellectual  the 
character  of  the  prisoner,  the  more  he 
was  accustomed  to  society  and  the  occu- 
pations of  society,  the  greater  the  suf- 


fering from  being  locked  up  for  long 
periods  in  the  prison  cells.  The  punish- 
ment of  political  prisoners  in  some  civi- 
lized countries  was  not  gpreater  than  that 
inflicted  on  theee  unconvicted  and  un- 
tried men.  He  could  not  conceive  why 
the  relaxation  of  rules  which  had  been 
asked  for  should  not  be  granted.  It 
could  not  be  refused  on  the  ground  of 
expense,  for  the  Government  had  been 
saved  expenditure  by  the  voluntary  con- 
tributions made  by  the  Irish  people  for 
the  purpose  of  mitigating  the  severity 
of  the  prisoners'  incarceration.  The 
Government  could,  therefore,  well  af- 
ford a  small  extra  sum  for  the  warders, 
who  would  have  to  perform  some  addi- 
tional work  if  the  prisoners  were  given 
more  time  in  which  to  associate  together. 
Did  the  Prime  Minister  appreciate  what 
18  hours'  solitary  confinement  in  a  cell 
12  feet  by  8  feet  meant?  Surely  the 
slight  concession  now  asked  he  might 
make  to  Irish  public  opinion  without 
any  danger. 

Mb.  HEALY  said,  he  agreed  in  the 
remark  of  the  hon.  Member  for  Car- 
low  (Mr.  Gray),  when  he  said  that 
the  only  hope  of  Irish  Members  lay 
in  exposing  the  acts  committed  in  Ire- 
land, so  far  as  they  could,  before  the 
world.  He  believed  there  was  no  use 
appealing  to  the  majority  in  that  House, 
for  the  majority  would  rejoice  if,  as  The 
Times  once  expressed  it,  **  Ireland  were 
sunk  under  water  for  twenty- four  hours." 
The  Irish  Members  could,  therefore,  only 
hope  to  expose  the  Government  to  the 
small  extent  to  which  their  complaints 
were  reported  in  the  English  papers. 
The  Prime  Minister,  upon  a  memorable 
occasion,  appealed  to  the  world  regard- 
ing the  prisoners  confined  under  King 
Bomba.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman  was 
not  then  in  Gffice,  and  was  enabled  to 
exercise  his  ripe  English  sensitiveness 
in  writing  about  the  penalties  inflicted 
upon  people  in  Neapolitan  dungeons. 
He  invited  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  to 
subtract  a  little  time  from  the  duties  of 
his  OflRce  to  visit  a  few  of  the  prisons  in 
which  Irishmen  were  now  confined  for 
offences  less  heinous  than  those  for 
which  the  Italian  prisoners  were  con- 
fined. During  the  imprisonment  of  the 
Fenians,  when  asked  to  remit  some  por- 
tion of  their  sentences,  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  said  the  difference  between 
the  Italian  and  the  Irish  prisoners  was 
that  the  Italians  were  confined  by  wv^w. 

2  D  2 


807    Ptotectifm  of  Pmnon  and        (OOMMONS)  Prop0rty  {Ir0Um^  Aei,  1881.  808 


who  had  broken  their  oaths  to  the  people, 
and  that  they  had  been  imprisoned  with- 
out trial  or  the  hope  of  trial.     He  sub- 
mitted   that  the  present  condition  of 
affairs  with  regard  to  the  Irish  prisoners 
was  exactly  similar.      The  Irish  pri- 
soners had  been  arrested  and  imprisoned 
by  the  action  of  men  who  had  broken 
their  oaths  to  the  people.    Mr.  Justice 
Fitzgerald,    for  whom   Irishmen    spilt 
their  blood  that  they  might  put  him 
into  Parliament,   did    little  less    than 
break  his  oath,   and  was  one  of   the 
principal  members  of  the  Privy  Council 
in  carrying  out  a  policy  under  which 
men,    much    honestor    and    more    re- 
spectable than  he,  were  enduring    18 
hours'  solitary  confinement  of  every  24 
they    were    imprisoned,    without    trial 
or    the  smallest  hope   of   trial.      Yet 
the  right  hon.   Gentleman  the  Prime 
Minister  permitted  that  state  of  things 
which  he  condemned  in  Italy  to  go  on 
in  Ireland.    Much  as  he  disliked  the 
Prime  Minister's  public  action  in  Ire- 
land, there  was  no  man  he,  if  he  were 
an  Englishman,  would  have  a  higher 
respect  for ;  but  he  hated,  abhorred,  and 
detested  the  way  in  which  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  permitted  his  Colleagues  to 
rule  Ireland..     When  the  right    hon. 
Gentleman  stated  that  he  had  g^own 
grey  in  the  public  service,  and  that  he 
might  not  continue  to  administer  public 
affairs  much  longer,  although  he  (Mr. 
Healy)  hoped  he  might,  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman    ought    to    remember    that 
many  of  his  Colleagues  would  have  to 
deal  with  Ireland  for  a  very  long  time. 
The  tide  of  affairs  might  turn  some  time, 
00  that,  under  a  Home  Bule  Govern- 
ment, the  despised  Irish  Members  sitting 
below  the  Gangway  might  have  the  upper 
hand.     Therefore,  he  invited  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  to  consider  the  possi- 
bility of  some  of  his  Colleagues  being 
suspected  of  treasonable  practices  against 
the  rigime    then    existing  in  Ireland. 
With  the  large  Liberal  majority  that 
now    seemed    impossible ;    but    things 
might  change  in  Europe,  and  England 
might  be  compelled  to  grant  to  Ireland 
some  vestige  of  local  government,  and 
then  Gentlemen  sitting  on  his  side  of 
the  House  and  Gentlemen  now  in  gaol 
might  become  the  chief  Legal  Advisers  of 
Her  Majesty.    How  would  the  Solicitor 
Gtonend  then  like  to  be  reasonably  sus- 
peotod  and  placed  in  solitary  oonfine- 
aunt  for  18  noun  out  of  every  24  ?   His 


hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  Cavan  (Mr. 
Biggar)  had  been  reproved  from  the 
Chair  for  stating  that  the  Chief  Secre- 
tary for  Ireland  delighted  in  personal 
suffering.     He  (Mr.  Healy)  should  be 
sorry  to  say  so;  but  Professor  Huxley 
had  remarked  that  there   must  be  a 
working  hypothesis  for  everything ;  and 
upon  what  working  hypothesis  could 
they  explain  the  fact  that  the  Chief  Se- 
cretary— humane  and  benevolent  as  they 
were  compelled  by  the  Forms  of  the 
House  to  believe  him — kept  men  in  soli- 
tary confinement  for  18  hours  out  of 
every  24  ?      This    was    a    conundrum 
which  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  would 
find  it  difficult  to  answer.    The  Bible- 
loving  Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland  should 
remember  that  a  certain  city  was  not 
to  be  destroyed  if  it  contained  10  good 
men.     Perhaps  there  were  a  few  inno- 
cent men  among  the  ' '  suspects."   There- 
fore, he  asked  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
to  act  upon  the  Book  he  was  so  fond  of 
quoting.     He  invited  him  to  listen  to  a 
description  of  what  some  of  the  '*  sus- 
pects "  had  to  undergo.     He  held  in  his 
hand  a  letter  ^m  one  of  the  "suspects," 
who  had  experience  of  two  gaols,  and 
the  description  he  gave  of  the  cells  was 
perfectly    horrifying.      The    furniture 
was    of   the   coarsest   character,    their 
beds  were  narrow  and  thin,  and  made 
of  oakum,  supported  on  canvas  a  few 
inches  from  the  ground ;  and  they  had 
to  use  the  combs  they  had  inherited 
from  the  criminals  who  had  been  lodged 
in  those  cells  before  them.    Those  who 
were  not  inclined  to  pay  a  penny  a-day 
for  attendance  had  to   sweep  out  the 
cells  for  themselves.     Such  a  regulation 
as  that  was  hardly  fair  for  men  who  had 
committed  no  crime  whatever.    [''  Hear, 
hear ! "]    He  was  glad  to  see  that  some 
of  their  remarks  were  appreciated  by 
Gentlemen  on  both  sides  whose  con- 
sciences were  not  controlled  by  Caucuses. 
The  gentleman  whose  letter  he  had  re- 
ferred to  also  said  that  in  the  yard  where 
the  ''suspects"  took  their  exercise  there 
were  closets,  the  offensive  effluvia  of 
which  were  distinctly  perceptible  in  the 
yard.     That  was  philanthropy. 

Me.  W.  E.  FORSTER  said,  the  hon. 
Member  spoke  of  a  complaint  made  by 
one  of  the  ''  suspects."  He  had  received 
no  complaint.  In  what  gaol  did  this 
state  of  things  exist  ? 

Mb.  SEXTON:  It  was  so  in  KUmain- 
ham  when  I  was  there. 
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Mr.  W.  E.  F0R8TEE:  Then  the 
hon.  Oentleman's  remarks  apply  to  Kil- 

Mr.  HEALY  said,  he  was  reading 
from,  a  letter  from  a  gentleman  who  was 
first  in  Kilmainham  and  then  in  Naas. 
This  letter  was  marked  "  Per  under- 
ground." If  it  had  been  sent  in  the 
ordinary  way  it  would  never  have 
reached  him.  He  did  not  know  what 
"  underground  "  meant ;  but  the  letter 
would  never  have  reached  him  in  a 
legitimate  way.  He  was  not  surprised 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  had  received 
no  complaints.  Complaints  were  not 
allowed  to  come  out  of  the  prison,  and 
no  one  dared  to  complain.  If  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Prime  Minister  had 
the  heart  of  a  man  he  would  get  up  at 
that  Table 

Mr.  SPEAKER:  The  language  of 
the  hon.  Member  is  really  not  to  be 
tolerated.  He  addressed  himself  to  the 
Prime  Minister,  and  asked  him  if  he  had 
the  honour  of  a  man.  [_  Cries  of  **No, 
no ! "  and  **  Heart  of  a  man !  "] 

Mr.  HEALY  said,  that  Mr.  Speaker 
had  misunderstood.  That  right  hon. 
Gentleman  had  said  that  his  language 
was  not  to  be  tolerated.  He  (Mr.  Healy) 
would  venture  to  say,  in  reply,  that  the 
system  he  was  denouncing  was  not  to  be 
tolerated.  He  would  ask  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Prime  Minister,  if  the 
words  were  Parliamentary  —  he  must 
leave  Mr.  Speaker  to  judge  if  they  were 
or  not — if  he  had  the  heart  of  a  man  in 
him,  to  cometo  thisTable  and — [An  hon. 
Member  :  '*  Name !  "]  Would  the  hon. 
Member  allow  him  to  conclude  his  ob- 
servation— to  defend  the  atrocities  de- 
scribed in  the  letter  just  read?  And  yet 
they,  whose  friends  were  suffering  under 
conditions  such  as  these,  were  supposed 
to  be  able  to  keep  their  hearts  so  tame 
that  they  should  not  be  provoked  into 
any  heated  expression.  That  was  too 
much  to  expect  in  such  circumstances. 
Visitors,  too,  came  to  gloat  over  the 
sufferings  of  the  prisoners.  Some  ladies 
had  sent  chess  and  balls  and  marbles 
for  the  amusement  of  the  prisoners ;  but 
they  were  not  permitted.  Would  the 
British  Constitution  tremble  if  political 

Erisoners  were  allowed  such  a  solace  ? 
etters,  too,  were  stopped  on  the  most 
trivial  grounds.  One  was  stopped,  for 
instance,  because  the  writer  said  he 
wanted  some  new  clothes ;  another  be- 
cause mention  was  made  of  one  of  the 


prisoners  having  been  released.  In  one 
letter  which  he  had  received  the  writer 
said  he  must  stop  because  the  light  was 
failing,  as  the  room  was  surrounded  by 
walls  30  feet  or  40  feet  high.  Even  at 
night  the  prisoners  were  not  left  quiet, 
as  they  were  disturbed  by  the  sentries 
calling  every  half-hour.  How  would 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  relish  being 
disturbed  like  that  in  his  slumbers? 
The  food,  too,  was  described  as  objec- 
tionable in  the  extreme.  The  colfee 
and  cocoa  were  thick,  and  the  bread  of 
the  coarsest  description.  One  meal  was 
supplied  by  the  self-denial  of  the  Irish 
tenants,  or  the  prisoners  would,  indeed, 
fair  badly.  The  beef  was  so  tough  that 
one  of  the  **  suspects  "  said  that  it  must 
have  come  from  a  cow  that  had  lived  in  the 
days  of  Cromwell.  It  got  its  happiest  de- 
scription from  the  term  ''corduroy  beef." 
When  freshly  cut  it  looked  red,  but  be- 
fore a  portion  could  be  masticated  each 
part  on  your  plate  assumed  a  uniform 
darkness  of  colour.  It  seemed  to  have 
every  characteristic  of  rottenness  except 
tenderness.  The  meal  was  laid  at  the 
door  of  the  cell,  and  the  order  was  called 
out  by  a  warder — "Come  forward  and 
take  your  victuals."  This  did  not  take 
place  at  Naples  under  King  Bomba,  or 
the  House  would  have  resounded  with 
the  complaints  of  hon.  Members  on  the 
other  side.  It  was  sickening  for  Irish 
Members  to  address  that  House.  They 
knew  that  their  action  there  was  ab- 
horred by  Liberal  Members,  and  that 
they  were  looked  upon  as  their  enemies. 
They  were  their  enemies.  They  were 
the  enemies  of  the  English  Government 
in  Ireland  in  every  shape  and  form,  and 
they  did  not  bring  forward  these  com- 
plaints because  they  expected  justice. 
They  did  not  expect  justice.  They  knew 
that,  as  far  as  Ireland  was  concerned,  the 
hearts  of  hon.  Members  were  as  hard  as 
the  nether  millstone.  Still,  in  spite  of 
the  prejudice  of  the  English  Press,  which 
tortured  and  distorted  the  observations 
of  Irish  Members  whenever  it  suited  its 
purpose,  they  hoped  that  some  faint 
glimmer  of  the  exposi  of  the  sufferings 
of  these  men  would  -reach  America  and 
foreign  countries,  which  would  thus  have 
a  chance  of  knowing  the  horrors  and 
iniquities  of  the  men  who  had  furuierly 
denounced  the  iniquities  of  King  Bomba 
in  Naples. 

Mb.  GLADSTONE:  Sir,  I  am  very 
sorry  to  be  compelled  to  say  a  very  few 
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words  after  the  speech  of  the  hon.  Gen- 
tleman, as  we  are  extremely  anxious  if 
we  can  to  economize  a  portion  of  the 
time  that  may  still  remain  to  us  for  an 
important  part  of  the  Business  of  the 
evening.  I  do  not,  however,  like  to  pass 
by — I  do  not  feel  able  to  pass  by — in 
absolute  silence  the  speech  which  the 
hon.  Gentleman  has  delivered.  But  I  do 
not  mean  to  make  any  complaint  of  the 
language  that  he  has  used — as  far  as  I 
am  myself  concerned  especially,  I  do  not 
mean  to  make  any  complaint  of  it.  So 
far  as  regards  the  Members  of  this  House 
in  general,  I  own  I  think  he  is  in- 
temperate and  unjust  when  he  says  that 
in  respect  to  Ireland  their  hearts  are  as 
hard  as  the  nether  millstone.  Many  hon. 
Members  have  laboured  much  and  striven 
much,  and  even  suffered  something  in 
the  cause  of  Ireland.  I  am  very  sorry  the 
hon.  Gentleman  weakens  his  position  by 
the  vehemence  of  his  language,  which  at 
the  same  time  arises  from  the  action  of 
his  own  sympathies,  which  in  this  case 
are  naturally  strong.    But  my  main  pur- 

Eose  in  rising  is  a  practical  purpose ;  I 
ope  he  will  supply  to  my  right  hon. 
Friend  a  copy  of  the  letter  which  he  has 
read  to  the  House.  I  do  not  say  with 
the  name  of  the  writer — that  is  a  matter 
entirely  for  his  own  discretion — but  spe- 
cifying days  and  date  and  place,  so  far 
as  to  enable  my  right  hon.  Friend  to 
make  an  examination  of  the  statements 
made  therein.  My  right  hon.  Friend  has 
let  me  have  the  advantage  of  his  obser- 
vations on  the  various  points  noticed  in 
the  letter,  and  with  regard  to  one  that 
he  mentioned — namely,  the  means  of  re- 
creation— a  chess-board,  I  think,  in  par- 
ticular— my  right  hon.  Friend  is  in  a 
condition  to  say  that  he  did  hear  of  a 
case  of  that  kind  where  there  had  been 
some  difficulty,  and  that  he  gave  im- 
mediate orders.     [Mr.  W.  E.  Forster: 

No;   I   heard   there   was   a   wish ] 

Ah  !  m}'  right  h(m.  Friend  heard  a  wish 
had  been  entertained,  and  upon  hearing 
of  that  wish — not  opposition  to  the  wish 
— he  gave  immediate  directions  to  have 
the  wish  gratified.  Now,  Sir,  two  things 
only  I  wish  to  say,  in  the  first  place,  do 
not  let  the  hon.  Member  rest  himself 
under  the  delusion,  and  therefore  pro- 
pagate the  delusion,  which  I  am  sure  he 
would  not  do  unless  he  rested  under  it 
himBelf— let  him  not  rest  under  tiie  de- 
toiion  of  believing  that  in  this  country 

iQBbl  in  fhis  Parliament  he  ever  will  be 
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regarded  as  an  enemy  of  the  State  for 
making  known  to  the  public  of  this 
country  and  of  the  world  any  real  hard- 
ship— real  injustice  suffered  by  those 
who  are  unhappily  detained  in  prison. 
On  the  contrary,  the  British  nation, 
whatever  the  hon.  Gentleman  may  think 
of  it,  the  British  nation  and  the  House 
of  Commons,  which  still  represents  the 
British  nation,  will  feel  themselves  the 
debtors  of  the  hon.  Gentleman  for  bring- 
ing before  them  accurate  and  well-sifteid 
statements  of  that  nature.  That  is  one 
thing  I  wished  to  say ;  but  I  wish  to  say 
another  thing  on  account  of  the  repeated 
and  not  unnatural  reference  which  the 
hon.  Gentleman  has  made  to  the  case  of 
Naples.  He  appeals  to  me  in  regard  to 
the  course  which  I  pursued  many  years 
ago  in  connection  with  that  case.  I  must 
venture  to  point  out  to  him  that  the 
course  pursued  by  me  was  different  in 
the  most  essential  respects  from  the 
course  pursued  by  him,  because  eveiy 
statement  I  made  against  the  conduct  of 
the  Government  of  Naples,  and  every 
account  I  gave  of  the  sufferings  of  the 
persons  imprisoned  there,  was  carefully 
by  me,  through  sure  channels,  submitted 
to  the  eye  of  the  Government  of  Naples 
many  months  before  one  word  was 
spoken  by  me  on  the  subject,  so  that  the 
fullest  opportunity  was  given  to  the 
Government  of  Naples  either  to  con- 
tradict what  was  wrong,  or  to  amend 
what  was  truly  alleged ;  and  I  make  this 
observation,  that  both  in  the  interests  of 
justice  and  in  the  interests  of  those  for 
whom  the  hon.  Gentleman  feels  a  natural 
and  a  laudable  sympathy,  it  would  be 
well  if,  when  he  hears  allegations  of  this 
kind,  he  would  give  to  my  right  hon. 
Friend  and  us  precisely  the  same  measure 
of  justice  as  I  endeavoured  to  secure  for 
the  Government  of  the  King  of  Naples — 
namely,  that  they  might  have  an  opportu- 
nity of  challenging  my  statements  where 
they  were  incorrect,  or  investigating  pro- 
ceedings of  their  agents,  and  setting  them 
right  where  they  were  cruel  or  where 
they  were  wrong.  I  do  not  think  these  are 
unreasonable  demands,  and  I  must  say  I 
live  in  the  hope  that  if  the  hon.  Member 
would  only  give  that  opportunity,  he 
would  find  that  the  effect  would  be  very 
materially  to  restrict  the  circle  of  his 
complaints,  and  that,  upon  the  whole,  the 
result  would  be  much  more  favourable 
to  the  establishment  of  a  unity  of  senti- 
ment and  of  affection  between  our  re- 
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Bpective  countries,  which  we  must,  after 
all,  all  of  us,  desire  to  bind  together  in 
unibr  of  sentiment  if  we  can — than  the 
proauction  of  unsifted  statements  in 
which,  without  any  fault  of  the  hon. 
Gentleman,  there  may  be  a  very  large 
proportion  of  error  combined  with,  after 
all,  but  a  moderate  proportion  of  what 
is  true. 

Mr.  OALLAN  said,  in  his  opinion  the 
hon.  Member  for  Wexford  (Mr.  Healy) 
was  following  exactly  the  course  taken 
by  the  Prime  Minister  in  the  case  of  the 
prisoners  of  Naples.      The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  said  ne  brought  the  case  of 
the  Naples  prisoners  before  the  Naples 
Government.     The    hon.   Member   for 
Wexford  was  bringing  the  case  of  the 
prisoners  under  the  Coercion  Act  before 
the  Irish  Government.     The  silence  of 
hon.  Members  opposite  fully  corroborated 
the  statement  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
Wexford  as  to  their  hard-heartedness  in 
reeard  to   the  sufferings  of  the  Irish 
prisoners.   With  only  one  exception,  the 
false  liberals  below  the  Gangway  re- 
mained silent — not  one  of  them  had  the 
courage  to  rise  in  his  place  to  express 
his  disapproval  of  the  treatment  of  the 
Irish  prisoners.  He  challenged  the  Chief 
Secretary  for  Ireland  to  show  that  there 
remained    some    sincerity    yet    in    the 
(Government  by  getting  up  and  inform- 
ing  the  House  that   they  intended  to 
make   some   modification    in    the    rule 
which  compelled  the  **  suspects  "to  spend 
1 8  hours  out  of  24  in  solitary  confine- 
ment.    He  believed  if  the  matter  was 
clearly  put  before  the  Prime  Minister, 
and  if  he  had  an  hour  to  think  on  the 
condition   of  these    prisoners,   that   he 
would,  as  far  as  in  his  power  lay,  amelio- 
rate their  condition.     But  it  was  hope- 
less  to    expect   any   concession  or   any 
friendly  act  at  the  hands  of  the  Chief 
Secretary  for  Ireland.     The  manner  in 
which  he  had,  for  the  past  two  months, 
treated  every  representation  with  respect 
to  these  prisoners  forbade  the  idea  that 
he  would  in  the  smallest  degree  improve 
their   condition.      He  had   deliberately 
violated  the  pledges  given  during  the 
debate  on  the  Coercion  Act.     He  stated 
last  Session   that   the   prisoners   would 
be,  consistently  with  their  safe  custody, 
allowed  to  transact  their  daily  business 
— had  he  done  that  ?    In  the  case  of  a 
gentleman  from  Co.  Louth,  imprisoned 
in  Dundalk  Gaol,  a  representation  was 
made  to  the  Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland 


in  favour  of  his  release.  Guarantees 
were  ^ven  that  he  would  not  interfere 
in  pohtics  after  his  liberation;  but  in 
what  way  did  the  Chief  Secretary  for  Ire- 
land treat  the  representations  ?  Within 
two  days  after  they  were  made  the  man 
was  actually  sent  to  Naas,  200  miles 
away,  and  to  aggravate  the  hardships 
of  his  removal  it  occurred  on  Christmas 
Da^.  If  that  was  not  done  for  the 
dehberate  purpose  of  ruining  the  man 
and  his  family,  he  challenged  the  Chief 
Secretary  for  Ireland  to  get  up  and 
deny  it.  He  charged  the  Irish  Execu- 
tive with  a  toted  disregard  of  their 
pledges,  disregard  of  the  commonest  feel- 
ings of  humanity  in  their  administration 
of  the  Coercion  Act.  But  St.  Patrick's 
Day  was  just  coming,  and  he  trusted 
that  on  that  day,  in  every  Irish  centre 
throughout  England,  the  conduct  of  the 
Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland  would  be 
shown  up  to  Irish  audiences,  and  that  a 
vow  would  be  registered  that  when  the 
time  came  no  supporter  of  the  Chief 
Secretary  for  Ireland  would  receive  a 
single  Irish  vote. 

Mk.  O'DONNELL  said,  he  did  not  in- 
tend to  pursue  the  discussion  of  this  very 
painful  subject.  He  hoped  that  the  de- 
clarations of  the  Prime  Minister  that 
evening,  made  as  they  had  been  with 
every  mark  of  interest,  and  even  of 
emotion,  would  lead  to  the  better  treat- 
ment of  the  prisoners  under  the  Coercion 
Act.  Numerous  endeavours  had  already 
been  made  to  call  the  attention  of  the 
Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland  to  the  dis- 
comforts inflicted  on  the  Irish  political 
prisoners.  As  far  back  as  December 
last  detailed  statements  were  published 
in  The  Freeman^ 8  Journal  of  the  uneat- 
able character  of  the  food  in  Kilmain- 
ham,  and  of  the  unhealthy  and  gloomy 
nature  of  the  cells  ;  but  no  attention  was 
paid  to  that  complaint.  He  himself, 
in  a  communication  to  The  FreematCe 
Journal^  ventured  to  suggest  that  as  a 
modification  of  the  darkness,  from  which 
the  prisoners  suffered  so  much,  reflectors 
might  be  introduced  with  advantage  into 
the  cells,  so  that  the  small  amount  of  air 
that  filtered  down  from  high  roofs  mi^ht 
not  be  diminished  in  the  process.  Not 
one  of  these  recommendations  had  been 
attended  to,  although  published  in  the 
Irish  papers  so  far  back  as  December. 
The  Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland  was 
surrounded  by  influences  of  so  peculiar  a 
character  that  he  was  unable  to  gauge 
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the  true  facts  of  the  state  of  Ireland. 
Why,  judging  from  the  communications 
which  appeared  in  that  day's  FVe$man^8 
Journal^  the  Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland 
seemed  to  be  wholly  unaware  that  half 
the  audience  which  he  addressed  at  Tul- 
lamore  consisted  of  policemen  in  plain 
clothes,  and  that  a  large  number  of 
soldiers  were  drawn  up  in  the  neigh- 
bourhood. Of  course,  those  who  took 
these  elaborate  precautions  wished  to 
obtain  for  the  Chief  Secretary  for  Ire- 
land the  luxury  of  courage  coupled  with 
the  comfort  of  safety.  The  nght  hon. 
Gentleman  had  moved  in  an  enchanted 
atmosphere ;  but  nothing  that  was  favour- 
able could  be  said  of  the  spell  which  sur- 
rounded him. 

SOUTH  AFRICA— BASUTOLAND. 

OBSERVATIONS. 

Mr.  O'DONNELL,  who  had  upon  the 
Paper  a  Motion  to  the  following  effect : — 

"  That,  in  the  opinion  of  this  House,  no  en~ 
couragement  ought  to  be  given  to  any  projects 
for  rewarding  assailants  of  the  Basuto  people 
by  the  confiscation  of  land  and  cattle," 

said,  he  had  intended  to  move  his  Motion 
with  regard  to  the  very  dangerous  crisis 
in  Basutoland  ;  but  he  was  prevented  by 
the  Forms  of  the  House  from  doing  so. 
Any  remarks  that  he  would  venture  to 
address  to  the  House  would  be  very 
brief  indeed ;  but  he  did  not  think  that 
he  ought  to  lose  altogether  the  opportu- 
nity of  calling  the  earliest  possible  at- 
tention of  the  House  to  a  matter  with 
which  he  believed  it  was  deeply  inte- 
rested. He  complained  of  the  action  of 
Her  Majesty's  Government  with  regard 
to  the  Basutos  as  being  dangerous  in  the 
extreme,  for  the  reason,  above  all  others, 
that  it  was  uncertain  and  vague.  He 
need  do  no  more  than  remind  the  House 
of  the  disasters  which  followed  in  the 
Transvaal  from  the  uncertain  character 
of  the  policy  pursued  by  Her  Majesty's 
Government.  If  the  Government  had 
been  then  held  to  the  doctrine  of  putting 
down  the  rising  in  the  Transvaal,  or  if 
they  had  held  to  the  doctrine  that  the 
annexation  was  unlawful,  the  country 
would  have  been  saved  from  the  wretched 
fiasco  and  deplorable  bloodshed  of  Ma- 
juba  Hill  and  Laing's  Nek.  What  was 
ity  as  fiBkr  as  could  be  gathered  from  the 
most  recent  Blue  Books  which  had  issued 
from  the  Oabinety  the  Liberal  Govern- 
inmit  was  engaged  in  but  a  sequel  to  the 
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policy  of  Sir  Bartle  Frere  in  Basutoland? 
if  there  was  one  policy  which  was  con- 
demned by  the  Resolutions  of  the  Liberal 
Party  it  was  the  policy  of  Sir  Bartle 
Frere.    The  original  quarrel  with  the 
Basutos  was  of  Sir  Bartle  Frere' s  seek- 
ing.    His  policy  was  that  of  land  specu- 
lators on  the  one  hand,  and  of  exagge- 
rated and  unscrupulous  Imperialism  on 
the  other.    The  Basutos  were  made  use 
of  to  support  that  policy  ;  they  were  en- 
couraged to  acquire  arms  and  to  assume 
a  warlike  attitude ;  they  were  loyal  in 
the  extreme,  and  as  a  reward  for  their 
loyalty  they  were  required,  in  the  most 
offensive  and  threatening  manner,  ac- 
cording to  their  view,  to  deliver  them- 
selves  helplessly  into  the  hands  of  Sir 
Bartle  Frere.     It  was  quite  natural  for 
them  to  readily  believe  that  the  inten- 
tion was  to  make  slaves  of  their  women 
and  children,  many  of  whom  had  been 
reduced  to  a  condition  which  was  practi- 
cally one  of  slavery  by  being  indentured 
out  to  compulsory  servitude.   A  Circular 
issued  by  the  Cape   Secretary  refused 
permission  to  Native  prisoners  of  war  on 
their  release  to  visit  their  families,  who 
were  held  has  indentured  servants  by 
Colonial  farmers.    After  that  we  could 
easily  understand  the  apprehension  with 
which  the  Natives  would  receive  a  de- 
mand that  they  should  give  up  their 
arms.     The  House  was  aware  that  the 
Basutos  successfully  defended  their  free- 
dom ;  their  mistake  was  that  they  trusted 
the  British  Government  as  distinct  from 
the  Cape  Government.    They  imagined 
that  the  British  Government  would  give 
them  a  just  and  equitable  award,  which 
would  free  them  from  the    Cape   Go- 
vernment.    It    was    admitted    oy    the 
magistrates  and  the  Secretary  for  Native 
Affairs    of    the   Cape    Colony    in    the 
Correspondence  before  the  House  that 
the  fines  placed  upon  the  Basutos  were 
exorbitant,  and,  as  regarded  Masupha, 
the  ringleader,  that  he  had  eaten  up  his 
own  people  in  order  to  pay  the  fine,  and 
that  even  by  depriving  them  of  nearly 
all  their  cattle  he  would  hardly  be  able 
to  do  so.     He  would  ask  the  House  to 
bear  those  facts  in  mind  in  connection 
with  another  fact — that  it  was  purely 
upon  the  ground  of  their  defalcation  in 
paying  the  fines  that  the  goods   and 
cattle  of  the  Basuto  nation  were  to  be 
confiscated.    While  the  original  aggres- 
sion of  the  Basutos  was  unjustifiable, 
yet  the  fine  placed  upon  them  was  ex- 
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orbitant,  and  active  agents  had  been  set 
to  work  to  prevent  any  settlement.  Had 
it  not  been  for  the  intrigues  of  persons 
in  Gape  Colony  interested  in  promoting 
a  renewal  of  hostilities  a  settlement 
would  have  been  effected.  The  Cape 
Oolonv  had  admitted  that  it  could  not 
put  down  the  Basutos  by  the  ordi- 
nary measures  of  warfare.  Perhaps  the 
Under  Secretary  of  State  for  the  Colo- 
nies might  say  the  Government  had  not 
authorized  in  express  terms  a  confisca- 
tion of  Basutolana ;  but  Lord  Elimberley 
had  sent  a  number  of  messages  which 
might  mean  the  wholesale  confiscation 
of  Basutoland.  He  wished  the  Govern- 
ment to  say  whether  or  not  they  would 
allow  Basutoland  to  be  confiscated.  The 
same  policy  that  had  characterized  the 
English  rule  in  Ireland  had  charac- 
terized that  rule  in  the  Cape  Colony.  All 
the  terrors  of  the  English  law  were  to 
be  called  in  aid  against  the  uuhappy 
Natives ;  but  none  of  the  rights  of  Eng- 
lish citizens  were  extended  towards  them. 
If  this  policy  were  to  be  continued  a 
larg^  number  of  Native  fugitives  would 
be  driven  across  the  border,  who  would 
go  to  swell  the  growing  mass  of  hate 
for  British  rule.  Nothing  could  be 
better  than  that  we  should  take  the  con- 
trol of  Basutoland  into  our  own  hands, 
and  protect  the  unhappy  Natives  from 
the  land  speculators,  the  lower  class  of 
politicians,  and  from  the  brutalities  of 
the  so-called  Volunteers,  who  thirsted 
for  the  lands  and  cattle  of  the  Natives, 
in  order  that  they  might  spend  their 
property  in  the  rum  shops  that  always 
accompanied  a  Volunteer  expedition.  He 
ventured  to  point  out  to  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Government  that  in  the  condition 
of  things  which  now  prevailed,  when 
the  vast  majority  of  the  White  popu- 
lation of  South  Africa  held  on  to  British 
rule  by  a  more  than  doubtful  allegiance, 
it  was  high  time  for  Her  Majesty's 
Government  to  go  back  on  the  policy 
which  they  seemed  to  have  had  for  a 
short  time  of  being  the  independent  and 
loyal  protectors  of  the  Native  races. 
This  was  desirable  even  from  the  point 
of  view  of  Manchester.  The  Basutos 
were  eminently  susceptible  of  civili- 
zation ;  they  stood  in  need  of  better 
buildings,  better  food  and  clothing ; 
and  he  said  that,  from  the  point  of 
view  of  commerce  alone,  the  attempt 
should  be  made  to  seciire  them  as  the 
best  oufltomers  of  British  manufacturers 


in  South  Africa.  He  reminded  the  House 
that  the  party  of  Whites — the  Dutch 
element  in  the  population — was  bitterly 
hostile  to  British  trade,  and  that  special 
arrangements  had  been,  and  were  being 
made,  to  ** Boycott"  British  trade  in 
South  Africa  through  the  great  export 
houses  of  Holland.  If  fair  justice  nad 
been  dealt  out  in  Zululand  and  the 
Transvaal,  the  South  African  wars  would 
not  have  taken  place;  and  if  justice 
were  dealt  out  to  the  Basutos,  he  said 
there  was  still  a  loeus  penetentia  for  the 
British  Government.  He  said  if  Her 
Maj  esty's  Go  vemment  fairly  andhonestly 
took  up  the  defence  of  the  Natives  a 
permanent  settlement  might  be  arrived 
at ;  but  if  they  failed  to  discharge  the 
great  responsibilities  of  the  situation, 
and  sought  to  escape  from  the  difficulty 
which  presented  itself,  by  leaving  the 
matter  to  be  dealt  with  by  the  Cape 
Government,  then  there  could  be  no 
satisfactory  termination  to  the  disturb- 
ances now  prevalent  in  Basutoland ; 
and  he  called  upon  every  Member  of 
that  House  to  set  his  face  against  the 
confiscation  of  the  country,  it  was  the 
riffraff  of  Colonial  society,  the  des- 
peradoes of  Natfd,  who  would  swell  the 
ranks  of  the  Volunteers,  and  they  alone 
would  be  benefited  by  the  heartless 
despoliation  of  the  Basuto  people. 

Mr.  COURTNEY  said,  he  very  much 
regretted  that  the  hon.  Member  for 
Dungarvan  was  unable  to  put  to  the 
House  the  Motion  which  stood  in  his 
name  upon  the  Notice  Paper,  because  it 
seemed  to  him  that  had  he  been  able  to 
do  80,  he  would  have  been  confronted 
with  the  question  which  he  had  not 
dealt  with  in  the  course  of  his  speech. 
The  hon.  Member  appeared  to  have  for- 
gotten that  they  had  given  to  the  Cape 
Colony  the  privileges  and  responsibi- 
lities of  self-government;  and  he  had 
altogether  omitted  to  consider  in  what 
way,  and  in  what  degree,  they  could  in- 
terfere with  the  Cape  Government  or 
the  Cape  Parliament  within  the  limits 
of  the  Colony.  That  was  really  the 
question  that  had  to  be  dealt  with,  and 
unless  the  hon.  Member  was  able  to  give 
a  solution  of  it,  he  confessed  that  the 
contribution  he  might  make  towards  the 
settlement  of  the  present  difficulty  was 
a  very  small  one. 

Mb.  O'DONNELL  wished  to  point  out 
that  the  Cape  Government  itself  ad- 
mitted that  the  ordinary  kind  of  war- 
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fare  would  not  be  Bufficient  in  Basuto- 
land.  He  sugffested  that  Her  Majesty's 
yeto  should  be  exercised  against  the 
Colonial  policy. 

Mb.  COUBTNEY   said,  this  was  a 
domestic  question  within  the  limits  of 
ike  Cape  Colony ;  and  it  was  no  answer 
to  that  to  say  tlutt  the  Cape  Gbv^mment 
were  only  to  solve  the  difficulty  in  the 
way    which    might  commend  itself  to 
Members  of  that  House.    The  question 
being  a  Cape  question,  he  would  ask 
hon.  Members  who  called  upon  the  Im- 
perial Qovemment  to  interfere  in  its 
solution  to  consider  what     were    the 
limits  of  action  which  they   were  dis- 
posed to  advocate  in  interfering  with 
the  self-government  that  had  been  con- 
ceded to  the  Cape  Colony,  and  the  respon- 
sibility which  had  been  thrown  upon  it. 
That  was  a  question  to  which  the  hon. 
Member  for  Dungarvan  had  not  given 
that  attention  which  he  (Mr.  Courtney) 
should  have  thought  the  hon.  Member 
would  have  paid  to  it.    The  hon.  Mem- 
ber called  upon  the  Imperial  Govern- 
ment to  supersede  the    action  of  the 
Cape  Oovemment  in  this  matter.    But 
the  Cape  Oovemment  were  in  this  diffi- 
culty— namely,  that  after  considerable 
delay ;  after  referring  the  disputes  be- 
tween themBelves  and  the  Basutos  to 
arbitration,  an  award  had  been  delivered. 
The  hon.  Member  for  Dungarvan  said 
that  the  conditions  of  the  award  were 
exorbitant.      But  he  could  not  assent 
to  that  statement.      Hard  and  heavy 
they  might  be,  but  that  they  were  ex- 
orbitant he  could  not  admit ;   and  he 
did  not  think  there  was  any  phrase  used 
within  the  scope  of  the  award  which 
would  justify  that  expression.  Although 
the  conditions  were  hard  and  heavy,  it 
must  be  remembered  that  they  had  been 
and  were  still  accepted  by  the  great 
majority  of  the  Basuto    Chiefs.       He 
oouLd  not  too  strongly  praise  the  action 
of  the  Cape  Government  in  endeavour- 
ing   to   secure    the    execution    of   the 
award,   which  had  only  been  resisted 
by  a  small  minority.      They  had,  un- 
doubtedly,  been  resisted  by   a    small 
minority  of  the  Basuto  Chiefs,  and  that 
resistance  was  still  continuing.      Under 
those  circumstances  the  Cape  Govern- 
ment stated  their  difficulty  to  the  Im- 
perial Government,  and  the  reply  which 
they  received  was  with    respect  to  a 
limited  portion  of  the  Basuto  territory. 
The  Imperial  Government  said  with  re- 
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gard  to  those  who  resisted  the  award 
that  they  would  not  consider  as  inadmis- 
sible the  action  of  the  Cape  Gk>vernment, 
in  the  form  of  confiscation  if  necessary. 
If  the  Government  were  to  interfere 
with  the  Cape  Government  in  carrying 
out  the  measures  which  they  deemed 
necessary  to  securing  the  execution  of 
the  awajrd,  they  would  raise  the  very 
difficult  question  of  the  extent  to  which 
they  were  to  revise  or  amend  the  action 
of  the  Colonial  Government.     He  was 
glad,  with  regard  to  the  case  now  before 
them,   in  the  interest  of  the  Basutos, 
that  the  responsibility  for  its    actions 
rested  with  the  Cape  Parliament,  and  for 
long  past  history  had  shown  them  that 
any  attempt  to  control  Colonial  institu- 
tions from  home  was  injurious  to  the  Na- 
tive people.    [^  laugh  J]   The  hon.  Mem- 
ber laughed  at  this.     He  did  not  know 
to  what  extent  the  hon.  Member  was 
versed  in  the  history  of  South  Africa, 
but  if  he  was  acquainted  with  it,  instead 
of  laughing  at  the  statement  just  made, 
with  regard  to  the  effect  of  Home  inter- 
ference in  Native  affairs,  he  would  agree 
that  it  was  simply  and  literally  true. 
The  hon.  Member  had  complained  of 
the  vagueness  of  the  answer  made  to 
the  telegram  sent  from  the  Cape ;  and  he 
seemed  to  think  that  Lord  Kimberley 
ought  to  have  assumed  to  himself  the 
responsibility  of  dictating  the  course  of 
action  to  be  followed  by  the  Cape  Par- 
liament.  But  what  had  Lord  Kimberley 
done  in  this  matter  ?    He  said  he  would 
have  no   solution   of  this  question  by 
Proclamation ;  that  whatever  was  done 
would  be  done  by  the  action  of  the  Cape 
Legislature  ;  but  with  respect  to  that  he 
very  properly  refused  beforehand  to  say  he 
would  advise  Her  Majesty  to  accept  that 
action.      The  hon.  Member  had  spoken 
of  what  was  in  prospect  as  the  result  of 
the  action,  which  would  be  taken  by  the 
off-scourings  of  the  different  parts  of 
South  Africa — the  desperadoes  of  Natal 
and  the  lawless  Boers  of  the  Transvaal. 
But  what  was  done  would  not  be  the 
action  of  these  men,  it  would  be  the 
action  of  the  Cape  Parliament — as  re- 
spectable and  honourable  a    body    of 
gentlemen  as  might  be  wished  for  in 
any  Colony,  and  with  regard  to  whose 
proceedings  Her  Majesty's  Government 
were  not  disposed  to  anticipate  any  evil. 
They  had  dealt  with  this  difficult  matter 
in  a  spirit  of  the  greatest  conciliation.  It 
was  not  of  their  creation ;  it  was  their 
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fare  would  not  be  Buffioient  in  Basuto- 
land.  He  suggested  that  Her  Majesty's 
veto  should  be  exercised  against  the 
Colonial  policy. 

Mb.  COURTNEY   said,  this  was  a 
domestic  question  within  the  limits  of 
tiie  Cape  Colony ;  and  it  was  no  answer 
to  that  to  say  that  the  Cape  Oovernment 
were  only  to  solve  the  difficulty  in  the 
way    which    might  commend  itself  to 
Members  of  that  House.     The  question 
being  a  Cape  question,  he  would  ask 
hon.  Members  who  called  upon  the  Im- 
perial Government  to  interfere  in  its 
solution  to  consider  what     were    the 
limits  of  action  which  they   were  dis- 
posed to   advocate  in  interfering  with 
the  self-government  that  had  been  con- 
ceded to  the  Cape  Colony,  and  the  respon- 
sibility which  had  been  thrown  upon  it. 
That  was  a  question  to  which  the  hon. 
Member  for  Dungarvan  had  not  g^ven 
that  attention  which  he  (Mr.  Courtney) 
should  have  thought  the  hon.  Member 
would  have  paid  to  it.    The  hon.  Mem- 
ber called  upon  the  Imperial  Govern- 
ment to  supersede  the    action  of  the 
Cape  Government  in  this  matter.    But 
the  Cape  Government  were  in  this  diffi- 
culty— namely,  that  after  considerable 
delay ;  after  referring  the  disputes  be- 
tween themselves  and  the  Basutos  to 
arbitration,  an  award  had  been  delivered. 
The  hon.  Member  for  Dungarvan  said 
that  the  conditions  of  the  award  were 
exorbitant.      But  he  could  not  assent 
to  that  statement.      Hard  and  heavy 
they  might  be,  but  that  they  were  ex- 
orbitant he  could  not  admit ;  and  he 
did  not  think  there  was  any  phrase  used 
within  the  scope  of  the  award  which 
would  justify  that  expression.  Although 
the  conditions  were  hard  and  heavy,  it 
must  be  remembered  that  they  had  been 
and  were  still  accepted  by  the  great 
majority  of  the  Basuto    Chiefs.      He 
could  not  too  strongly  praise  the  action 
of  the  Cape  Government  in  endeavour- 
ing  to   secure    the    execution    of   the 
award,   which  had  only  been  resisted 
by  a  small  ndnority.     They  had,  un- 
doubtedly,  been  resisted  by   a    small 
minority  of  the  Basuto  Chiefs,  and  that 
resistance  was  still  continuing.      Under 
those  circumstances  the  Cape  Govern- 
ment stated  their  difficulty  to  Uxe  Im- 
perial Gt>vemment,  and  the  reply  which 
ihBf  xi»peived  was  with   respect  to  a 
Bmited  pcxztion  of  the  Basuto  territory. 
13m  Impmal  Ghyremment  said  with  re- 
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gard  to  those  who  resisted  the  award 
that  they  would  not  consider  as  inadmis- 
sible the  action  of  the  Cape  Government, 
in  the  form  of  confiscation  if  necessary. 
If  the  Government  were  to  interfere 
with  the  Cape  Government  in  carrying 
out  the  measures  which  they  deemed 
necessary  to  securing  the  execution  of 
the  awa^,  they  would  raise  the  very 
difficult  question  of  the  extent  to  which 
they  were  to  revise  or  amend  the  action 
of  the  Colonial  Government.     He  was 
glad,  with  regard  to  the  case  now  before 
them,  in  the  interest  of  the  Basutos, 
that  the  responsibility  for  its    actions 
rested  with  the  Cape  Parliament,  and  for 
long  past  history  had  shown  them  that 
any  attempt  to  control  Colonial  institu- 
tions from  home  was  inj  urious  to  the  Na- 
tive people.    [^  lau^h.j   The  hon.  Mem- 
ber laughed  at  this.     He  did  not  know 
to  what  extent  the  hon.  Member  was 
versed  in  the  history  of  South  Africa, 
but  if  he  was  acquainted  with  it,  instead 
of  laughing  at  the  statement  just  made, 
with  regard  to  the  effect  of  Home  inter- 
ference in  Native  affairs,  he  would  agree 
that  it  was  simply  and  literally  true. 
The  hon.  Member  had  complained  of 
the  vagueness  of  the  answer  made  to 
the  telegram  sent  from  the  Cape ;  and  he 
seemed  to  think  that  Lord  Kimberley 
ought  to  have  assumed  to  himself  the 
responsibility  of  dictating  the  course  of 
action  to  be  followed  by  the  Cape  Par- 
liament.  But  what  had  Lord  Kimberley 
done  in  this  matter  ?    He  said  he  would 
have  no   solution   of  this  question  by 
Proclamation ;  that  whatever  was  done 
would  be  done  by  the  action  of  the  Cape 
Legislature ;  but  with  respect  to  that  he 
very  properly  refused  beforehand  to  say  he 
would  advise  Her  Majesty  to  accept  that 
action.      The  hon.  Member  had  spoken 
of  what  was  in  prospect  as  the  result  of 
the  action,  which  would  be  taken  by  the 
off-scourings  of  the   different  parts  of 
South  Africa — the  desperadoes  of  Natal 
and  the  lawless  Boers  of  the  Transvaal. 
But  what  was  done  would  not  be  the 
action  of  these  men,  it  would  be  the 
action  of  the  Cape  Parliament — as  re- 
spectable and  honourable  a    body    of 
gentlemen  as  might  be  wished  for  in 
any  Colony,  and  with  regard  to  whose 
proceedings  Her  Majesty's  Government 
were  not  disposed  to  anticipate  any  evil. 
They  had  dealt  with  this  difficult  matter 
in  a  spirit  of  the  greatest  conciliation.  It 
was  not  of  their  creation ;  it  was  their 
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inheritance,  and  they  had  been  reluc- 
tant to  take. any  steps  whatever  towards 
ooereion  of  the  Basutos.  He  believed 
that  those  who  had  watched  with  sym- 
pathy and  intelligence  the  action  taken 
in  this  matter  were  of  opinion  that  Her 
Majesty's  Government  had  adopted  the 
only  possible  course  in  refusing  to  pledge 
themselves  beforehand  to  object  to  the 
action  of  the  Cape  Government. 

Mb.  B.  N.  fowler  said,  he  had 
listened  with  considerable  regret  to  the 
opening  remarks  of  the  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Under  Secretary  of  State  for  the 
Colonies,  in  which  he  deprecated  the 
discussion  of  this  subject  at  the  pre- 
sent time.  Considering  the  grave  im- 
portanoe  of  the  question,  involving  as  it 
did  the  lives  and  property  of  a  large 
portion  of  Her  Majesty's  subjects  in 
South  Africa,  and  in  view  of  the  fact 
that  unless  it  was  discussed  then  it 
would  be  left  over  until  after  Easter,  he 
certainly  thought  the  hon.  Member  for 
Dungarvan  he^  done  good  service  to  the 
country  and  to  the  cause  of  humanity  by 
calling  attention  to  the  position  of  affairs 
at  the  Cape  with  regard  to  the  Basutos 
on  that  occasion.  He  was  well  aware 
that  there  was  a  large  amount  of  urgent 
Business  with  which  the  House  had  to 
deal ;  but  he  also  regarded  this  question 
as  one  of  so  urgent  a  character  that  it 
was  due  to  the  House  and  the  people  of 
the  country  that  its  discussion  should 
not  be  put  aside.  Having  listened  to 
the  speech  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
Dungarvan  with  great  interest,  it  ap- 
peared to  him  that,  by  the  case  as  put 
by  the  hon.  Member,  three  courses  were 
open  with  regard  to  the  affairs  of  Basuto- 
land.  There  was  the  course  of  leaving 
the  matter  to  be  dealt  with  by  the  Cape 
Parliament;  there  was  the  course  of  Her 
Majesty's  Government  dealing  with  it 
themselves;  and,  finally,  there  was  the 
course  of  abandoning  the  country  alto- 
gether, which  meant,  practically,  hand- 
ing it  over  to  the  authority  of  the 
Free  State.  He  reminded  the  House 
that  12  years  ago,  or  rather  more, 
when  the  Basutos  were  threatened  by 
the  Government  of  the  Free  State, 
Moshesh,  at  that  time  the  paramount 
Chief  in  Basutoland,  urged  upon  the 
Bepresentative  of  the  Queen  to  take 
over  the  government  of  the  country. 
That  course  was  approved  in  the  House 
of  Commons  by  many  Members,  who  at 
that  time    took    au  iuterest  iu   iSuuth 


African  affairs.  It  was  approved  and 
strongly  urged  upon  the  acceptance  of 
the  House  by  one  Gentleman  who,  al- 
though not  a  Member  of  the  Govern- 
ment  of  the  Prime  Minister,  was  a  Col- 
league of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  in 
a  former  Government — the  late  Mr. 
Charles  Gilpin.  Well,  Basutoland  was 
taken  over  by  the  Government,  at 
the  head  of  which,  he  believed,  was 
the  present  Prime  Minister ;  and  in 
consequence  of  that  circumstance  this 
country  had  contracted  certain  obliga- 
tions towards  the  Basutos.  Those  obli- 
gations having  been  contracted,  he  cer- 
tainly thought  this  country  was  bound 
in  honour  not  to  allow  the  Basutos  to  be 
oppressed.  He  thought  it  was  the  duty 
of  the  British  Government  to  take  an 
interest  in  the  affairs  of  Basutoland. 
With  regard  to  the  question  whether  it 
was  for  the  Queen's  Government  or  the 
Cape  Government  to  deal  with  this  mat- 
ter, the  Under  Secretary  to  the  Colonial 
Office  seemed  to  throw  some  doubts  upon 
the  capabilities  of  his  Department  to 
administer  the  affairs  of  Basutoland. 
But  he  (Mr.  E.  N.  Fowler)  could  not  but 
remember  that  the  Colonial  Office  wasnow 
presided  over  by  Lord  Kimberley,  a  very 
able  statesman ;  it  was  represented  in 
that  House  by  the  hon.  Gentleman  oppo- 
site (Mr.  Courtney) ;  and  it  had  the 
advantage  of  being  represented  at  the 
Cape  by  one  of  the  ablest  Colonial 
statesmen  that  this  country  had  ever 
possessed — Sir  Hercules  Robinson,  who, 
he  learned  with  great  pleasure  from  a 
statement  made  by  the  Prime  Minister 
some  weeks  ago,  Her  Majesty  had  been 
recommended  to  place  among  the  Mem- 
bers of  the  Privy  Council.  The  Under 
Secretary  for  the  Colonies  went  on  to 
say  that  he  had  the  utmost  confidence 
in  the  Government  of  the  Cape  Colony. 
He  (Mr.  R.  N.  Fowler)  was  not  there 
to  say  one  word  against  the  Government 
of  that  Colony.  On  the  contrary,  he 
believed  that  the  statesmen  at  the  Cape 
were  as  anxious  to  do  their  duty  to  their 
Sovereign  and  to  the  country,  and  to  act 
in  the  cause  of  humanity,  as  any  states- 
men in  the  world.  He  had  great  confi- 
dence in  Mr.  Scanlan,  the  present  Pre- 
mier at  the  Cape ;  but  hon.  Mem- 
bers would  remember  that  he  succeeded 
a  gentleman  whose  policy  was  strongly 
deprecated  in  that  House  and  by  this 
country  at  large.  He  believed  there 
was  a  general  consensus  of  opinion  that 
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the  policy  of  disarming  the  Basutos  was 
a  yery  great  mistake,  and  that  was  the 
policy  which  had  undoubtedly  led  to  the 
present  difficulties.  The  question  was 
this — Were  those  difficulties  likely  to  be 
best  adjusted  by  the  Queen's  Oovem- 
ment  or  by  the  Oolonial  Goyemment  ? 
It  appeared  to  him  that  the  course  which 
was  most  likely  to  produce  peace  would 
be  that  Her  Maj  esty '  s  Government  should 
authorize  Sir  Hercules  Robinson,  as  Chief 
Commissioner  of  Native  Tribes,  to  admi- 
nister the  affairs  of  the  country;  and 
in  saying  that  he  did  not  overlook  the 
fact  that,  in  case  of  interference  with 
any  award  he  might  make,  they  must 
be  prepared  to  support  him  with  Her 
Majesty's  Forces.  But  it  appeared  that 
the  Government  had  arrived  at  the  con- 
clusion not  to  allow  any  interference 
on  the  part  of  the  Commander-in-Chief 
at  the  Cape,  while  the  Cape  Government 
were  to  follow  whatever  course  they 

£  leased.  In  the  language  of  the  hon. 
[ember  for  Dungarvan,  they  were 
about  to  permit  an  army  composed  of 
the  riffraff  of  the  Cape  population  to 
despoil  the  Basutos.  The  language  of 
his  hon.  Friend  (Mr.  O'DonneU)  might 
be  too  strong ;  but,  at  any  rate,  Her 
Majesty's  Government  were  going  to  al- 
low an  army  to  be  levied,  which  would, 
of  course,  include  in  its  ranks  all  the 
more  fiery  spirits  to  be  found  at  the 
Cape,  and  who  would  certainly  not  look 
upon  the  unfortunate  Natives  with  feel- 
ings of  humanity ;  and  this  army  was 
to  invade  and  conquer  the  country  of 
the  Basutos  in  any  way  they  thought 
proper.  The  result  of  this  would 
be  a  cruel  and  bloody  war.  War, 
under  any  circumstances,  was  a  ter- 
rible calamity;  but  he  regarded  it  as 
less  terrible  when  carried  on  by  civi- 
lized troops  under  a  civilized  commander 
like  General  Smyth.  That  would  not 
be  the  case  with  a  war  carried  on  by 
the  Volunteers  at  the  Cape,  who  would 
number  in  their  ranks  the  worst  cha- 
racters to  be  found  in  South  Africa.  A 
war  so  conducted  would,  indeed,  be  an 
unmitigated  evil.  For  the  reasons  he 
had  stated,  he  regretted  to  hear  that 
Her  Majesty's  Government  had  deter- 
mined to  hand  over  this  question  to  the 
decision  of  the  Cape  (Government ;  and 
he  strongly  believed  it  would  have 
been  better  had  they  faced  the  re- 
apomibility  of  settling  the  difficulty 
tttiiiiMlva*. 


RELIGIOUS  DISSENSIONS  (GIBRAL- 
TAR)—DR.  CANILLA.  —  OBSERVA- 
TIONS. 

Sib  H.  DEUMMOND  WOLFF  said, 
he  regretted  that  the  Under  Secretary 
for  the  Colonies  had  already  spoken,  be- 
cause he  felt  it  his  duty  ag^n  to  bring 
before  the  House  the  very  grave  dis- 
orders which  had  taken  place  at  Gib- 
raltar. If  the  hon.  Genfieman  would 
listen  but  for  a  very  short  time  he  would 
explain  why  he  brought  on  the  question 
on  that  occasion.  It  was  because  there 
were  at  that  time  47  persons  under 
arrest  in  Gibraltar,  under  what  he  be- 
lieved to  be  an  illegal  act  on  the  part  of 
the  Gt>vernor  of  the  Colony.  He  was 
glad  that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Prime  Minister  was  in  his  place,  and  he 
invited  his  attention  to  the  circumstances. 
He  had  privately  appealed  to  the  Under 
Secretary  to  telegraph  to  Gibraltar  to 
know  if  it  was  true  that  these  persons 
were  under  arrest,  which  the  hon.  Gen- 
tleman had  declined  to  do.  •  On  Friday 
last,  when  he  called  attention  to  this 
matter,  he  was  told  by  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man that  the  next  mail  would  bring  the 
information ;  but  to-day  he  learned  that 
no  information  had  arrived.  At  that 
moment  there  were  men  at  Gibraltar  in 
exactly  the  same  position  as  used  to  be 
the  case  in  the  Ionian  Islands  under  the 
police ;  they  had  been  arbitrarily  ar- 
rested, and  some  of  them  had  been  sen- 
tenced to  six  months'  imprisonment. 
He  would  read  an  extract  from  the 
order  of  the  Governor  to  the  police, 
giving  instructions  with  regard  to  arrests. 
It  began  by  saying  that  where  offences 
were  committed  the  police  were  at  once 
to  arrest  the  people ;  but  it  went  on  as 
follows : — 

"  Even  where  no  offence  has  been  committed, 
bat  where  a  breach  of  the  peace  is  likely  to 
occur,  the  police  are  authorized  to  take  into 
custody  those  whom  they  may  reasonably  sus- 
pect of  being  about  to  commit  a  violation  of  the 


Hon.  Members  would  observe  that  the 
language  of  Her  Majesty's  Government 
seemed  to  travel  widely;  but  the  powers 
which,  in  Ireland,  were  intrusted  to  the 
Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant, 
were,  in  Gibrcdtar,  intrusted  to  a  police- 
man. He  thought  it  right  to  defer  any 
general  discussion  of  the  question  untQ 
the  Papers  were  laid  upon  the  Table  of 
the  House ;  but  he  would  point  out  that 
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the  circumstances  arose  out  of  a  differ- 
ence which  existed  between  the  Boman 
Catholic  community  in  GKbraltar  and 
the  Vicar  Apostolic  named  by  the  Pope. 
The  Homan  Catholic  community  had  al- 
ways had  the  management  of  the  Church 
of  Santa  Maria  Coronada,  and  they  con- 
sidered that  they  had  the  right  to  have 
jurisdiction  even  against  the  proceed- 
ings of  the  Vicar  Apostolic.  Instead  of 
raising  the  question  in  the  Law  Courts 
the  Governor  took  the  matter  into  his 
own  hands,  filled  the  town  with  troops 
to  the  number  of  2,500,  brought  out 
field  -  pieces,  and  arbitrarily  arrested 
some  people,  who  were  sentenced  to 
three  months'  hard  labour  without  the 
option  of  a  fine.  He  had  asked  the 
Under  Secretary  for  the  Colonies  if  he 
had  any  information  upon  this  subject ; 
but  it  appeared  that  on  Friday  last 
the  Colonial  Department  knew  nothing 
about  it.  He  therefore  begged  to  re- 
peat his  question  ;  and  in  order  to 
afford  the  hon.  Gentleman  an  opportu- 
nity of  replying  he  would,  pro  formd, 
move  the  adjournment  of  the  House. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
**  That  this  House  do  now  adjourn." — 
{Sir  B.  J)rummond  Wolff,) 

Mr.  GLADSTONE  said,  the  hon. 
Member  for  Portsmouth  had  made  a 
Motion  for  the  adjournment  of  the 
House  in  order  to  enable  his  hon.  Friend 
to  break  through  the  debate.  He  was 
not  sure  whether  he  was  himself  also 
entitled  to  speak ;  if  not,  he  hoped  to  be 
instructed  from  the  Chair. 

Mr.  SPEAKER :  The  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman is  enabled  to  speak  a  second 
time,  as  is  also  the  Under  Secretary  of 
State  for  the  Colonies,  by  the  action  of 
hon.  Member  for  Portsmouth — a  mode 
of  action  which  I  am  bound  to  say  I 
deprecated  the  other  night  as  highly 
irregular. 

Mr.  COURTNEY  said,  at  a  late  hour 
on  Friday  night  last  the  hon.  Member 
for  Portsmouth  (Sir  H.  Drummond 
Wolff)  had  called  the  attention  of  the 
House  to  what  he  called  the  arbitrary 
arrests  which  had  been  made  at  Gib- 
raltar, and  the  imprisonment  of  a  cer- 
tain number  of  the  persons  arrested.  He 
told  the  hon.  Gentleman  at  half-past  5 
o'clock  that  afternoon  that  no  informa- 
tion had  arrived,  and  as  he  had  not  re- 
turned to  the  Colonial  Office  he  was  not 
^ware  that  any  had  been  received  since 


that  time.  He  would  point  out  to  the 
hon.  Member  that  his  statements  were 
rather  self  •  contradictory.  Arbitrary 
arrest,  as  he  (Mr.  Courtney)  understood 
the  term,  was  the  arrest  of  persons,  and 
the  keeping  them  under  arrest,  by  the 
mere  will  of  the  Executive.  But  the 
hon.  Member  complained  simultaneously 
that  in  connection  with  these  arrests 
proceedings  took  place  before  the  police 
magistrate.  No  doubt  a  number  of  per- 
sons were  arrested.  That  he  did  not 
deny.  And  no  doubt  certain  persons 
were  brought  before  the  police  magis- 
trate ;  but  there  was  nothing  whatever 
in  the  statement  of  the  hon.  Member 
which  would  lead  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment for  one  moment  to  suspect  that  any 
person  had  been  taken  into  custody 
without  being  brought  before  a  magis- 
trfl.t6 

Sra  H.  DRUMMOND  WOLFF  said, 
one  paragraph  stated  that  the  police 
would  keep  strict  order,  and  do  the 
utmost  in  their  power  to  prevent  any 
breach  of  the  peace ;  but,  should  such 
breach  of  the  peace  occur,  they  would 
at  once  arrest  any  person  by  whose  con- 
duct the  peace  was  broken  or  endan- 
gered. Such  person  would  at  once  be 
taken  before  the  police  magistrate,  who 
would  be  present  in  Court  to  try  such 
case  immediately.  There  was  an  end  of 
the  magistrate  in  the  matter ;  but  then 
the  order  provided  that  where  any 
offence  was  committed,  and' a  breach  of 
the  peace  seemed  likely,  the  police 
should  take  into  custody  those  whom 
they  might  reasonably  suspect  of  being 
about  to  commit  a  breach  of  the  peace. 

Mr.  COURTNEY  said,  the  second 
part  was  precisely  the  same  as  the  first ; 
the  order  to  the  police  was  the  same  in 
each  case.  People  committing,  or  about 
to  commit,  a  breach  of  the  peace,  were 
arrested  and  taken  at  once  before  the 
police  magistrate;  and  there  was  nothing 
to  suggest  that  there  were  any  persons 
in  custody  who  had  not  been  taken 
before  a  magistrate.  If  they  had  been 
arrested  and  taken  before  a  magistrate 
for  committing  a  breach  of  the  peace, 
then,  if  they  were  in  custody,  it  might 
be  supposed  that  they  had  been  tried 
and  properly  sentenced ;  and  there  was 
nothing  in  the  intelligence  which  had 
been  brought  before  them  to  lead  the 
Government  to  suppose  that  anything  of 
an  irregular  character  had  occurred,  or 
that  anything  the  Executive  had  done 
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was  not  jttBtlfted  by  the  law.  There  was 
nothing  to  show  that  any  person  had 
been  kept  in  ouetody  beyond  the  power 
of  the  law;  but  if  the  particularfl  of 
these  matters  did  not  arrive  in  the 
regidar  course,  the  Colonial  Office  would 
send  for  full  details  of  the  proceedings 
before  the  magistrates,  though  it  was  not 
very  respectful  to  imagine  that  a  breach 
of  the  law  had  been  committed,  when  all 
the  intelligence  produced  by  the  hon. 
Member  led  to  the  supposition  that  all 
that  had  been  done  was  perfectly  regular. 

Sib  H.  DRUMMOND  WOLFF  asked 
leave  to  withdraw  his  Motion. 

Motion,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

Main  Question,  "That  Mr.  Speaker 
do  now  leave  the  Chair,"  put,  and 
agreid  to, 

STJPPLY— ARMY  ESTIMATES. 
DEFABTMEKTAL    STATEMENT. 

Supply — consider $d  in  Committee. 
(In  the  Committee.) 

Mk.  CHILDERS  :  Mr.  Playfair,  be- 
fore I  make  the  Statement  which  it  is 
my  duty  to  address  to  the  Committee, 
with  reference  to  the  Army  Estimates,  I 
must  explain  that  to-night  I  shall  only 
ask  for  the  Votes  for  the  Men  and  their 
Pay,  and  that  we  propose  to  resume  the 
consideration  of  the  Army  Estimates  at 
an  early  day ;  so  far  as  I  can  judge,  on 
the  first  day  after  the  Easter  Becess. 
We  will  not  allow  any  matter  of  legisla- 
tion to  interfere  with  our  taking  the 
Estimates  on  that  day,  nor  do  I  antici- 
pate any  other  impediment ;  but,  should 
any  unforeseen  impediment  arise,  we 
will  devote  to  the  Army  Estimates  the 
first  day  afterwards  that  circumstances 
may  permit. 

To  come  to  the  business  in  hand,  I 
would  ask  the  House  to  observe  that  the 
form  of  the  Army  Estimates,  as  presented 
this  year,  is  somewhat  different  in  one 
important  respect  from,  that  adopted 
hitnerto ;  and  this  change  extends  to 
the  Navy  Estimates  also.  The  Estimates 
as  we  have  presented  them  to  the  House 
give  the  net  expenditure  for  Army  Ser- 
vices which  will  form  the  charge  upon 
the  taxpayer.  In  former  years  the  Esti- 
mates have  been  presented  in  gross, 
certain  sums  which  form  what  are  com- 
monly called  Extra  Beceipts,  whether  of 
the  Army,  Navy,  or  Civil  Service,  g^ing 
into  the  Exchequer,  and  constituting  a 
portion  of  the  Miscellaneous  Bevenue. 

Mr.  Caurim^ 


That  form  of  Statement,  to  which,  I  con* 
fees,  I  have  always  entertained  an  objec- 
tion, and  which  I  did  my  best,  when  at 
the  Treasury  in  1865  and  1866,  and  also 
as  Chairman  of  the  Public  Accounts 
Committee  in  the  two  following  years, 
to  change,  is  now,  I  am  happy  to  say, 
changed  with  the  assent  of  all  parties 
interested.  I  may  say  that  this  bene- 
ficial reform  is  greatly  due  to  the  exer- 
tions of  my  noble  Friend  (Lord  Frederick 
Cavendish),  who  has  devoted  g^eat  at- 
tention to  the  subject.  The  Committee, 
therefore,  as  I  have  said,  will  be  asked 
to  vote  for  the  Army  and  other  Services 
the  real  charge  upon  the  taxpayer  for 
those  Services ;  and  the  Extra  Beceipts 
connected  with  the  Army  and  Navy  will 
no  longer  swell  the  Miscellaneous  Beve- 
nue. 

I  would  ask  the  Committee  now  to 
allow  me  to  give  a  rough  comparison,  on 
that  basis  of  the  net  charge,  between  the 
Army  Estimates  of  the  present  year  and 
those  for  a  few  past  years.  The  Esti- 
mates for  the  year  1882-3  amount  to 
about  £15,5C0,000  ;  last  year— and  the 
actual  expenditure  will  pretty  nearly 
correspond  —  they  were  £  1 6, 000, 000 ; 
for  the  year  1880-1,  the  expenditure 
for  which  we  were  responsible,  though 
the  Estimates  were  drawn  by  our  Pre- 
decessors, was  £15,100,000  ;  and  for 
the  two  preceding  years,  1879-80  and 
1878-9,  when  the  sums  expended  were 
considerably  swollen  by  special  War 
Charges,  the  amount  was  in  each  case 
£17, 900, 000.  For  the  purposes  of  com- 
parison, the  last  two  years  must  be  re- 
garded as  exceptional ;  but  I  thought  it 
convenient  that  the  Committee  should 
see  the  net  expenditure  of  the  past  five 
years.  Now,  coming  to  the  particulars 
of  the  expenditure  as  estimated  for  the 
year  1882-3,  I  would  refer  the  Com- 
mittee to  an  explanatory  statement  which 
appears  in  the  Paper  called  **  Variation 
of  Numbers  and  Explanation  of  Differ- 
ences" accompanying  the  Estimates,  and 
which  is  also  printed  at  page  3  of  the 
Estimate  itself.  That  statement  I 
thought  it  would  be  convenient  to  place 
in  the  fore-front  of  the  Estimates,  in 
order  that  the  Committee  may  not  be 
led  into  confusion  by  the  difficulty  of 
comparing  the  Estimate  of  this  year, 
which  is  net,  with  the  Estimate  of  last 
year,  which  was  gross.  I  have  also 
given  that  explanation  for  another  rea- 
son*   In   several   Votes,  it   has  been 
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necessary  to  make  a  certain  amount  of 
re-arrangement,  in  consequence  of  our 
having,  as  recommended  so  frequently, 
shown  the  total  of  their  pay,  called 
"consolidated  pay,"  in  the  case  of  all 
military  officers  employed  at  the  War 
Office  or  on  the  Staff.  The  Committee 
will  thus  be  able  to  see  in  one  of  the 
salaries  received  by  these  officers  on  the 
new  basis,  instead  of  having  to  refer  to 
two  different  Votes.  That  re-arrange- 
ment interferes  with  several  Votes,  and, 
therefore,  if  hon.  Members  will  be  good 
enough  to  keep  this  explanatory  state- 
ment in  their  hands,  they  will  be  able 
to  tell  at  a  glance  what  the  difference  is 
between  the  present  Estimates  and  those 
of  last  year,  without  having  to  go 
tediously  through  the  items  themselves  ; 
and  they  will  also  see  that  there  are  only 
some  dozen  cases  in  which  there  is  any 
considerable  alteration. 

Keeping  this  explanation  in  view,  I 
would  ask  hon.  Members  to  notice  the 
Ibllowing  changes,  which  are  the  only 
ones  of  importance  in  the  present  Esti- 
mates, as  compared  with  those  of  the 
previous  year.  In  the  first  place,  it  will 
be  seen  that  the  Estimates  for  the  pre- 
sent year  no  longer  include  a  charge 
for  special  expenditure  in  South  Africa, 
which  amounted  last  year  to  £1,066,000. 
On  the  other  hand,  there  are  certain 
special  items  of  increase.  The  first  of 
these  is  the  additional  provision  for  naval 
guns  and  projectiles.  Owing  to  the 
great  advance  of  artillery  science  during 
the  last  few  years,  we  are  engaged  in 
carrying  on  a  gradual  re- armament  of 
the  Navy  which  had  been  commenced  by 
the  late  Government.  The  Estimates 
for  1880- 1 ,  prepared  by  my  Predecessor, 
provided  £303,000  for  this  purpose ; 
those  of  1881-2,  for  which  we  were 
responsible,  provided  £369,000,  and 
those  for  1882-3  provide  £616,000, 
showing  an  increase  of  £247,000  over 
last  year,  and  of  £313,000  over  the 
Estimates  of  the  previous  year.  Guns 
ranging  from  43  tons  downwards  have 
been  for  some  months  under  trial  with 
satisfactory  results  ;  but  so  many  points 
of  detail  arise,  not  only  as  to  guns,  but 
as  to  carriages,  projectiles,  and  stores, 
that  progress  must  be  gradual.  In  ad- 
dition to  the  re- armament  of  the  ships 
themselves,  we  have  to  supply  reserves 
both  at  our  arsenals  and  depots  at  home 
and  abroad.  This  item  is  a  very  im- 
portant one,  as  accounting  for  half  the 


increase  in  the  Army  Votes.  I  will  say 
no  more  upon  this  point,  because  my 
hon.  Friend  the  Secretary  to  the  Ad- 
miralty (Mr.  Trevelyan),  in  moving  the 
Navy  Estimates,  will  go  in  great  detail 
into  the  policy  of  the  Admiralty  in 
re- arming  our  ships. 

The  next  item  to  which  I  need  refer 
is  that  which  relates  to  the  addi- 
tional pay  of  non-commissioned  officers, 
amounting  to  £15,000.  We  provided  in 
last  year's  Estimates  for  increase  during 
only  three  quarters  of  the  year,  and  this 
year  we  have  also  to  provide  for  the 
fourth  quarter.  Last  year  we  also  some- 
what reduced  the  numbers  of  the  Ca- 
valry, and,  therefore,  it  was  not  neces- 
sary to  provide  so  large  a  Vote  for  pur- 
chasing horses ;  but  this  year  that  source 
of  economy  will  no  longer  exist,  and  we 
have  provided  £20,000  more  for  the 
purpose  of  keeping  up  the  full  establish- 
ment of  horses.  The  next  items  of  in- 
crease are  £16,000  for  the  Militia  Ser- 
vice, £22,000  for  the  Volunteers,  and 
£10,000  for  the  Army  Reserve,  the  de- 
tails of  which  I  propose  to  give  further 
on.  We  then  take  £30,000  for  what  are 
popularly  oaU  ed  the  Autumn  Manoeuvres, 
which,  after  an  interval  of  some  years, 
we  propose  to  have  agsdn  this  year ;  and 
on  that  Vote  it  will  be  my  duty,  on  an- 
other occasion,  to  give  some  detailed 
information.  All  I  need  say  now  is  that 
both  the  Militia  and  Volunteers  will 
take  some  share  in  those  Manoeuvres,  in 
which  also  the  Artillery  and  Engineers 
will  bear  a  more  prominent  part. 

The  next  item  of  increase  is  that  for 
Forage  and  Fuel,  caused  by  higher 
prices ;  and  the  following  one  for  the 
Movement  of  Troops  in  Ireland.  The 
increase  in  Non  -  Effective  Charges 
amounts  to  £70,000,  which  may  appear 
im  excess  of  the  increase  as  shown  in 
the  Estimates  ;  but  the  difference  is  ac- 
counted for  by  a  saving  having  been 
effected  in  the  Purchase  Vote  of  about 
£50,000,  leaving  only  an  apparent  in- 
crease on  the  amount  of  the  Non-Effec- 
tive  Votes  of  £20,000. 

The  last  item  of  increase  is  one  of 
£10,500  for  Huts,  £17,500  being  taken 
as  against  £7,000  provided  last  year. 
We  have  determined  to  proceed  vigor- 
ously with  the  re-construction  of  the 
camps  at  Aldershot,  the  Curragh,  and 
Shorncliffe,  and  those  who  have  seen 
them  will  agree  that  this  measure  is 
of  urgent  necessity. 
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There  is  one  Vote  to  which  I  ought  to 
refer,  and  it  is  the  last.  That  is  the 
apparent  increase  in  the  Vote  for  the 
War  Office.  It  would  appear  on  the 
face  of  the  Estimates,  and  the  circum- 
stance has  been  commented  upon,  that 
there  is  to  be  an  expenditure  of  £16,000 
more  on  the  Establishment  in  Pall  Mall 
and  its  branches.  That  is  not  the  case. 
The  fact  is  that  £13,200,  or  thereabouts, 
is  an  increase  in  this  Vote  and  a  decrease 
in  others,  being  due  to  the  fact  that  the 
whole  consolidated  pay  is  charged  upon 
this  Vote.  The  usual  annual  increments 
of  salary  amount  to  £5,500.  That  makes 
a  total  of  £18,700  ;  but,  in  point  of  fact, 
we  have  made  reductions  in  the  Estab- 
lishment to  the  extent  of  £2,700,  result- 
ing in  the  apparent  increase  of  £16,000, 
as  shown  in  the  Estimates. 

The  Civil  Establishment  of  the  War 
Office  has  lately  been  revised,  and  it  is 
not  my  present  intention  to  undertake 
again  that  critical  and  disagreeable 
task ;  but  the  Head  Quarters  Staff  has 
not  been  revised  for  some  time,  and  I 
am  in  a  position  to  state  that  the  revision 
which  is  now  being  undertaken  will  end 
— though  it  is  not  yet  formally  con- 
cluded— in  a  reduction  of  two  General 
Officers,  at  least,  on  that  Staff.  These 
reductions  will  take  place  as  vacancies 
occur  in  the  list  of  Staff  officers. 

These,  Sir,  are  all  the  figfures  with 
which  I  propose  to  trouble  the  Com- 
mittee as  to  the  detail  of  the  present  Es- 
timates; but,  before  leaving  the  mere 
financial  question,  I  think  it  may  be 
convenient  to  make  some  comparison 
between  the  charges  for  this  and  the 
sister  Service  at  the  present  time  and  in 
past  years.  I  take  the  liberty  of  making 
that  comparison,  because  it  has  been  my 
lot  in  former  years  to  be  responsible  for 
placing  before  the  House,  not  only  the 
Civil  Estimates,  as  Secretary  to  the 
Treasury  many  years  ago,  but  also 
during  two  years  the  Navy  Estimates. 
I  may,  therefore,  without  unduly  taking 
up  the  time  of  the  Committee,  say  a  few 
words  as  to  the  relative  total  charges 
for  the  great  Services. 

I  have  always  held  the  same  language 
in  preparing  and  moving  Estimates, 
that  our  object  should  be  that,  where 
new  charges  occur  in  one  direction,  we 
should  seek  economies  in  other  direc- 
tions. When  abnormal  charges  have  to 
be  met,  we  should  postpone,  if  possible, 
others  which,  thou^  desirable,  are  not 
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absolutely  necessary ;  and  the  time  for 
these  will  come  when  the  special  expen- 
diture ceases.  The  Estimates  of  this  and 
last  year  illustrate  this  principle.  While, 
therefore,  I  think  that,  whoever  occa- 

Eies  my  place  ought  to  do  his  utmost  to 
eep  down  unnecessary  military  expen- 
diture, I  do  not  consider  that  it  is  any 
the  less  incumbent  upon  him,  from  time 
to  time,  to  see  what  relation  that  expen- 
diture bears  to  the  progress  of  the  coun- 
try and  its  Revenue,  so  that  he  may  be 
in  a  position  to  meet  some  of  those  alle- 
gations as  to  inordinate  or  extravagant 
Estimates  which  are  often  made  here 
and  elsewhere. 

I  have,  with  some  pains,  undertaken 
an  examination  of  the  Army  and  Navy 
expenditure  in  past  years,  and  compared 
it  with  the  expenditure  at  the  present 
time,  comparing,  also,  the  population  and 
certain  features  of  the  Revenue  at  the 
same  dates.  I  will  take,  for  the  purposes 
of  comparison,  two  years  in  addition  to 
the  present  year,  both  of  which  are 
reasonable  years  for  that  purpose.  I 
will  take  1858-9,  which  was  the  year 
of  lowest  expenditure  between  the  Cri- 
mean War  and  the  increase  of  charge 
which  arose  subsequently  in  Lord  Pal- 
merston's  second  Administration,  and 
1865-6,  which  was  the  year  of  Lord 
HusselPs  Government,  when  the  high 
Estimates  of  Lord  Palmerston's  Admi- 
nistration reached  their  lowest  point, 
and  just  before  the  great  increase  in 
Lord  Derby's  Government.  I  find 
that,  whereas  in  1858-9  the  net  Army 
and  Navy  expenditure  amounted  to 
£21,300,000,  or  at  the  rate  of  15«.  per 
head  of  the  then  population,  and  in 
1865-6  to  £22,700,000,  or  at  the  rate  of 
15«.  2d.  per  head,  the  net  expenditure 
for  the  Army  and  Navy,  as  shown  under 
the  present  Estimate  of  £25,940,000,  is 
only  14«.  Sd.  per  head  of  the  present 
population  of  the  country. 

I  have  also  made  a  comparison  be- 
tween  the  net  Army  and  Navy  expenditure 
and  the  Revenue  arising  from  one  or 
two  principal  sources  of  receipt.  Now, 
it  is  a  remarkable  circumstance  that, 
over  a  long  series  of  years,  from  which 
I  omit  years  of  war  or  military  expedi- 
tions, the  Army  and  Navy  expenditure 
always  exceeded  by  a  measurable  amount, 
although  not  very  large,  the  total  amount 
of  duties  received  on  fermented  and  spiri- 
tuous liquors — that  is  to  say,  spirits, 
wine,  and  beer.    For  instance,  in  1858-9 
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the  duties  reoeived  from  these  souroes 
amoonted  to  £18,600,000,  and  ike 
net  Army  and  Navy  expenditure  to 
£21,800,000.  In  1865-6  the  duties 
amoonted  to  £21,600,000,  while  the 
net  Army  and  Navy  expenditure  was 
£22,700,000.  Later  on,  however,  this 
race  between  these  duties  and  the  Army 
and  Navy  expenditure  was  won  by  the 
dnties ;  and,  at  the  present  moment,  the 
Anny  and  Navy  expenditure,  amounting 
to  close  upon  £26,000,000,  falls  more 
than  £2,000,000  below  the  amount  of  the 
dnties  on  spirits,  wine,  and  beer,  which 
are  over  £28,000,000.  Again,  if  you 
make  a  comparison  between  the  expen- 
diture for  the  Army  and  Navy  and  what 
will  be  produced  by  the  Income  Tax,  you 
have  this  interesting  result.  In  the  early 
days  of  the  Income  Tax,  and  even  after  it 
was  extended  to  Ireland,  the  Army  and 
Navy  expenditure  amounted  to  an  In- 
come Tax  of  just  It,  6d,  in  the  pound. 
It  has  gradually  fallen  till,  in  the  Esti- 
mates of  this  year,  the  Army  and  Navy 
expenditure  is  just  equal  to  1«.  2d,  in 
the  pound,  or  4d,  in  the  pound  less  than  it 
amounted  toformanyyears.  Thesefigures, 
I  think,  afford  some  food  for  reflection. 
Passing  from  matters  of  finance,  I 
how  come  to  strictly  military  questions. 
Some  of  the  matters  to  which  I  am  about 
to  refer  are  such  as  cannot  be  traced  in 
the  Votes  themselves;  and  I  am  not, 
therefore,  surprised  that  those  who  have 
cursorily  criticized  the  Estimates  have 
not  discovered  them  there.  I  will,  there- 
fore, g^ve  the  Committee  some  explana- 
tions on  these  questions  without  referring 
in  detail  to  the  items  of  the  Estimates. 
First  of  all,  I  should  like  to  explain  what 
has  been  the  result  of  that  change  which 
I  proposed  last  year ;  and  to  which,  I 
confess,  I  attach  almost  higher  import- 
ance than  to  any  other  change  in  our 
military  arrangements  ;  I  mean  what  I 
proposed  to  do  in  order  to  meet,  as  far 
as  we  could,  the  want  of  preparedness 
for  small  wars  about  which  so  much  has 
been  said,  and  which,  to  a  certain  ex- 
tent, must  be  admitted  to  have  existed 
during  previous  years.  It  is  quite  true 
that  when  we  had,  in  the  August  of  the 
year  in  which  we  first  took  Office,  very 
suddenly  to  send  out  a  considerable  force 
to  India  after  the  battle  of  Maiwand, 
and,  again,  when  in  the  early  part  of 
the  following  year  we  had  to  send  out  a 
considerable  force  to  South  Africa,  we 
succeeded  in  despatching    both    those 
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bodies  of  men  without  incurring  the  re- 
marks and  the  censures  which  had  been 
made  on  former  occasions;  but  I  am 
bound  to  admit  that  we  succeeded  at  the 
expense  of  a  serious  dislocation  of  our 
Boster ;  and  that  measure  of  success  did 
not  warrant  me  in  abstaining  from  sub- 
mitting to  Parliament  such  changes  as  I 
thought  should  be  effected  in  order  that 
we  might  be  always  able  to  send  to  dis- 
tant parts,  if  necessaxy,  a  sufficient  force 
for  one  of  these  minor  wars  without  the 
dislocation  which  we  had  experienced. 
And  I  proposed  to  effect  this  oy  adding 
nearly  8,000  men  to  the  Infantry,  by 
which  means  the  regiments  at  the  top  of 
the  Boster  might  be  so  strengthenea  as 
to  give  us  always  a  complete  Anxij  Ck>rps 
ready  for  service. 

The  Oommittee  will  remember  that 
when  we  took  up  this  question  last  year 
we  were  warned  that  the  moment  was  not 
a  propitious  one,  looking  at  the  number 
of  battalions  then  on  foreign  service ;  but^ 
nevertheless,  we  did  tmdertake  the  task, 
and  I  will  now  state  how  we  executed  it. 
Previously  there  stood  first  for  foreign 
service  6  battalions,  each  numbering  800 
rank  and  file,  followed  by  6  other  batta- 
lions, each  numbering  720  rank  and  file, 
the  battalions  in  the  Mediterranean  only 
numbering  600.  What  we  proposed  was 
to  raise  the  first  12  battalions  to  950  rank 
and  file,  8  of  these  with  large  depots  of 
150  each,  and  to  raise  the  battalions  in 
the  Mediterranean  and  the  Colonies  to 
800 ;  and  in  this  way  we  expected  to 
have  18  Line  battalions  always  ready 
for  service,  with  3  battalions  of  the 
Guards  and  the  proper  complement  of 
Artillery  and  Cavalry.  I  do  not  pretend 
to  possess  a  wizard's  wand,  or  to  be  able 
to  convert  a  battalion  of  720  men  into 
one  of  950  at  a  stroke  of  the  pen.  You 
can  only  do  this  in  one  or  two  ways, 
either  by  adding  to  each  battalion  a 
certain  number  of  recruits,  or  by  trans- 
ferring to  it  a  certain  number  of  men 
from  other  regiments.  There  are  objec- 
tions to  either  course,  and  we  had  to  be 
very  careful  to  steer  between  the  diffi- 
culties which  we  should  have  brought 
upon  us  by  using  either  method  too  freely. 

I  think  the  Committee  will  be  in- 
terested to  hear  what  is  the  result  which 
we  have  attained.  As  far  as  the  6  bat- 
talions in  the  Mediterranean  are  con- 
cerned the  operation  has  been  successful; 
they  have  been  raised  to  800  men  each 
of  fair  service.     As  far  as  the  12  bat- 
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talions  at  home  are  concerned,  we  had 
to  bring  them  up  to  950  men  each,  or  a 
total  of  1 1,400  men.  I  am  happy  to  tell 
the  Committee  that  on  Friday  last,  while 
of  those  \2  battalions  some  were  a  little 
over  strength  and  some  a  little  under,  as 
against  the  1 1 ,400  to  which  it  was  neces- 
sary to  raise  them,  they  contained  1 1 ,264 
rank  and  file.  Therefore,  in  a  few  days 
we  shall  have  completed  in  point  of 
numbers  the  operation  designed.  Of 
these  12  battalions  at  home  8  are  in 
camp — 6  at  Aldershot  and  2  at  the 
Curragh :  and  4  are  still  in  barracks, 
some  of  them  I  hope  soon  to  be  trans- 
ferred to  camps,  where  they  will  get  the 
greatest  benefit  in  drill  and  training. 
The  depots,  which,  on  the  average,  are 
about  20  under  strength,  are  also  in- 
creasing from  day  to  day.  Therefore, 
as  regards  numbers,  we  have  succeeded 
in  our  operation;  but  it  is  only  right 
that  I  should  say  that  there  is  still  much 
to  be  done  before  these  battalions  can 
be  considered  in  a  thoroughly  satisfac- 
tory state.  There  is  still  a  larger  pro- 
portion of  younger  troops  than  one  could 
wish ;  but  in  that  respect  every  month 
will  show  improvement.  For  instance, 
the  battalions  going  abroad  next  year 
will  not  be  depleted  this  year  by  drafts 
to  other  battalions  abroad ;  and,  there- 
fore, they  will  daily  contain  an  increasing 
proportion  of  seasoned  troops  and  a 
diminishing  proportion  of  recruits. 

And  now  let  me  state  to  the  Com- 
mittee what  are  the  facts  as  to  the  neces- 
sary number  of  recruits  in  the  ranks.  I 
showed  last  year  that  the  Army  could 
not  be  recruited  except  under  short  ser- 
vice ;  and  though  I  raised  that  service 
from  six  to  seven  or  eight  years,  it  still 
necessarily  involved  a  very  large  annual 
enlistment ;  and  at  the  present  time, 
roughly  speaking,  the  number  of  In- 
fantry recruits  is  something  over  19,000 
per  annum.  The  number  of  Infantry 
battalions  at  home  may  be  taken  as  71, 
and,  with  few  exceptions,  all  recruits  go 
to  them,  generally  through  the  depots 
in  the  first  instance.  If  you  divide  the 
number  of  Infantry  recruits  by  the  num- 
ber of  battalions  at  home,  it  follows  that 
there  will  be  in  ea<;h  of  the  battalions 
at  home,  on  the  average,  nearly  270 
recruits ;  and  as  the  average  strength  of 
the  home  battalions  is  just  under  600,  it 
follows  that  nine-twentieths,  or,  allowing 
for  the  dep6t8,  two-fifths  of  the  rank  and 
file  of  the  battalions  at  home  must  con- 
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sist  of  recruits  in  any  circumstances* 
Of  course,  the  proportion  will  not  be  the 
same  in  all  battalions ;  but  if  there  are 
fewer  recruits  proportionately  in  some, 
as,  for  instance,  in  the  1st  Army  Corps 
when  fully  built  up  and  in  its  normal 
state,  there  must  be  more  in  others ;  and 
those  who  see  a  series  of  regiments  in 
the  various  home  garrisons,  with  what 
appears  to  be  a  disproportionate  number 
of  young  soldiers,  must  remember  that 
this  is  the  case  because,  as  a  rule,  no 
recruits  are  sent  abroad,  it  being  our 
policy  to  maintain  in  India,  our  Colo- 
nies, and  the  1st  Army  Corps  efficient 
battalions  always  fit  for  service. 

Here,  Sir,  I  ought  to  say  something 
about  the  practice  of  calling  for  volun- 
teers from  one  regiment  to  another.  I 
have  explained  that  we  hoped  to  reduce 
this  to  a  minimum,  and,  at  any  rate,  not 
to  employ  it  for  filling  up  the  ranks  of 
regiments  leaving  on  foreigpi  service.  I 
am  happy  to  say  that  in  this  we  have 
been  successful.  Although  to  build  up 
the  battalions  in  the  1st  Army  Corps  it 
has  been  thought  best  to  use  this  means 
to  a  certain  extent,  and  not  to  increase 
their  numbers  solely  by  recruits,  I  am 
in  a  position  to  say  that  no  volunteers 
went  to  any  of  the  Infantry  battalions 
which  proceeded  this  season  to  relieve 
others  on  foreign  service,  and  also  that 
the  drafts  to  this  date  and  up  to  the  end 
of  the  season  will  have  contained  no 
volunteers.  I  may  add  that  the  bat- 
talions going  abroad  as  reliefs  next  year 
are  also  full,  and  will  require  no  volun- 
teers from  other  regiments.  I  trust.  Sir, 
'that  this  statement  will  be  satisfactory 
to  the  House,  and  will  relieve  the  minds 
of  those  who  have  doubted  whether  we 
should  be  able  to  fulfil  the  promises 
about  the  1st  Army  Corps  which  we 
made  last  year. 

This,  Sir,  brings  me  to  the  system 
of  relieving  Infantry  battalions  abroad, 
which  I  explained  to  the  Committee  last 
year.  We  have  most  carefully  discussed 
the  proper  details  of  the  arrangements 
for  this  purpose,  and  there  are  now  in 
the  War  Office  exact  rules  under  which 
it  is  laid  down  of  what  men  each  draft 
is  to  be  composed.  By  that  means  we 
shall  be  enabled  to  keep  the  promise  we 
have  made  to  India,  that  every  man  sent 
there  will  have  a  prospect  of  serving  six 
years.  Some  will  serve  a  little  longer, 
but  the  average  service  will  be  six 
years. 
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I  m«j  iay,  ditto,  that  we  hare  not 
nigleoted  the  other  arrangements  necee- 
eary  for  the  deepatch  of  an  Army  Corps 
in  case  of  emergency ;  an  Army  Corps 
oomprisinff  not  only  Infantry  and 
Oaralry,  but  Engineers,  Artillery,  Am- 
munition BesenreSy  Commissariat,  and 
Sie^  Train.  We  are  now  in  such  a 
position  that,  if  it  were  necessary  to 
deqMitoh  abroad  an  Army  Corps  with  aU 
its  equipment,  it  could  l>e  despatched  as 
eoon  as  the  transports  were  prepared. 

The  Committee  wiU  also  be  glad  to 
know  to  what  extent,  in  point  of  men, 
we^  are  prepared  lor  an  expedition  re- 
quiring more  than  a  single  Army  Corps. 
tn  the  erent  of  onr  being  engaged  in  a 
imat  war,  it  would  be  necessary,  in  the 
first  instance,  to  fall  back  upon  our  Re- 
Mtres,  and  I  think  the  Committee  would 
niah  to  be  informed  of  the  present  oon- 
dition  of  the  most  importuit  of  those 
Beserree — I  mean  the  First  Army  Be- 
•erre.  This  Beserve  has  made  great 
piogrosfl  during  the  last  year.  The 
Committee  will  remember  that  early  in 
the  year  we  invited  a  certain  number  of 
men  to  Tolunteer  from  the  Beserve  to 
join  the  Colours  in  South  Africa,  and 
many  of  these  joined  in  April  and  May. 
This,  of  course,  checked  the  progress  of 
the  Beserve.  But,  starting  from  the  Ist 
of  May  and  down  to  the  Ist  of  the 
present  month  of  March,  a  period  of  10 
months,  I  find  that  there  went  to  the 
Beserve  from  the  Army  7,126  men; 
that,  on  the  other  hand,  2,266  were  dis- 
charged from  the  Beserve ;  so  that  there 
was  a  net  increase  to  the  Beserve  of 
4,860  men,  or  nearly  500  a-month — that 
is  to  say,  at  the  rate  of  6,000  a-year. 
And  I  must  remind  the  Committee  that 
up  to  the  present  time,  in  consequence 
of  the  short- service  system  in  the  Artil- 
lery and  Cavalry  commencing  later  than 
in  the  Infantry,  and  the  short  service 
itself  in  those  arms  having  been  some- 
what longer,  we  have  as  yet  no  con- 
siderable number  of  men  in  the  Beserve 
from  these  two  sources.  They  will  begin 
to  join  the  Beserve  in  greater  numbers 
next  year,  and  we  may  then  anticipate 
that  the  Beserve  will  be  increased  more 
rapidly.  And  perhaps  I  may  say  that 
since  the  1st  of  July  we  have  added  to 
the  Beserve,  out  of  the  number  of  men 
that  I  have  stated,  about  2,800  who 
were  allowed,  under  the  arrangements 
of  last  year,  to  join  it  before  completing 
their    six    years'    Army  service.     The 


present  strength  of  the  Beserve  is  25. 121 
men.  These  would  make  up  71  bat- 
talions, the  ordinary  number  of  Infantry 
battalions  at  home,  to  1,000  men,  with- 
out calling  on  the  depdts  or  on  the 
Militia  Bmerve.  I  do  not  say  that  this 
is  the  exact  way  in  which  they  would  be 
employed;  but  it  shows  how  rapidly 
the  ranks  oould  be  filled  up  on  an 
emerffenoy. 

Before  I  pass  from  the  Military  Estab- 
lishments I  will  state  one  or  two  pro- 
posals which  are  indicated  in  the  present 
Estimates,  and  as  to  some  of  which 
Papers  will  be  distributed  to-morrow. 
It  may  be  remembered  that  last  year  we 
proposed  that  the  12  battalions  of  950 
men  should  be  followed  in  the  Bosterby 
4  battalions  of  850  men  each ;  4  of  650 
men  each ;  8  of  500,  and  43  of  480.  We 
have  made  a  change  of  some  importance 
in  this  scale.  It  was  practically  found 
that  the  jumps  from  500  to  650  and  from 
650  to  850  were  inconveniently  large. 
We  have,  therefore,  altered  the  Estab- 
lishment by  making  no  jump  of  more 
than  100  men,  so  that,  instead  of  the 
numbers  as  I  have  given  them,  we  shall 
have  4  battalions  of  850  men  eaoh^  4  of 
750,  4  of  650,  4  of  550,  7  of  500,  and  87 
of  450.  The  result  is  that  as  four  bat- 
talions go  abroad  every  year,  each  bat- 
talion, sheT  it  reaches  ike  550  strength, 
will  annually  be  increased  by  100  men, 
until  by  a  gradual  ascent  it  reaches  the 
number  of  950  men. 

With  regard  to  the  Cavalry,  we  have 
had  to  consider  how  we  should  meet  the 
inevitable  effect  of  short  service,  which 
begins  to  operate  this  year,  or  will  do  so, 
at  any  rate,  next  year.  The  result  of 
that  change  will  be  that  a  larger  num- 
ber of  recruits  will  be  required  to  keep 
up  the  Cavalry  strength.  There  are 
several  ways  by  which  we  might  secure 
this.  We  might  leave  the  present  system 
intact,  but  with  larger  depots;  and,  there- 
fore, an  increase  in  the  number  of  men. 
Or,  secondly,  we  might  leave  the  present 
organization  and  numbers,  but  attach  to 
regiments  at  home  the  depots  for  regi- 
ments abroad.  Or  we  might  divide  the 
Cavalry  into  brigades  of  three  regiments, 
oue  for  service  abroad,  one  in  readiness 
for  service,  and  one  devoted  to  purposes 
of  recruiting  and  training.  Or,  fourthly, 
we  might  reduce  the  number  of  reg^i- 
ments.  To  the  first  and  last  plans  I  was 
most  reluctant  to  assent ;  and  we  accord'- 
ingly  appointed  a    strong  Committee^ 
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conBisting  of  Generals  Wardlaw,  Fraser, 
Bulwer,  Sir  F.  FitzWygram,  and  Mr. 
Knox,  to  examine  the  two  other  plans. 
We  have  considered  their  Beport,  which 
was  unanimousljin  favour  of  the  brigade 
plan;  but  the  subject  is  beset  with  so 
much  difficulty  that  I  think  an  oppor- 
tunity should  be  given  for  further  con- 
sideration, especially  as  it  is  not  abso- 
lutely necessary  to  make  any  change  this 
year.  Next  year,  however,  it  will  be 
necessary  for  us  to  make  some  proposal 
to  Parliament. 

With  respect  to  the  Artillery,  it  has 
been  necessary  to  act  without  delay. 
There  are  several  concurring  causes 
which  have  compelled  us  to  consider 
seriously  the  question  of  Artillery  orga- 
nization. The  first  is  that  the  introduc- 
tion of  short  service  necessitates  a  larger 
number  of  recruits ;  the  second  is  the 
absence  of  localization ;  and  the  third  is 
the  decision  of  the  Government  of  India 
considerably  to  reduce  the  force  of  Artil- 
lery in  that  country.  I  appointed  a  very 
strong  Committee  to  investigate  this 
question  also.  On  their  Report  we  have 
arranged  that  there  shall  be  11  fixed 
Artillery  depots  in  the  military  districts 
of  the  United  Kingdom,  chiefly  at  or 
near  the  coast,  and,  if  possible,  at  the 
same  stations  as  the  head- quarters  of  a 
regiment  of  Artillery  Militia.  They  will 
be  assisted  in  recruiting  by  the  Infantry 
depots  of  the  district.  All  recruits  will 
be  retained  a  short  time  at  the  depots 
and  taught  dismounted  duties.  The 
field  and  garrison  batteries  will  be  di- 
vided into  groups,  some  batteries  at 
home  and  some  abroad,  and  designated 
after  their  district.  Becruits  will  be 
supplied  from  the  disti-ict  depots.  The 
batteries  abroad  will  be  supplied  by 
drafts  from  home,  and  ultimately  be  re- 
lieved precisely  in  the  same  manner  as 
in  the  Infantry.  Batteries  in  the  1st 
Army  Corps  will  not  supply  drafts  to 
the  batteries  abroad.  Thus,  although 
in  name  enlisted  for  the  whole  regiment, 
so  far  as  possible,  men  will  be  kept  in 
their  own  district  batteries.  The  l^itia 
Artillery  will  become  Boyal,  and,  as  in 
the  Infantry,  be  the  junior  brigades  of 
the  Artillery  of  their  district,  their  re- 
oruits  being  trained  with  those  of  the 
Begular  Force.  The  Horse  Artillery 
will  not .  be  localized,  but  remain,  as 
now,  with  a  double  depot  at  Woolwich. 
I  hope,  Sir,  that  the  new  ties  and  asso- 
cnatioiis  thus  formed  will  unite  to  their 
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common  benefit  the  Boyal  and  Militia 
Artillery,  and  will  enable  us  to  secure 
what  is  so  much  wanted — a  full  and 
satisfactory  supply  of  recruits. 

I  will  pass  now  from  these  questions 
of  organization  to  one  or  two  others 
connected  with  the  changes  of  last  year. 
In  the  first  place,  the  Committee  will 
remember  that  we  greatly  improved  the 
condition  and  prospects  of  the  non-com- 
missioned officers  of  the  Army.  The 
result  of  this  change  has  already  been 
eminently  satisfactory.  I  called  at  Christ- 
mas for  Beports  as  to  the  effect  of  our 
measures,  both  on  existing  non-commis- 
sioned officers,  as  reg^ards  their  willing- 
ness to  extend  their  service,  and  on  the 
men  as  to  their  desire  to  become  non- 
commissioned officers.  About  one-third 
of  the  general  officers  and  commanding 
officers  consulted  have  reported  that 
g^od  results  in  both  respects  were  already 
apparent ;  while,  in  other  cases,  sufficient 
time  had  not  elapsed  to  enable  a  judg- 
ment to  be  formed.  In  no  case  were 
the  Beports  unfavourable. 

I  wish  to  refer  to  another  matter — 
that  of  the  employment  in  the  Civil  Ser- 
vice of  non-commissioned  officers — a  sub- 
ject which  was  considered  by  a  Commit- 
tee, of  which  I  had  the  honour  to  be 
Chairman  during  two  Sessions  of  the 
last  Parliament,  and  with  respect  to 
which  I  was  pressed  a  good  deal  last 
Session  to  state  the  intention  of  the  (Go- 
vernment. We  have  made  some  pro- 
gress. The  matter  is  now  under  con- 
sideration of  other  Departments ;  and  I 
hope,  before  the  end  of  the  Session,  to 
be  able  to  tell  the  House  what  will  be 
done. 

In  reference  to  the  condition  of  re- 
cruiting, I  was  extremely  sorry  to  be 
unable  to  place  the  last  Beport  of  the 
Inspector  General  in  the  hands  of  hon. 
Members  this  evening;  but  I  hope  it 
will  be  in  their  possession  to-morrow. 
I  will,  however,  refer  to  the  principal 
features  of  last  year's  recruiting.  It 
must  be  remembered  that  in  July  we 
raised  the  minimum  age  from  18  to  19, 
and  the  length  of  service  fron  six  to 
seven  or  eight  years.  More  recruits 
were  raised  in  purely  regimental  dis- 
tricts than  were  ever  known  before,  51 
per  cent  being  appointed  to  the  terri- 
torial regiments;  and  this  in  spite  of 
the  changes  in  the  Boster  and  re-linking. 
A  larger  number  has  also  come  from  the 
Militia  than  during  the  last  three  ^ears. 
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and,  though  there  have  been  Bome,  there 
hftTe  been  fewer  oases  of  men  passed 
oardeady.  As  to  the  condition  of  the 
xecmita,  there  is  admitted,  on  all  sides, 
to  be  a  great  improvement,  both  in 
dijaiqne  and  in  intelligence.  General 
Toraena  says  he  considers  the  dass  of 
reemita  who  hare  joined  in  his  district 
(Cbrk)  from  January  to  December  have 
been  satisfactory  both  in  intelligence 
and  physique ;  in  many  cases  they  have 
had  to  mace  long  marches  in  very  bad 
weather,  and  the  percentage  that  have 
lUIen  out  is  almost  m7.  Oeneral  Bulwer, 
in  the  Beport,  says — 

**  TntftlTigent  and  ednoated  young  men  are 
iMgnming  to  think  that  the  Army  holds  out  a 
flood  opening  for  them,  and  that  many  are 
^jiaing  with  the  hope  and  intention  of  heocnning 
Bon^oommiasioned  offioera." 

The  waste  of  the  Army  was  2,000  less 
fhan  in  the  preceding  year,  and  the 
net  loss  from  desertion  724  less.  The 
number  of  invalids  discharged  in  the 
year  was  287  against  339  m  1880.  I 
may  say  that,  in  the  machinery  of  re- 
omiting,  we  hope  shortly  to  establish  a 
better  system  than  the  present  one,  and 
already  a  better  system  of  remuneration 
haa  been  introduced;  but  we  do  not 
propose  to  make  any  other  changes  this 
vear.  I  confess  I  should  have  liked  to 
have  raised,  as  we  almost  might  have 
done,  the  minimum  age  from  19  to  19} ; 
and  I  hope  we  may  be  able,  before  long, 
to  raise  it  to  20  years.  That  I  look 
upon  as  one  of  the  most  important  of  all 
reforms ;  but  it  would  be  a  great  mis- 
take to  carry  it  out  till  we  are  quite  cer- 
tain of  success,  and  I  do  not  think  that 
at  the  present  time  we  could  safely  do 
it.  We  have,  however,  been  able  to 
introduce  one  improvement — namely,  to 
require,  in  certain  cases,  evidence  of 
character ;  and  this,  I  believe,  will  have 
a  beneficial  efiEect.  In  the  Militia  the 
quality  of  the  recruits  has  greatly  im- 
proved, the  number  of  absentees  fallen 
off,  and  the  waste  diminished. 

I  pass  now  from  this  subject  to  an- 
other very  important  matter — I  mean 
the  recent  changes  as  to  the  number, 
the  pay,  and  the  retirement  of  officers. 
The  general  features  of  what  I  proposed 
to  Parliament  last  year  were  a  reduction 
in  the  number  of  regimental  officers,  the 
almost  entire  abolition  of  compulsory 
retirement  at  the  age  of  40,  its  operation 
virtually  commencing  at  55,  and  a  re- 
duction in  the  number  of  general  officers. 


The  additional  cost  of  this  change,  as 
estimated  last  year,  has  not  been  reached. 
The  Estimate  was  a  full  (me,  and  it  is 
satisfactory  to  know  that  we  shall  not 
quite  spend  the  whde  of  the  Vote.  The 
change  involves  an  extremely  difficult 
and  complicated  operation,  one  of  the 
most  difficult,  all  things  considered,  that 
can  be  undertaken;  but  there  have  been 
comparatively  verv  few  complaints,  and 
man^  of  these  will  be  met  by  the  modi- 
fication of  the  Warrant  of  June  last, 
which  received  the  Queen's  approval  a 
£ew  weeks  uo.  The  number  of  general 
officers  on  June  80th  of  last  year,  not 
including  Indian  Officers  and  Marines, 
was-  343,  and  it  is  proposed  to  reduce 
them  ultimately  to  119,  or  if  the  late 
Indian  Artillery  and  Engineers  (which 
are  in  pron^dss  of  amalffamation  with 
the  British  list)  be  included,  there  were 
397,  to  be  ultimately  reduced  to  140. 
The  present  number  is  170,  and  the 
reduced  number  wUl  be  very  nearly 
reached  about  the  end  of  the  financial 
year  1 883-4.  The  number  of  regimental 
officers  on  June  SOth  of  last  year  was 
about  5,600,  and  ultimately  there  will 
be  only  5,150;  at  present  they  num« 
ber  5,350.  We  did  not  discontinue 
the  entry  of  officers;  but  only  dimi- 
nished it,  and  so  spread  the  whole  of 
the  reduction  over  several  years  till  it 
will  be  complete  in  the  financial  year 
1884-5. 

Some  remarks  were  made  last  year  as 
to  the  supposed  unnecessary  first  ex- 
penditure in  connection  with  so  large  a 
scheme  for  the  retirement  of  officers,  and 
I  met  the  objections  then  by  saying  that 
I  had  had  similar  experience  in  the  Naval 
Promotion  and  Hetirement  Scheme  of 
1870,  and  that,  in  that  case,  though 
there  was  an  immediate  increase  of  ex- 
penditure, great  economy  would  result 
in  the  long  run.  I  have  obtained,  by  the 
kindness  of  my  noble  Friend  (the  Earl 
of  Northbrook),  an  accurate  account  of 
the  result  of  that  operation  up  to  the 
present  time.  I  find  that  in  1869,  the 
year  before  the  change  was  made,  there 
were  3,383  executive  and  navigating 
officers  on  the  Active  List,  and  1,589  on 
the  Betired  List,  making  altogether 
4,972  officers,  whose  pay,  half-pay,  and 
retirement  amounted  to  £963,000.  At 
the  present  time  the  Active  List  contaius 
2,218,andtheBetiredLi8t  1,575,  allow- 
ing for  officers  who  have  commuted, 
making  altogether  3,793  officers;  and 
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the  annual  cost  is  £895,000,  so  that 
there  is  already  an  annual  saving  of 
£68,000,  and  when  the  number  of  re- 
tired officers  is  normal,  it  will  amount  to 
from  £150,000  to  £200,000.  But  while 
this  saving  has  been  effected  on  the  one 
hand,  the  change  has  been  of  great  ad- 
vantage to  the  officers  themselves  on 
the  other;  because,  while  in  1869  the 
average  pay  or  retired  pay  of  the  officers 
was  £194,  it  is  now  £236,  or  an  increase 
of  £42  per  annum.  I  give  this  to  the 
Committee  as  an  illustration  of  the  ulti- 
mate effect  of  carrying  out  a  plan  very 
similar  in  general  outline  to  that  which 
we  adopted  last  year  with  respect  to  the 
Army. 

In  connection  with  this  subject,  there 
have  been  some  complaints  made  as  to 
the  supersession  of  officers  of  Artillery 
and  Engineers,  under  the  Warrant  of 
June  1881.  I  inquired  into  the  case 
with  much  care,  and  I  was  satisfied  that 
there  were  some  grounds  for  those  com- 
plaints, but  not  for  the  considerable 
remedy  proposed,  which  would  have 
been  unfair  to  many  Line  officers.  I 
have,  however,  made  two  changes  in  the 
Corrigenda  Warrant,  one  making  cap- 
tains of  Artillery  majors  in  the  Army 
after  20  years*  service,  having  regard 
to  the  20  years'  rule  about  Engineers ; 
and  the  other  giving  the  Army  rank 
of  lieutenant-colonel  after  seven  years' 
regimental  service  to  majors  of  Artillery 
and  of  Engineers  who  reached  that  rank 
before  October  1877.  These  two  changes 
will  practically  meet  the  ^ievance  that 
we  have  in  connection  with  the  Artillery 
and  the  Engineers. 

I  have  now  gone  through  all  the 
principal  changes  which  I  explained  to 
the  House  last  year,  and  given  the  Com- 
mittee the  result  of  those  changes.  There 
are  a  few  other  matters  about  which  I 
wish  to  give  some  information — ques- 
tions which  have  arisen  since  last  year, 
and  about  which  we  are  engaged  at  the 
present  time. 

As  far  as  officers  are  concerned,  we 
have  under  consideration  at  this  moment, 
but  not  completed,  improvements  in  con- 
nection with  entrance  into  the  Army, 
bringing  into  greater  harmony  the  en- 
trance by  Sandhurst  and  by  Woolwich, 
and  through  the  Militia,  both  as  to  age 
and  examinations.  We  have  not  com- 
pleted these  changes ;  but  before  the  end 
of  the  Session  I  hope  to  be  able  to  an- 
BOimoe  them. 

Jfr.  Childert 


We  have  g^ven  very  careful  attention 
to  a  subject  of  considerable  public  in- 
terest— I  mean  the  expense  of  regi- 
mental messes.  The  attention  of  general 
officers  and  officers  commanding  re^- 
ments  has  been  called  to  the  necessity 
of  regulating  the  mess  charges  to  officers 
with  a  view  to  economy,  and  in  order 
that  those  who  have  not  large  private 
means  may  be  able  to  live  within  the 
limits  of  their  income.  This  refers  not 
only  to  ordinary  mess  charges,  as  to 
which  officers  should  be  able  to  have 
their  three  daily  meals  for  4«.,  but  to  in- 
cidental expenses  and  subscriptions.  Re- 
ports on  this  subject  will  be  received 
from  every  general  and  commanding 
officer  next  month. 

We  have  also  appointed  a  Committee, 
under  Sir  Garnet  Wolseley,  to  inquire 
whether  the  expenses  of  officers  might 
not  be  reduced  by  furniture  and  mess 
property  being  found  by  the  public,  as 
in  the  Navy — officers,  of  course,  being 
charged  a  percentage.  At  present,  ex- 
cept a  table  and  two  chairs,  an  officer's 
quarter  is  bare ;  and  he  is  bound  to 
carry  about  with  him  portable  f  umiturOi 
often  of  a  very  expensive  kind,  beds, 
chairs,  baths,  chests  of  drawers,  wash- 
hand-stands,  &c.  This  is  not  only  burden- 
some to  officers,  but  entails  great  ex- 
pense on  the  public,  every  officer  being 
allowed  many  hundredweights  of  bag- 
gage, from  9  cwt.  to  a  subaltern  up- 
wards. So  also  every  mess  has  to  trans- 
port plate,  crockery,  glass,  and  all  the 
details  of  an  establishment  at  great  cost 
to  Government  and  the  mess  itself.  All 
this  employs  men  on  fatigue  duties,  and 
is  a  hindrance  to  quick  movements.  The 
chief  objection  to  change  is  the  first  cost ; 
but  the  Committee  will,  it  is  hoped,  pro- 
pose a  reasonable  system. 

So  far  as  the  men  are  concerned,  the 
first  important  change  which  we  have 
introduced  relates  to  canteens.  Formerly 
canteens  were  often  let  to  contractors ; 
but  some  years  ago  they  were  generally 
handed  over  to  regimental  charge,  the 
profits  being  devoted  to  the  amusements 
and  comforts  of  the  men  and  their  fami- 
lies. Kecreation  rooms  and  coffee  bars 
have  also  been  generally  established, 
and  shops  where  groceries  and  other 
articles  can  be  got.  There  have  been 
great  varieties  in  practice ;  but  the 
shops,  and  often  the  recreation  rooms, 
have  usually  been  connected  with  the 
canteens.    It  is  proposed  to  separate 
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altogether  the  shops  and  recreation 
zooms  from  the  canteens  and  attach  the 
coflbe  bars  to  the  former.  -The  canteen 
will  be  almost  exdnsivelj  used  for  the 
sale  of  bojBr  at  a  moderate  profit,  the 
ooffee  bar  and  the  shop  being  merely 
■elf*8apporting.  There  will  be  a  com- 
mittee of  three  in  every  battalion,  one 
jonior  officer  supervising  the  conduct  of 
the  canteen ;  another  that  of  the  coffee 
biyr,  shop,  and  recreation  room ;  and  a 
superior  officer  exercising  general  super- 
vision. This  has  been  stoongly  recom- 
mended in  many  quarters,  and  the  ar- 
rangement will  be  very  beneficial  to  the 


Another  matter  we  have  had  to  con- 
sider 18  the  effect  of  short  service  on  the 
marriage  of  men,  and  on  the  provision 
for  children  and  for  pensioners.  Short 
service  has  already  produced  consider- 
able changes  in  these  respects,  and  we 
have  thought  it  right  to  prepare  for  still 
greater  changes  to  come.  With  this 
object^  we  have  appointed  a  Committee 
to  examine  into  tne  two  pensioner  hos- 

S'tals  at  Chelsea  and  Kilmainham,  and 
le  Duke  of  York's  School  at  Chelsea 
and  the  Hibernian  School ;  and  they  will 
eonsider  the  effect  of  the  great  diminu- 
tions in  the  calls  on  these  institutions, 
which  must  inevitably  come  before  long. 
With  respect  to  marriage,  I  hope,  when 
short  service  becomes  universal,  that  it 
will  not  be  necessary  to  provide  for  the 
marriage  of  any  considerable  number  of 
men,  except  non-commissioned  officers. 
In  point  of  expense,  I  believe  the  pro- 
bable reduction  in  the  percentage  of 
married  men  will  save  the  country,  in 
transport  and  other  charges,  sdknething 
like  £50,000  a-year.  To  this  subject 
we  are  giving  our  best  attention. 

Great  inconvenience  and  expense  to 
both  officers  and  men  have  hitherto  been 
caused  by  what  appears  to  us  the  un- 
necessary frequency  in  the  movement  of 
troops  from  one  station  to  another.  Of 
course,  there  are  circumstances  in  Ire- 
land and  elsewhere  for  which  no  precise 
rule  can  be  laid  down ;  but  we  have 
arrived  at  the  conclusion  that  where 
these  circumstances  do  not  exist,  regi- 
ments or  battalions  ought  not  to  be 
moved  oftener  than  every  two  years. 

With  regard  to  the  efforts  for  the  im- 
provement of  the  shooting  of  the  Army, 
we  appointed  a  Committee  last  year  to 
inquire  into  the  matter;  and  although  a 
great  deal  of  the  Beport  of  that  Com- 


mittee was  necessarily  confidential,  and, 
therefore,  I  could  not  lay  it  ifpqn  the 
Table,  yet  we  have  been  able  u>  adopt 
certain  of  the  recommendations  it  con- 
tained—a proceeding  that  will,  of  course, 
involve  some  additional  charge.- 
I  was  asked  to-day  by  the  hon.  and 

ent  Member  for  East  Suffolk  (Colonel 
e)  what  had  been  done  with  regard 
to  the  very  important  sulneot  of  an  im- 
proved uniform  for  the  Army  when  on 
active  service,  which  he  has  frequently 
brought  forward  during  the  last  few 
years.  The  first  element  of  the  question 
was  to  decide  whether  any  change  should 
be  made  in  the  colour  of  the  present 
uniform,  and  whether  that  which  was 
the  least  conspicuous  should  be  selected 
for  general  use  on  active  service.  We 
have  appointed  a  Oqmmittee  to  consider 
the  subject,  among  the  Members  of 
which  are  Professor  Stokes  and  Pro- 
fessor Abel,  and  they  are  now  making 
the  necessaxy  inquiries  with  r^^rd  to  it. 

Turning  to  the  Auxiliary  !]^rpes,  we 
propose  Uiat  a  portion  of  the  ])f  ilitia 
Keserve  should  be  trained  this  year 
with  the  Line  battalions  of  thair  terri- 
torial regiments.  We  are  also  going^  to 
do  what  will  be  hailed  with  satisfaction 
by  the  Militia — namely,  to  issue  to  them, 
for  the  first  time,  between  80,000  and 
90,000  Martini-Henry  rifles,  as  we  have 
now  a  sufficient  number  of  those  weapons 
in  store.  We  were  pressed  to  do  the 
same  for  the  Volunteers ;  but  we  must 
begin,  in  the  first  place,  with  the 
Militia. 

We  have  made  a  new  arrangement 
with  regard  to  the  Militia  recruits. 
Where  the  Militia  quarters  are  at  the 
depot  centre,  the  recruits  are  to  go 
there  to  be  trained  at  once  on  enrol- 
ment, instead  of  having  to  wait  until  the 
usual  time  when  their  regiments  are 
called  out.  We  hope  that  this  will  not 
only  bring  more  recruits  to  the  Militia, 
but  also  strengthen  the  union  with  the 
Line,  and  bring  more  men  to  the  Line 
also.  We  expect  to  be  able  to  arrange 
for  six  or  eight  battalions  of  the  Militia 
joining  in  the  Autumn  Mauoeuvres  this 
year,  and  we  propose  to  establieh  two 
Militia  submarme  mining  companies  at 
Plymouth  and  Chatham  similar  to  those 
at  Portsmouth. 

With  regard  to  the  Volunteers,  there 
are  two  or  three  improvemeuts  contem- 
plated, which  I  will  now  explain.  First, 
we  propose  to  increase  the  camp  allow- 
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ance  by  £10,000,  so  as  to  allow  some 
20,000  more  men  to  go  into  camp  ;  and, 
Becondlj,  we  propose  to  increase  the 
capitation  grant  for  officers  passing  in 
tactics  from  50«.  to  60«.  We  intend 
also  to  invite  15,000  men  to  join  the 
Manoeuvres ;  and  although  we  are  un- 
able to  issue  the  Martini- Henry  rifle  to 
the  Force  generally,  we  propose  to  grant 
4,500  instead  of  3,000  for  match  shoot- 
ing. We  are  unable  to  recommend  the 
issue  of  greatcoats  generally  to  the 
Volunteers;  but  we  propose  that,  as 
regards  capes,  they  may  obtain  them  by 
payments  spread  over  three  years. 

It  will  be  remembered  that  last  year 
the  regiments  of  Infantry  Militia  were 
made  3rd  and  4th  battalions  of  the  terri- 
torial regiments,  and  we  took  power, 
under  the  Army  Act  of  last  Session,  to 
make  similar  arrangements  as  regards 
the  Volunteers.  We  do  not  propose  to 
make  any  change  in  the  character  of  the 
Force,  except  that,  instead  of  being 
merely  described  as  located  in  the  terri- 
torial districts,  the  Rifle  Corps  will  be- 
come Volunteer  battalions  of  the  terri- 
torial regiments ;  and  we  propose  that 
the  officers  of  their  permanent  Staff 
should,  as  far  as  possible,  be  drawn 
from  the  regiments  to  which  they  will 
belong. 

If  I  had  time — and,  at  half-past  2  in 
the  morning,  I  am  sure  the  Committee 
is  tired — I  should  like  to  say  something 
about  one  suggestion  in  connection  with 
the  Volunteers,  which  we  do  not  propose 
to  adopt  at  present,  but  which  we  should 
like  the  different  corps  to  consider.  At 
present  the  Volunteer  is  called  efficient 
if  he  shoots  away  60  rounds,  and  his 
corps  receives  its  capitation  grant  ac- 
cordingly. What  we  should  like  to  do 
would  he  to  carry  out  an  arrangement, 
under  which  the  test  of  efficiency  would 
not  be  merely  shooting  away  so  many 
rounds,  but  obtaining  certain  points  in 
marksmanship.  We  do  not  wish  to  save 
anything  in  the  amount  of  the  capitation 
grant ;  but  I  think  we  may,  in  flie  way 
suggested,  greatly  improve  the  efficiency 
of  the  Volunteers. 

I  have  now  gone  through  the  different 
heads  of  the  Estimates.  I  have  shown 
the  effect  of  past  proposals,  what  changes 
we  have  determined  to  propose  to  Par- 
liament, and  what  subjects  we  have  un- 
der consideration.  I  fear  I  may  have 
iinduly  detained  the  Committee  at  this 
latehoar;  but  the  interests  at  stake  are  so 
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vant  that  they  justify  a  full  explanation 
by  the  Minister.  I  hope  the  Committee 
will  accept  what  I  have  said  as  showing 
a  sincere  desire  on  our  part  to  do  all  we 
can  for  the  efficiency  of  Her  Majesty's 
Forces,  and  will  believe  that,  if  we  fail 
in  any  respect,  it  will  not  be  from  want 
of  will ;  and  for  myself  I  may  truly  say 
that  it  will  be  my  earnest  duty,  so  long 
as  I  hold  my  present  Office,  to  promote 
the  strength,  efficiency,  and  popularity 
of  the  Army,  Militia,  and  Volunteers. 

(I.)  Motion  made,  and  Question  pro- 
posed, 

'*  That  a  number  of  Land  Forces,  not  exceed- 
ing 132,905,  all  ranks,  be  maintained  for  the 
Service  of  the  United  Kingdom  of  Great  Britain 
and  Ireland  at  Home  and  Abroad,  excluding 
Her  Majesty's  Indian  Possessions,  during  the 
year  ending  on  the  31st  day  of  March  1883.*' — 
{Mr.  Childera.) 

Sir  ROBERT  LOYD  LINDSAY 
said,  he  thought  it  would  not  be  possible 
for  the  Committee  now  to  go  into  the 
complicated,  though  clear.  Statement  of 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman ;  but  he  wished 
to  ascertain  the  position  in  which  hon. 
Members  would  be  placed  with  refer- 
ence to  the  future  discussion  of  this 
Statement.  He  hoped  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  would  be  able  to  inform  the 
Committee  on  what  early  occasion  they 
would  have  an  opportunity  of  going  into 
the  Statement.  Of  course,  when  the  first 
Votes  were  taken,  £4,000,000  would  be 
at  the  command  of  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman ;  and  then,  to  a  certain  extent, 
the  House  would  be  at  the  mercy  of  the 
Government  for  the  rest  of  the  Session, 
and  so  t^ey  might  not  get  a  discussion 
until  a  very  late  day. 

Mr.  CHILDERS  :  I  may  repeat  what 
I  said  at  the  very  commencement  of  my 
Statement.  What  I  said  was  that  we 
proposed  to  resume  the  discussion  of  the 
Army  Estimates  in  such  a  way  that 
every  point  I  have  mentioned,  and  all 
other  points  and  suggestions,  may  be 
fully  discussed,  so  far  as  we  are  con- 
cerned, on  the  first  day  after  the  Easter 
Recess ;  and  that  we  would  not  allow 
any  legislative  matter  to  interfere  with 
our  taking  the  discussion  then,  and  we 
do  not  anticipate  any  other  impediment ; 
but  if  any  unforeseen  impediment  should 
arise,  we  will  take  the  first  day  after  that 
the  circumstances  will  permit.  The  exact 
day  cannot  be  stated  until  we  know  when 
the  Easter  Recess  will  be.  Taking  the 
first  Vote  will  not  preclude  the  fuU  dis- 
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ouBsion  of  any  questions  arising  on  the 
whole  Estimates. 

Lord  EUSTACE  CECIL  said,  he  felt 
very  much  obliged  to  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman;  but  he  did  not  think  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman's  Statement  re- 
moved the  difficulty.  He  was  quite  cer- 
tain that  the  Secretary  of  State  for  War 
was  perfectly  loyal ;  but  he  had  not 
stated  upon  what  any  discussion  would  be 
taken.  When  the  Committee  had  voted 
the  Money  Vote,  they  would  have  put  it 
out  of  their  power,  unless  the  Chairman 
should  rule  otherwise,  to  discuss  Army 
questions.  If  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
would  show  them  out  of  the  difficulty, 
then  it  would  be  for  them  to  consider 
whether  they  could  accept  his  proposal. 
He  himself  should  be  happy  to  accept 
any  proposal;  but  he  would  suggest 
that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  should 
now  take  a  portion  of  the  Vote  on 
Account — say  £2,000,000,  or  any  other 
sum  he  liked — and  then  the  Committee 
could  have  a  discussion  upon  what  re- 
mained to  be  voted.  He  thought  that 
would  be  in  Order,  and  in  accordance 
with  the  traditions  of  the  House ;  but 
he  would  appeal  to  the  Chairman  for  a 
ruling.   

Mb.  CHILDERS  said,  he  had  been  a 
good  many  years  in  the  House,  and  he 
remembered .  many  occasions  on  which, 
with  respect  to  both  the  Army  and  the 
Navy  Votes,  it  was  distinctly  understood 
that  the  taking  of  the  I  st  Vote  did  not 
preclude  the  discussion  of  any  question 
affecting  it.  Although  Vote  1  was  for 
Pay,  there  were  the  Votes  for  Provisions, 
Transport  Stores,  and  Auxiliary  Forces, 
on  which  every  question  of  organization 
could  be  raised.  With  respect  to  taking 
a  Vote  on  Account,  he  could  not  imagine 
a  Minister  who  would  not  naturally 
be  very  much  tempted  by  the  idea; 
but  he  hoped  the  House  would  not  re- 
cognize the  adoption  of  that  course  on 
any  occasion.  The  effect  would  be  to 
lead  a  Minister  to  come  to  Parliament 
early  in  the  Session,  and  say — **  Give 
me  a  Vote  on  Account,  and  we  will  dis- 
cuss the  Estimates  generally  later  on  ;  " 
and  in  that  way  there  would'  never  be 
any  security  as  to  the  time  when  the 
entire  policy  of  the  Army  Estimates 
would  be  brought  forward  by  the  Mi- 
nister. He  had  distinctly  promised  an 
early  day  for  this  discussion,  and  that, 
he  thought,  would  give  the  Committee 
the  fullest  opportunity  of  discussing  the 


Estimates.  He  strongly  deprecated  any 
introduction  of  the  system  of  voting 
money  on  account  for  either  the  Army 
or  the  Navy. 

Mr.  SCLATEE  -  booth  said,  he 
thought  there  was  so  much  objection  felt 
in  the  House  to  taking  Votes  on  Account 
that  there  would  be  little  likelihood  of 
a  future  Minister  of  War  adopting  such 
a  system ;  but  he  put  it  to  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  whether,  on  his  own  showing, 
his  comprehensive  Statement  could  be 
answered  except  upon  this  Vote  for  Men  ? 
There  was  no  security  that  the  whole  of 
the  other  Votes  would  be  taken  at  the 
time  proposed;  and,  therefore,  hon.  Gen- 
tlemen would  be  in  a  position  of  g^eat 
difficulty  in  regard  to  answering  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman's  Statement.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  deprecated  the 
taking  of  a  Vote  on  Account ;  but  was 
not  this  Vote  of  £4,000,000  practically 
treated  as  a  Vote  on  Account  for  six 
months'  service?  In  point  of  fact,  as 
far  as  the  Committee  were  concerned,  the 
Army  Service  could  be  carried  on  for 
that  period  without  any  further  Vote ; 
and,  therefore,  if  the  Government  de- 
sired the  discussion  to  take  place  without 
prejudice,  they  would  take  a  Vote  of 
£2,000,000  now,  and  complete  the  Vote 
on  the  first  day  after  Easter.  He  trusted 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  would  ac- 
quiesce in  that. 

Sir  JOHN  HAY  said,  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  had  alluded  to  the  Navy  as 
a  subject  which  might  bear  upon  this 
question ;  but  last  year,  as  a  special 
permission,  the  general  discussion  was 
postponed  for  Vote  2,  only  on  the 
ground  that  the  Victuals  Vote  would 
enable  a  discussion  to  be  raised.  With 
regard  to  the  Navy  Votes,  that  course 
was  also  entirely  forbidden,  and  was 
only  allowed  in  consequence  of  a  special 
application,  which  was  assented  to  by 
the  House. 

Sir  WALTEE  B.  BARTTELOT 
remarked,  that  the  Secretary  of  State 
for  War  had  begun  speaking  at  10 
minutes  to  1,  and  no  opportunity  could 
possibly  be  given  to  Members  of  the 
Committee  to  make  any  observations  on 
his  interesting  and  able  Statement,  upon 
many  new  points  of  which  they  had  not, 
till  then,  had  any  intimation  whatever.  It 
would  be  the  most  unfair  thing  in  the 
world  to  press  the  Committee  to  give  this 
Vote  of  £4,000,000.  Never  before  had 
the  Estimates  been  brought  on  at  such  a 
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time  in  the  morning.  He  therefore  ap- 
pealed to  the  Prime  Minister  to  allow, 
in  this  instance,  a  Vote  on  Account  to 
be  taken.  Last  year  the  Government 
got  the  same  Vote  for  the  Army,  and 
then  the  whole  discussion  was  driven 
off  to  the  end  of  the  Session,  till  the 
month  of  August,  and  that  was  a  thing 
that  ought  not  to  be  allowed.  There 
was  one  thing  he  should  like  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  to  answer,  and  it  was  a 
subject  of  deep  interest  to  the  country 
—namely,  the  Army  Corps,  which  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  had  stated  was 
now  in  an  efficient  state,  nine-twen- 
tieths of  that  Army  Corps  being  recruits 
of  one  years'  service.  That  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  had  stated  to  be  the 
fact.  Nine-twentieths  of  the  men  to  be 
sent  abroad  in  a  great  emergency  would 
be  recruits  of  one  year's  service.  That 
was  a  statement  which  he  should  like  to 
hear  contradicted  at  once  if  it  was  not 
true.  If  it  was  true,  the  fact  would  take 
away  all  the  effect  of  what  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  had  said  as  to  the  fitness  of 
the  Army  Corps  for  immediate  service. 

Mb.  CHILDEES  :  What  I  stated  was 
that  in  some  regiments  there  were  more, 
and  in  some  less. 

LoBD  EUSTACE  CECIL  wished  for 
the  ruling  of  the  Chairman.  If  the 
Committee  passed  this  Vote,  and  voted 
the  number  of  men  and  the  money, 
would  it  be  possible  to  raise  a  general 
discussion  on  Vote  2  ? 

The  chairman  :  The  noble  Lord 
is  quite  right  in  his  statement  that  it  is 
the  usual  practice  in  Committee  to  dis- 
cuss the  Statement  of  the  Secretary  of 
State  for  War  on  the  1st  Vote,  and  not 
on  subsequent  Votes.  One  or  two  ex- 
ceptions to  this  general  practice  have 
been  admitted.  Thus,  in  the  Navy 
Estimates,  where  a  like  rule  prevails, 
the  general  discussion  has  exceptionally 
been  taken,  not  on  the  Ist  Vote,  but 
upon  that  for  "Victuals,"  and,  I  think, 
upon  the  Shipbuilding  Vote.  But  in 
these  exceptions  a  single  general  discus- 
sion only  has  been  allowed.  If  circum- 
stances do  not  allow  a  general  discussion 
on  the  1st  Vote  to-night,  it  would  be 
possible,  at  the  next  meeting  of  Com- 
mittee on  Army  Estimates,  to  bring  for- 
ward as  the  first  question  a  general  Vote, 
such  as  that  on  ''  Provisions,"  and  take 
the  general  discussion  on  that  Vote. 
Bat  it  mu^t  be  borne  in  mind  that  only 
one  general  diacussion  is  permissible, 
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and  that  it  ought  to  be,  unless  under 
exceptional  circumstances,  on  the  let 
Vote. 

Me.  GLADSTONE:  The  hon.  and 
gallant  Member  (Sir  Walter  B.  Bartte- 
fot)  appeals  to  me.  I  believe  it  to 
be  a  practice  totally  unknown  to  Par- 
liament to  take  a  Vote  on  Account  in 
regard  to  the  Army  Estimates  ;  and  the 
only  occasions  on  which  it  has  been  as- 
sented to  has  been  when  there  has  been 
a  Dissolution  of  Parliament,  or  a  change 
of  Government  in  prospect.  That  con- 
stitutes a  state  of  things  wholly  excep- 
tional, and  then  the  whole  of  the  House 
of  Commons,  it  may  be,  has  not  been  in 
a  position  to  discuss  the  policy,  because 
it  was  not  known  what  Gt)vemment 
would  deal  with  the  Estimates  of  the 
year.  The  case  of  the  Civil  Service 
Estimates  is  totally  and  absolutely  differ- 
ent, because  we  have  now  introduced  a 
principle  under  which  all  balances  must 
be  repaid  to  the  Exchequer  on  the  3 1st 
of  March.  The  Miscellaneous  Estimates 
are  presented  at  the  beginning  of  the 
Session,  and  there  is  no  means  of  going 
forward  unless  you  can  vote  your  Mis- 
cellaneous Estimates  before  Easter,  ex- 
cept by  Votes  on  Account.  But  with 
regard  to  the  Army  and  Navy  Estimates, 
that  would  be  an  innovation.  I  do  not 
deny  the  inconvenience — I  suppose  it  is 
inconvenient  to  all  of  us ;  and,  indeed,  it 
may  be  called  a  public  mischief — that 
statements  of  this  kind  cannot  be  made 
at  an  early  hour  in  the  evening,  when 
Gentlemen  are  in  the  full  force  of  their 
strength,  but  should  have  to  be  made 
after  midnight ;  but  that  is  part  of  the 
general  condition  to  which  we  are  re- 
duced, and  which  we  are  about  to  en- 
deavour to  remedy  so  far  as  it  may  be 
in  our  power.  But  you,  Sir,  have  ruled 
that  there  is  a  precedent  for  discussing 
the  whole  forces  of  the  Navy  on  the 
Victuals  Vote,  and  some  practice  of  that 
kind  will  be  adopted  in  this  case. 

Lord  ELCHO  said,  the  Chairman  had 
decided  that  a  general  discussion  could 
be  raised  upon  the  Vote  for  Provisious. 
The  Secretary  of  State  for  War  had 
offered  a  lair  compromise,  and  that  was 
to  bring  up  the  Provision  Vote  either  on 
the  first  or  second  day  after  the  Easter 
Kecess,  and  that  would  enable  the  whole 
question  to  be  discussed  at  length. 

Mr.  AETHUE  O'CONNOE  said,  the 
Prime  Minister  had  told  the  Committee 
he  was  averse  to  any  course  which  should 
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partake  of  the  character  of  an  innova- 
tion ;  but  he  Buggested  that  they  should 
first  of  all  vote  the  money  and  discuss  it 
afterwards.     He  (Mr.  Arthur  O'Connor) 
did  not  know  whether  that  course  was 
in  accordance  with  Parliamentary  prece- 
dent ;  but  if  it  was  it  appeared  to  him  it 
was  a  course  which  had  better  be  post- 
poned as  soon  as  possible.    If  there  was 
any  difficulty  in  the  present  situation, 
the  Government  alone  were  responsible. 
They  had  up  till  now  occupied  the  time 
of  the  House  with  Business  which,  no 
doubt,  appeared  to  them  to  be  very  im- 
portant, but  which  did  not  strike  the 
rest  of  the  House  in  the  same  light ;  and 
now  the  Committee  were  invited  to  vote 
not  only  the  number  of  men  for  the 
Army  without  discussion,  but  also  to 
vote  away  millions  of  money  for  one  of 
the    most  important    branches  of    the 
Public  Services.      The  hon.  and  gallant 
Baronet  (Sir  Walter  B.  Barttelot)  had 
said  there  was  no  precedent  for  voting 
millions  of  money  away  at  this  hour  of  the 
morning ;  but  he  thought  the  hon.  and 
gallant  Baronet  must  have  forgotten  that 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Secretary 
of  State  for  War  did  last  year  precisely 
what  he  was  doing  now — that  was  to  say, 
he  tried  to  induce  the   House  to  vote 
away  almost   blindly  over  £3,500,000. 
He  opposed,  as  long  as  he  could,   the 
object    of    the    right    hon.  Gentleman 
on   that  occasion  ;   and  he   should  feel 
bound  to  go  into  the  Lobby  with  any 
hon.  Gentleman  who  invited  the  Com- 
mittee   to  divide    this  evening  against 
this  Yote.  There  could  be  nothing  more 
improper  than  to  vote  away  millions  of 
public  money  in  the  small  hours  of  the 
morning,  because  it  was  impossible  that 
the   questions   involved  could   be   ade- 
quately discussed,  or  that  anything  like 
justice  could  be  done  to   the  subjects. 
The  Prime  Minister  said  they  could  very 
properly  discuss  anything  connected  with 
the  Army  on  subsequent  Votes.     It  ap- 
peared to  him  (Mr.   Arthur  O'Connor) 
that  as  a  matter  of  Order  that  contention 
could  not  be  maintained.  That  a  discus- 
sion had  always  taken  place  on  Vote  1 
in  previous  years  was  due  to  the  fact 
that  the  Vote  provided  for  the  pay  of  so 
many  different  branches  of  the  Military 
Service,  and  that  there  was  scarcely  a 
topic  that  could  not   be  touched  upon 
under  the  Vote.    He  was  inclined  to  ask 
how,   if  the  Vote  was  passed  now,   it 
would  be  possible  to  reduce  it  ?    If  sub- 


sequent discussion  showed  that  the  Vote 
was  unduly  large,  how   were  they   to 
rescind  their  Vote  ?  He  knew  it  was  not 
a  very  common  thing  for  a  Vote  sub- 
mitted by  Government  to  be  reduced; 
but  he  recollected  that  the  year  before 
last  he  was  enabled  to  secure  the  reduc- 
tion of  one  of  the  Votes  submitted  by 
Her  Majesty's  Government,  though  he 
believed  he  was  one  of  the  very  small 
number  of  Members  who  had  ever  suc- 
ceeded in  that  endeavour.     But  having 
succeeded  once,  he  was  not  without  hope 
he  might  succeed  again.    There  were 
many  things  in  this  Vote  which  required 
discussing.     For  instance,  he  should  ba 
inclined  to  contest  the  utility  of  spending 
so  much  money  on  the  Biding  Establish- 
ment at  Woolwich;  there   was,  in  his 
opinion,  a  great  deal  too  much  money 
wasted  upon  that  establishment.  On  the 
Vote,  too,  would  naturally  arise  a  very 
important  discussion  as  to  the  propriety 
of  framing  the  Estimates  in  the  way  in 
which  they  had  been  framed  this  year. 
For  instance,  the  extra  receipts  taken  in 
aid  had  been  so  arranged  that  it  would 
enable  the   Department  to  evade  the 
proper  Parliamentary  control ;  it  would 
enable  the  Departmental  authorities  to 
spend  more  money  than  Parliament  had 
ever  been  asked  to  sanction.  These  were 
questions  which  naturally  arose  on  Vote 
1 ;  and  he  did  not  see  why  they  should 
bo  asked — and,  indeed,  almost  peremp- 
torily  ordered — to    vote     away    public 
money  whether  they  would  or  not.     He 
did  not  think  it  was  necessary  to  vote 
the  money ;  he  doubted  whether  it  was 
really  necessary  even  to  vote  the  men 
to-night.     It  was  perfectly  true  that  the 
Vote  for  Men  must  be  taken  and  agreed 
to  by  this  House  and  '*  another  place  " 
before  the  5th  of  April ;  but  there  was 
abundant   time    for    doing    everything 
necessary  between  now  and  then.    With 
regard   to   the   Vote   for  Pay,  he   was 
convinced  it  was  not  necessary  to  take 
it    to-night.      The    War    Office  had  a 
large  available  balance — he  believed  it 
amounted  to  £2,000,000  or  £3,000,000 
— with  which  it  was  quite  able  to  carry 
on  without  any   further   Vote   by   the 
Committee    at    present.     If    the    War 
Office   obtained   this   Vote   they  would 
be  in  a  position  to  dispense  with  any 
further  Votes  until  the  end  of  August. 
Under  these  circumstances,  he  decidedly 
objected  to  the  Vote  for  Pay  being  taken 
to-night;  and  he  did  not  think  it  was 
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at  all  fair  that  the  House  of  Oommons 
should  be  called  upon,  in  the  small  hours 
of  the  morning,  to  pass  the  Vote  even 
for  men. 

Ma^  SOLATER-BOOTH  said,he  could 
not  understand,  after  what  had  fallen 
from  the  Prime  Minister,  why  a  Vote  on 
Account  should  not  be  taken. 

LoBD  EUSTACE  CECIL  said,  he  had 
heard  no  argument  whatever  against 
taking  a  Vote  on  Account,  except  the 
Prime  Minister's  statement  that  it  was 
against  all  precedent.  He  ventured  to 
saj  it  was  against  all  precedent  to 
bring  in  Army  Estimates  at  half-past  1 
o'clock  in  the  morning.  He  did  not 
think  the  Prime  Minister,  in  his  expe- 
rience of  40  years,  ever  knew  of  the  Army 
Estimates  being  brought  on  at  such  a 
time  of  night.  They  had  heard  from 
the  hon.  Member  for  Queen's  County 
(Mr.  Arthur  O'Connor),  who  had  had 
considerable  experience  in  the  matter, 
that  there  was  no  difficulty  in  postpon- 
ing the  Votes.  He  (Lord  Eustace  Cecil) 
did  not  believe  there  was  any  difficulty 
in  the  matter;  but  that  a  great  and 
principal  objection  was  the  Prime  Minis- 
ter's own  will.  He  repeated  that  he 
believed  firmly  that  it  was  nothing  else 
but  the  Prime  Minister's  will  that  stood 
between  them  and  progress  to-night. 
They  had  occasion  to  observe  earlier  in 
the  evening  the  temper  and  animus 
which  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  had 
shown.  They  ought  to  have  better 
arguments  adduced  than  they  had  heard 
to-night  against  taking  a  Vote  on  Ac- 
count. He  was  perfecUy  willing  to  be 
reasonable  in  the  matter ;  he  was  quite 
willing  to  fall  in  with  any  reasonable 
compromise  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
mignt  suggest ;  but  when  a  proposition 
of  the  kind  which  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman suggested  was  brought  forward 
without  any  argument  whatever,  and 
especially  when  it  was  opposed  to  the 
practice  of  the  House,  they  had  a  right 
to  resist  it. 

Mb.  GLADSTONE  said,  he  really 
must  object  to  the  noble  Lord's  personcd 
remarks.  He  did  not  wish,  rising  at  3 
o'dockin  the  morning,  to  detain  the  Com- 
mittee with  a  lengthened  statement.  He 
stated  that  it  was  totally  without  prece- 
dent, in  his  belief,  to  apply  the  system  of 
Votes  on  Account  to  the  great  Military 
and  Naval  Services  of  the  country ;  and 
the  noble  Lord,  under  those  drcum- 
ytaaoes,  rose  and  said  it  was  nothing 
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but  his  (Mr.  Gladstone's)  personal  will, 
or,  in  other  words,  his  obstinacy  and 
dictatorial  spirit. 

LoKD  EUSTACE  CECIL :  I  did  not 
say  that. 

Mb.  GLADSTONE  said,  the   noble 
Lord's  meaning  was  obvious.   The  noble 
Lord  said  he  was  there  to  impose  his 
will  between  the  House  of  Commons  and 
the  progress  of  Business  without  reason; 
the  true  meaning  of  that  was  that  his 
obstinacy  and  dictatorial  spirit  was  the 
only  obstacle  in  the  way  of  the  course 
which  the  noble  Lord  wished  to    see 
taken.    The  noble  Lord  then  went  on  to 
say  that  he  (Mr.  Gladstone)  had  that 
night  shown  temper  and  animus,  which 
justified  him  in  putting  an  unfavourable 
construction  upon  the  present  proceed- 
ing.   If  the  noble  Lord  referred  to  what 
took  place  early  in  the  evening,  he  had 
no  right  to  do  so ;  the  proper  time  for 
the  noble  Lord  to  have  made  his  obser- 
vations in  relation  to  the  matter  was 
when  the  offence  was  committed.    The 
noble    Lord    might    indulge   whatever 
feelings  he  thought  fit ;  he  would  only 
make  a  respectful  protest  against  the 
application  of  any  personal  remarks  in 
matters  of  this  kind.    K  the  noble  Lord 
would  allow  him  to  have  an  opinion,  he 
would  say  that  to  introduce  the  practice 
of  taking  Votes  on  Account  for  the  great 
Military  and  Naval  Services  would  be  a 
most  mischievous  and  even  dangerous 
innovation.      They   tolerated  Votes  on 
Account  in  the  case  of  the  Civil  Service, 
because  they  were  absolutely  necessary ; 
they  never  tolerated  them  except  in  cases 
of  absolute  necessity.    If  they  were  to 
allow  Votes  on  Account  to  apply  to  the 
Military  and  Naval  Services  the  conse- 
quence would  be  that  a  large  portion  of 
that  expenditure  would  be  sanctioned  by 
the  House  of  Commons  at  the  beginning 
of   the  year  without  discussion.     The 
scale  of  expenditure  was  fixed,  and  large 
portions  of  it  were  actually  made  without 
any  discussion.    That  was  the  meaning 
of  taking  a  Vote  on  Account.  Could  there 
possibly  be  anything  more  dangerous  ? 

Mr.  SCLATER-BOOTH :  That  would 
be  the  effect  of  passing  Vote  1. 

Mb.  GLADSTONE  said,  he  did  not 
admit  that  at  all.  No  doubt  Vote  1  was 
to  be  applied  to  certain  portions  of  the 
military  expenditure ;  but  to  pass  Votes 
on  Account  gave  the  sanction  of  the 
House  for  a  certain  portion  of  the  year 
to  the  entire  scale  of  expenses  in  eiU  its 
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parts  and  parfcioolars.  It  appeared  to 
nim  it  was  moat  objeotionable  to  intro- 
dnoe  a  praotioe  of  that  kind.  It  wonld 
ffreatly  tend  to  relax  the  control  of  tiie 
Monse  of  Oommons,  and  it  would  be  tiie 
greatest  possible  inducement  to  a  (}o- 
Temment  to  put  forward  other  Business 
and  take  as  many  Votes  on  Account  as 
it  could  get.    To  take  a  discussion  upon 

Sineral  subjects  upon  the  Victualling  or 
othiuff  Votes  would  be  a  very  small  de- 
Tiation  nomthegeneral  praotioe ;  but,  ex- 
cepting in  oases  of  political  crises,  to  take 
Votes  on  Account  xor  the  large  Services 
of  the  coimtry  was,  in  his  opinion,  a 
rerjr  important  innoTation,  and  an  inno- 
Tation  touching  in  principle  not  only  the 
relations  between  tne  House  and  the  Oo- 
yemment,  but  the  relations  between  the 
House  and  the  finances  of  the  country. 
He  hoped,  therefore,  the  Committee 
would  adopt  that  which  had  already 
been  recognised  by  some  of  those  who 
sat  on  the  opposite  Benches  as  the  most 
oonyenient  mode  of  proceeding  under  the 
circumstances.  HebeggedtheOommittee 
to  recognize  that  he  was  not  proposing 
any  deviation.  The  hon.  Gentleman 
said  the  Estimates  had  been  delayed 
through  the  fault  of  the  (Government. 
[Mr.  Wabton:  Hear,  hear!]  That 
might  be  the  opinion  of  the  two  illus- 
trious (Gentlemen  (Mr.  Warton  and  Mr. 
Arthur  O'Connor);  but  that  was  not 
now  the  question  before  the  Oommittee. 
That  mode  of  proceeding  was  part  of 
the  extremity  of  circumstances  to  which 
they  were  driven.  They  ought,  if  they 
could,  to  find  a  mode  of  relief  to  the 
position  they  were  in ;  but  let  them  not 
find  that  mode  of  relief  by  adopting  a 
change  in  principle  so  objectionable  as 
that  proposed. 

SiE  JOHN  HAY  said,  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  had  made  his  argument  open 
to  considerable  criticism.  When  Vote  1 
of  the  Navy  was  agreed  to  without  dis- 
cussion it  was  considered  that  there  was 
no  objection  to  any  of  the  items  coming 
under  it,  or,  at  any  rate,  none  that  could 
not  be  considered  imder  Vote  6  or  10, 
with  regard  to  shipbuilding  and  stores. 
Here,  however,  it  was  said  that  there 
was  a  great  deal  of  objection  taken  to 
Vote  1  ;  and  it  would  be  impossible  on, 
say,  Vote  6,  to  ^  back  and  consider 
that  which  should  have  been  discussed 
under  Vote  1.  It  appeared  to  him  that 
the  Government  was  asking  them  to  give 
up  Vote  1  entirely,  with  no  prospect  of 
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aUe  to  challenge  the  items  that 
were  to  be  decided  in  it.  TheOommittee, 
he  thoueht,  should  follow  the  course 
suggested  by  his  right  hon.  Friend  (Mr. 
Sclater  Booth). 

Mb.  OHHiDERS  said,  he  did  not  see 
any  reason  why  Vote  1  should  not  be 
tr^Eited  as  the  Government  suggested. 
As  a  matter  of  practice,  there  were  many 
things  discussed  under  Vote  1,  which  did 
not  come  under  that  Vote---in  fisoty  it 
was  a  matter  of  custom  to  discuss  under 
it  all  Army  questions,  and  others  would 
do  just  as  well.  An  hon.  Member  had 
said  it  would  be  impossible  to  propose 
a  reduction  of  horses.  [Mr.  Abthub 
O'OoNVOB :  I  spoke  of  the  pay  of  the 
officers.]  The  question  of  horses  could 
be  discussed  under  the  Vote  for  Forage. 
As  to  the  necessity  of  taking  a  Vote  at 
all,  there  had  been  years  in  which  there 
had  been  available  money  to  a  certain 
extent ;  but  that  was  not  tiie  case  now. 
The  (Government  could  not,  after  the  Ist 
April,  spend  anjr  money  except  out  of 
Votes  taken  to-night. 

Eael  PEBOT  said,  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  had  stated  that  they  could 
propose  a  reduction  in  the  number  of 
men  on  the  Forage  Vote,  an  hon.  Mem* 
ber  having  taken  exception  to  the  pass- 
ii^  of  a  vote  on  whicn  the  Oommittee 
might  wish  to  discuss  a  proposal  for  the 
reduction  of  the  force.  He  (Earl  Percy) 
did  not  think  such  a  course  would  be 
regular.  But  he  rose  to  put  a  question 
to  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  as  to  a 
statement  he  had  made  with  reference 
to  the  course  the  Government  intended 
to  pursue  in  regard  to  Public  Business. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  had  stated 
that  no  Legislative  Business  would  in- 
terfere with  his  taking  the  Estimates  as 
soon  as  possible  after  Easter.  He  (Earl 
Percy)  should  like  to  know  whether  the 
discussion  on  the  Bules  of  the  House 
would  come  under  the  head  of  Legisla- 
tive  Business  r 

Mb.  O'DONNELL  said,  that  iUus- 
trious  statesman  the  Prime  Minister— 
['*  Oh !  "]  Well,  he  was  only  following 
the  style  of  phraseology  adopted  by  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  himself.  The 
manner  in  which  the  Prime  Minister  had 
spoken  of  hon.  Members  opposite  to  him 
was  calculated  to  inspire  the  suspicion 
that  the  noble  Lord  (Lord  Eustace  Oeal) 
was  not  so  far  astray  when  he  spoke  of 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman's  temper  and 
animus.    It  was  to  be  hoped  no  hon. 
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Odiitleiiiati  would  follow  up  tbe  line  ot 
argument  adopted  by  the  Prime  Minister. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman's  proposal 
amounted  to  their  taking  this  Vote  as  a 
Vote  on  Account,  the  policy  of  the  ex- 
penditure to  be  discussed  at  some  inde- 
finite period  of  the  future.  The  Secre- 
tary of  State  for  War  said  this  debate 
was  to  be  taken  up  on  the  first  Monday 
after  Easter,  and  that  no  legislative  pro- 
posals were  to  interfere  with  it.  How 
on  earth  was  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
to  guarantee  that  the  first  Monday  after 
Easter  would  be  entirely  devoted  to  a 
discussion  of  the  Army  Estimates  ?  Why 
not  take  advantage  of  the  present  time, 
and  go  on  with  the  Army  Estimates  at 
convenient  periods  during  the  next  week 
or  fortnight  ?  How  did  they  know  what 
might  take  place  after  Easter  ?  There 
might  be  an  Irish  crisis,  or  an  Eastern 
crisis.  It  was  highly  inconvenient  to 
follow  this  system  of  interlarding  or 
interleaving  one  kind  of  Business  with 
another,  from  day  to  day,  and  from  week 
to  week.  As  he  understood  the  pro- 
posal of  the  Government,  they  were  to 
hurry  through  this  important  Yote  now, 
and  ffo  at  similar  high  speed  through 
equally  important  Votes  m  connection 
with  the  Navy  on  Thursday,  and  then 
lay  aside  the  Estimates,  and  plunge  into 
all  the  black  letter  law  of  Procedure  in 
debate ;  then,  having  pumped  up  all  the 
precedents  on  the  Procedure  of  the  House 
on  the  first  Monday  after  Easter,  they 
were  to  come  back  and  discuss  the  Army 
Estimates  in  some  curious  way  on  the 
Vote  for  Provisions.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  (Mr.  Childers)  seemingly 
wished  to  manner  la  soupe  avant  de  s$ 
hattr$.  No  doubt  victuals  made  the 
British  soldier ;  but  it  was  a  curious  way 
to  consider  the  condition  of  the  Army  to 
bring  on  the  discussion  apropot  of  the 
Provision  Vote.  He  was  not  sure,  if  the 
New  Hules  were  passed  in  the  meantime, 
that  it  would  not  be  the  duty  of  the 
presiding  officer  to  declare  such  discus- 
sion dangerously  irrelevant.  It  was 
proposed  that  the  Government  should 
take  a  sum  on  account,  and  every  legiti- 
mate opportunity  should  be  given  to 
them  to  do  80 ;  and  the  discussion  could 
then  be  taken  properly  when  the  Com- 
mittee was  in  the  humour  for  it  and  time 
suited.  It  would  be  mudi  better  to  con- 
rideir  the  Estimates  by  themselves  and 
the  Prooednre  of  the  House  by  itself 
than  to  give  a  day  to  the  Estimates,  then 
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a  day  to  Procedure,  then  hark  back  to  the 
Estimates,  and  so  on,  following  a  system 
that  would  of  necessity  cause  a  great 
deal  of  repetition,  because  a  large 
amount  of  that  which  was  said  one  day 
would  be  forgotten  a  week  or  two  after, 
when  the  debate  was  resumed. 

Mr.  CHILDEES  said,  the  noble  Lord 
the  Member  for  North  Northumberland 
(Earl  Percy)  had  asked  him  whether 
the  discussion  as  to  the  New  Kules  would 
be  taken  on  the  first  Monday  after 
Easter.  He  (Mr.  Childers)  was  able  to 
say  distinctly  that  it  would  not  be  taken 
on  that  day. 

Mb.  WARTON  said,  it  was  now  the 
14th  March.  On  the  14th  March  last 
year  the  Premier  came  down  to  the 
House,  supported  by  a  large  number  of 
his  friends,  and  told  them  it  was  import- 
ant that  he  should  have  **  Urgency  "  to 
pass  a  large  number  of  Votes  at  once. 
The  Leader  of  the  Opposition  (Sir 
Stafford  Northcote)  took  a  different  view 
of  the  situation,  and  maintained  that  it 
was  not  important  that  Urgency  should 
be  declared  for  the  £jstimates  ;  and  it  was 
demonstrated  that  the  right  hon.  Baro- 
net's view  was  correct.  The  Prime 
Minister  now  told  them  that  it  was 
necessary,  as  a  matter  of  law,  that  the 
Vote  before  the  Committee  should  be 
agreed  to.  But  the  law  did  not  require 
it.  He  would,  therefore,  move  to  report 
Progress. 

Motion  made,  and  Question,  "That 
the  Chairman  do  report  Progress,  and 
ask  leave  to  sit  again," — {Mr.  Warton,) — 
put,  and  negatived. 

Original  Question  put,  and  agreed  to, 

(2.)  Motion  made,  and  Question  pro- 
posed, 

'*  That  a  sum,  not  exceeding  £4,162,000,  be 
granted  to  Her  Majesty,  to  de&ay  the  Charge 
of  the  Pay,  Allowances,  and  other  Charges  of 
Her  Majesty's  Land  Forces  at  Home  and  Abroad 
(exclusive  of  India),  which  will  come  in  course 
of  payment  during  the  year  ending  on  the  Slst 
day  of  March  1883.'* 

Viscoxnrr  FOLKESTONE  said,  he 
had  listened  with  great  attention  to  the 
explanation  given  hy  the  Government 
as  to  the  difference  between  taking  a 
Vote  on  Account  in  the  manner  proposed 
and  passing  the  Yote  as  it  stood.  He 
confessed  himself  unable — though,  per- 
haps, it  was  through  his  stupidity — to 
see  any  difference.  It  appeared  to  him 
that  what  the  Prime  Minister  had  put 
was  a  distinction  without  a  difference ; 
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and  as  it  was  necessary,  not  only  for 
himself,  but  for  other  hon.  Members  on 
that  (the  Opposition)  side  of  the  House, 
to  have  some  time  to  think  over  the  dif- 
ferencebetween  taking  a  Vote  on  Account 
and  passing  the  whole  Vote,  he  begged 
leave  to  move  to  report  Progress. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"That  the  Chairman  do  report  Pro- 
gress, and  ask  leave  to  sit  again." — 
(  Faeount  Folkestone.) 

Mb.  SCLATER  -  booth  said,  he 
hoped  the  Committee  would  not  waste 
time  in  discussing  this  Yote.  At  the  same 
time  he  intended  to  vote  for  reporting 
Progress,  because  he  did  not  think  that, 
so  far  as  the  law  was  concerned,  it  was 
necessary  to  pass  the  Vote  to-night. 
There  were  plenty  of  means  for  passing 
the  Yote  after  to-night.  He  should 
have  been  very  glad  to  have  voted  for 
£2,000,000  or  £3,000,000  on  account  if 
be  had  had  the  opportunity. 

Question  put. 

The  Committee  divided: — Ayes  33; 
Noes  69  :  Majority  36.  —  (Div.  List, 
No.  46.) 

Original  Question  again  proposed. 

Colonel  ALEXANDER  said,  that, 
without  distrusting  in  any  way  the  good 
intentions  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Secretary  of  State  for  War,  he 
would  like  to  remind  the  Committee  that 
the  precedent  of  last  year,  with  regard 
to  this  matter,  was  not  by  any  means 
encouraging.  The  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man made  last  year,  as  he  had  made 
that  night,  a  very  long  and  very  inte- 
resting speech ;  and  at  the  conclusion  of 
that  speech  he  entered  into  an  engage- 
ment to  take  care  that  there  should  be 
a  full  opportunity  of  discussing  every- 
thing he  had  referred  to  in  his  speech. 
The  House  waited  patiently  until  after 
Easter,  and  again  until  after  Whitsun- 
tide, and  then  towards  the  end  of  June 
what  happened  ?  The  Government  gave 
them  a  Morning  Sitting,  when  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  made  a  longer 
speech  than  he  had  made  on  the  pre- 
vious occasion,  and  left  about  three- 
quarters  of  an  hour  or  an  hour  for  all 
the  criticisms  that  hon.  Members  desired 
to  pass  upon  the  Army  Estimates. 
Many  hon.  Members  who  were  ex- 
tremely anxious  to  speak  upon  the  sub- 
ject   were    precluded  from  addressing 


the  House,  and,  in  the  end,  there  was  no 
real  discussion  at  all.  He  thought  the 
House  ought,  if  possible,  to  avoid  any- 
thing of  the  same  kind  taking  plaoe 
again ;  and  he  would  therefore  move 
that  the  Chairman  do  now  leave  the 
Chair. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  put, 
*'That  the  Chairman  do  now  leave  the 
Chair." — {Colonel  Alexander.) 

The  Committee  divided: — Ayes  31; 
Noes  69  :  Majority  88.  —  (Div.  List, 
No.  46.) 

Original  Question  again  proposed. 

Captain  AYLMEB  said,  that  towards 
the  end  of  last  Session  he  asked  the 
Prime  Minister  to  try  and  bring  on  the 
Estimates  at  an  earlier  period  this  Ses- 
sion, so  that  the  House  might  be  able 
to  devote  to  them  a  full  and  fair  dis- 
cussion. He  had  asked  the  same  thing 
in  previous  Sessions,  and  with  pre- 
cisely the  same  result.  He  did  not 
think  it  was  fair  on  the  part  of  Her 
Majesty's  Government  to  expect  the 
House  to  vote  £4,500,000  without  discus- 
sion, and  then  go  home  quietly  to  bed. 
The  Vote  was  only  a  portion  of  the  entire 
sum  required  for  the  service  of  the  Army 
—£4,000,000  out  of  £15,000,000— and 
therefore  the  compromise  which  had  been 
ofiPered  was  an  extremely  fair  one— 
namely,  that  in  regard  to  this  parti- 
cular Vote  the  Government  should  take 
a  Vote  on  Account.  The  Committee  were 
perfectly  ready  to  grant  a  Vote  on  Ac- 
count, and  then  to  retire,  on  the  under- 
standing that  the  discussion  should  be 
taken  on  the  remaining  portion  of  the 
Vote.  But  the  Government  declined  to 
accept  such  a  compromise,  and  insisted 
upon  having  the  whole  of  the  Vote. 
He  did  not  think  that  was  a  fair  way  of 
taking  the  Estimates.  The  subject  was 
one  in  which,  personally,  he  took  a  deep 
interest,  and  he  objected  to  vote  the 
money  of  the  country  in  this  loose  and 
inconsiderate  manner.  He  begged, 
therefore,  as  a  protest  against  the  pro- 
ceeding, to  move,  **That  the  Chairman 
do  report  Progress,  and  ask  leave  to  sit 
again." 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
*'That  the  Chairman  do  report  Pro- 
gress, and  ask  leave  to  sit  again." — 
(Captain  Aylmer,) 

Sm  ROBERT  LOYD  LINDSAY  said, 
a  protest  had  been    now    made— and 
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in  his  opinion  properly  made — against 
proceeding  with  the  discussion  of  the 
fiStimates  at  that  hour  of  the  mom- 
ing  (half-past  3).  If  the  Government 
had  been  inclined  to  give  way,  they 
might  have  had  a  fuU  discussion  of 
these  Estimates  on  Monday ;  but  the 
Leader  of  the  House  refused  to  permit 
that  course  to  be  taken.  Under  these 
circumstances,  if  it  was  not  possible  for 
them  to  have  a  discussion  on  Monday, 
the  proposal  which  had  been  made  by 
the  Secretary  of  State  for  War  seemed 
to  give  them  the  next  best  opportunity 
for  obtaining  a  full  discussion  of  the 
Estimates.  No  doubt,  it  would  have 
been  more  convenient  to  have  had  that 
discussion  earlier ;  .  but  circumstances 
seemed  to  prevent  the  possibility  of  that 
course  being  taken,  and  the  suggestion 
of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Secre- 
tary of  State  forWar  was  that  they  should 
agree  to  the  present  Vote,  and  reserve 
the  full  discussion  until  they  reached 
Vote  12.  It  therefore  seemed  to  him 
that  the  object  they  desired  would  be 
attained  by  that  means,  and  on  an 
early  day — the  first  day  after  the  Easter 
Becess,  he  understood — they  were  to 
have  the  discussion  which  they  de- 
manded. Under  these  circumstances, 
he  hoped  that,  having  made  a  protest 
against  the  course  taken  by  the  Govern- 
ment, the  Committee  would  agree  with 
him  that  it  was  scarcely  desirable  to 
proceed  any  further  with  these  divi- 
sions. 

Mb.  GLADSTONE :  I  wish  to  cor- 
rect  the  hon.  and  gallant  Gentleman. 
He  says  that  I  have  refused  to  go  on 
with  these  Estimates  on  Monday.  That 
is  not  the  case.  It  is  necessary  on  Mon- 
day that  these  particular  Votes  should 
be  reported  in  order  to  enable  us  to  meet 
certain  provisions  required  by  law.  I 
confess  that  it  is  with  some  astonishment 
that  I  have  heard  hon.  Gentlemen,  who 
cannot  possess  the  means  we  have  of  ap- 

Sreciating  the  necessities  of  the  time, 
ispute  that  assertion;  and  I  am  the 
more  astonished  that  the  contradiction 
should  come  from  the  other  side  of  the 
House.  We  are  the  persons  who  are 
responsible,  and  I  repeat  that,  in  order 
to  enable  us  to  fiilfil  the  provisions  of 
the  law,  it  is  necessary  that  we  should 
have  these  Votes  reported  on  Monday 
next.  Even  then  it  will  be  necessary  to 
ask  the  House  of  Lords  to  sit  at  an  un- 
usual hour  on  the  Monday  following  in 

Sir  BoUrt  Loyd  Lindtay 


order  to  secure  that  full  effect  shall  be 
given  to  the  Votes. 

Eabl  PERCY  said,  he  wished  to  point 
out  that  in  1872  the  1st  Vote  on  the 
Army  Estimates  was  not  taken  until  the 
23rd  of  March.  If  his  hon.  and  gallant 
Friend  the  Member  for  Maidstone  (Cap- 
tain Aylmer)  went  to  a  division  he 
should  certainly  vote  with  him ;  but,  at 
the  same  time,  he  agreed  with  the  hon. 
and  gallant  Member  for  Berkshire  (Sir 
Kobert  Loyd  Lindsay)  that  they  had 
now  made  all  the  protest  they  could, 
and  there  was  no  reason  why  they  should 
all  be  kept  out  of  their  beds  any  longer. 
He  thought  the  use  the  Prime  Minister 
had  made  on  this  occasion  of  the  majority 
he  had  fully  justified  the  remarks  which 
had  been  made  by  the  noble  Lord  on 
the  Front  Opposition  Bench  (Lord 
Eustace  Cecil).  The  Prime  Minister, 
backed  up  by  his  majority,  without  the 
least  consideration  for  the  wishes  of 
the  minority  of  the  House,  was  himself 
forcing  on  a  contest  of  an  unseemly  and 
undignified  character.  He  thought  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  would  have  acted 
more  gracefully  if  he  had  studied  the 
wishes  of  the  minority. 

Mk.  GLADSTONE:  To  appreciate 
the  strictures  of  the  noble  Lord  it  must 
be  borne  in  mind  that  the  moment  he 
chooses  for  making  them  is  immediately 
after  I  have  stated,  with  a  full  know- 
ledge of  all  the  facts,  that  I  find  the  law 
compels  us  to  have  these  Votes  reported 
on  Monday  next  in  order  that  we  may 
obey  the  provisions  of  the  law.  The 
noble  Lord  chooses  that  moment  to  tell 
me  that  he  does  not  believe  me — to  tell 
me,  in  fact,  that  he  disbelieves  the  asser- 
tion I  have  made,  and  that  it  is  my  will, 
and  not  the  reason  of  the  case  nor  the 
necessity  of  the  case,  that  encourages  the 
Government  to  persevere.  I  hope  the 
noble  Lord  will  understand  the  effect  of 
what  I  state.  He  has  told  me  fairly 
that  he  disbelieves  my  assertion.  That 
is  the  kind  of  connection  which  the 
noble  Lord,  in  the  position  he  holds, 
thinks  fit  to  establish  between  one  Mem- 
ber of  this  House  and  another. 

Earl  PERCY:  Perhaps  the  Com- 
mittee will  allow  me  to  correct  what  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  has  erroneously 
attributed  to  me — namely,  that  I  meant 
to  doubt  his  veracity.  [**No,  no  I"] 
The  right  hon,  and  learned  Gentle- 
man the  Home  Secretary  says  **  No." 
I  have  often  heard  the  right  hon.  and 
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leunad  Gbnileiium  tell  the  Hoiiae 
that  he  himself  was  the  best  judge 
of  what  he  meant.  I  hare  made  a 
certain  statement,  and  I  am  the  best 
jadge  of  what  I  meant  when  I  made  it. 
I  say  that  the  liffht  hon.  Qentleman  the 
Prime  Minister  has  erroneously  under- 
stood what  I  meant.  What  I  meant — 
and  I  regret  extremely  if  I  did  not  ex- 
press it — ^what  I  meant  to  say  was 
this: — ^The  right  hon.  Gentleman  states 
that,  in  his  opinion,  it  is  necessary,  in 
the  interests  of  Public  Business,  that 
Supply  should  bo  taken  by  a  certain 
date.  P'No!"]  If  I  understood  the 
mme  Minister  rightly,  that  is  what  the 
right  hon.  (Gentleman  said.  I  believed 
—and  I  confess  that  I  am  still  inclined 
to  believe— that  the  Prime  Minister — 
and  it  is  no  uncommon  thing,  allow  me 
to  say,  with  all  those  who  hare  the  con* 
duct  (rf  important  Public  Business— was 
of  opinion  that  what  he  regarded  as  the 
best  course  in  the  interests  of  Public 
Business  was,  in  itself,  an  absolute  ne- 
cessity; and  therefore  it  was  that  I 
expressed  the  opinion,  to  which  I  still 
adhere,  that  although  it  was  the  Prime 
Uinister^s  opinion  that,  in  his  yiew  of 
the  public  situation,  it  was  necessary  to 
haye  these  Votes  reported  on  Monday, 
I  haye  not  yet  heard  any  reason  as- 
signed why  it  was  necessary  to  take 
the  Beport  on  Monday.  I  also  called  at- 
tention to  the  fact  that,  in  1872,  the  Ist 
Vote  in  the  Army  Estimates  was  not 
taken  until  March  the  23rd.  I  might 
haye  added  that,  in  1874,  the  Army  Esti- 
mates were  not  taken  until  March  the 
25th ;  but  as  there  was  a  General  Elec- 
tion in  that  year,  perhaps  the  analogy 
will  not  be  considered  to  hold  good. 

Mr.  GLADSTONE:  I  accept  at 
once  the  statement  of  the  noble  Lord 
that  he  did  not  mean  to  convey  the 
idea  which  his  words  appeared  to  me 
to  imply.  I  had  not  completed  all  I 
desirea  to  say  when  I  was  interrupted  by 
the  noble  Lord.  I  was  about  to  answer 
a  question  he  had  put ;  but  I  thought  he 
rose  to  intercept  something  I  was  then 
saying,  and  therefore  I  resumed  my  seat 
in  order  to  allow  him  to  explain.  The 
snswer  to  the  noble  Lord's  question  is 
quite  obvious.  I  have  no  doubt  that  the 
2drd  of  March  would  amply  suffice  for 
the  introduction  of  the  first  Votes  in  the 
Army  Estimates  under  ordinarycircum- 
itances ;  but  on  this  occasion  Her  Ma- 
jesty is  about  to  leave  Windsor,  and  the 
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fisot  that  Her  Majesty  will  he  abroad 
when  the  Votes  are  passed  makes  all  the 
difference.  Upon  the  best  computation 
we  are  able  to  nmke,  it  will  be  neces- 
sary, in  order  to  comply  with  the  require- 
ments of  the  law,  that  these  Votes  should 
be  reported  on  Monday  next. 

EiLBL  PEBOT  said,  he  should  like  to 
state  that  if  he  had  in  the  smallest  de- 
gree aflbnded  the  right  hon.  OentlMnaa 
he  begged  most  sincerely  to  apoloRisei 
and  to  assure  the  Committee  that,  wnat* 
ever  might  have  been  the  expressions 
made  use  of  in  the  heat  of  debate,  so  far 
as  his  personal  feeling  went,  he  had  never 
intended  to  sayanytiung  distastefbl  to 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman. 

Mb.  GLADSTONE:  I  heartily  accept 
the  disclaimer  of  the  noble  Lord. 

LoBD  EUSTACE  CECIL  also  az« 
pressed  his  regret  if  anythin|^  he  had 
said  should  have  hurt  the  right  lum. 
Gentleman's  feelmgs.  But  he  had  risen 
for  another  purpose.  They  1^  j^^ 
heard  that  in  oonsequence  of  Her  Ma- 
jesfy's  visit  to  Mentone  it  was  neces- 
sary that  this  Vote  should  be  reported 
on  Monday.  Under  those  circum- 
stanoes,  he  thought  he  might  appeal 
to  his  hon.  and  gallant  Friend  behind 
him  to  consider  the  propriety  of  with- 
drawing his  Motion  for  reporting  Pre- 
press. He  believed  that  every  lumber 
m  the  House  would  wish  to  consult  the 
convenience  of  Her  Majesty ;  and  after 
the  Prime  Minister  had  alluded  to  that 
as  a  reason  for  passing  the  Vote,  he  felt 
sure  that  hon.  Gentlemen  upon  those 
Benches  would  desire  not  to  pursue  the 
conversation  further. 

Captain  AYLMEB  thought  the  course 
taken  by  the  Government  on  that  occasion 
had  been  most  extraordinary.  Great 
pressure  had  been  used  in  order  to  get 
the  Vote  passed ;  but  it  was  only  at  4 
o'clock  in  the  morning  that  the  real  cause 
of  this  was  made  known.  If  the  state- 
ment of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  had 
been  made  before  he  should  certainly 
not  have  offered  the  slightest  opposition 
to  the  passage  of  the  Vote ;  and  with  the 
permission  of  the  Committee  he  would 
now  withdraw  his  Motion  to  report  Pro- 
gress. 

Mb.  HEALY  said,  he  was  glad  to  see 
the  reconciliation  that  was  taking  place. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  x^me 
Minister  had  told  the  Committee  that 
the  Vote  must  be  taken  that  night,  other- 
wise the  law  would  be  broken.    But,  he 
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aBked  the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  what 
did  that  matter — did  he  not  break  the 
law  many  times  a  day  in  Ireland  ?  He 
reminded  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  that 
the  seizures  of  Irish  newspapers  without 
warning,  and  other  matters  which  had 
occurred  in  the  Post  Office  in  Ireland, 
were  just  as  much  breaches  of  the  law  as 
the  act  which  he  was  now  so  anxious  to 
avoid.  It  was  a  remarkable  thing  to 
say  that  because  Her  Majesty  was  at 
Mentone  the  Vote  must  be  passed  that 
night.  He  did  not  see  the  necessity  at 
all,  because,  if  she  liked,  Her  Majesty 
oould  come  back  from  Mentone  for  the 
purpose  of  the  Vote.  As  the  Fourth 
Jrarty  had  already  retired,  and  the  Con- 
servative Party  were  so.  loyal  on  that 
occasion  that  they  felt  it  their  duty  to 
give  in,  he  supposed  Irish  Members  were 
expected  to  do  so  likewise. 

Mb.  WAETON  remarked,  that  the 
Prime  Minister  had  said  that,  when  he 
bad  stated  the  law,  he  was  not  contra- 
dicted by  any  Member  sitting  upon  that 
side  of  the  House.  The  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman was  in  error ;  he  (Mr.  Warton) 
had  contradicted  him,  stating  that  the 
question  was  not  one  of  law,  but  one  of 
iact. 

Mb.  O'DONNELL  said,  he  supposed 
that  he,  also,  should  preface  the  observa- 
tions he  had  to  make  by  the  statement 
that  if  he  had  offended  anybody  he  was 
sincerely  sorry.  He  thought  it  was  to 
be  regretted  that  the  Prime  Minister  had 
not  reminded  the  Committee  earlier  of  the 
fact  alluded  to  by  him  as  the  reason  for 
pressing  forward  the  Vote.  The  Com- 
mittee having  been  kept  in  ignorance  of 
the  real  cause  of  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man's anxiety  to  pass  the  Vote,  many 
hon.  Members  had  attributed  it  to  other 
reasons  than  the  visit  of  Her  Majesty  to 
Mentone.  He  should  not  oppose  the 
withdrawal  of  the  Motion  before  the 
Committee ;  but  as  soon  as  it  was  with- 
drawn he  should  move  the  reduction  of 
the  Vote  by  an  amount  representing  the 
cost  of  that  portion  of  the  British  Army 
which  was  engaged  in  the  work  of 
coercion  in  Ireland. 

Ma.  ARTHUR  O'CONNOR  wished 
to  point  out  to  the  Committee  the  sin- 
gular effect  of  the  Prime  Minister's 
words  upon  hon.  Members  sitting  oppo- 
site him.  .  The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
said  that  Her  Majesty  was  on  the  point 
of  leaving  for  Mentone,  and  the  Conser- 
vative Party  immediately  left  tlic  House. 

Jfr.  Jfealy 


The  Prime  Minister  had  also  said  that 
the  Vote  should  be  reported  next  Mon- 
day ;  but  he  would  venture  to  point  out 
that  this  was  no  reason  why  they  should 
necessarily  pass  the  Vote  that  night.  It 
could  be  taken  on  Friday,  or  even  on 
Thursday ;  and  he  failed  to  see  that  there 
was  anything  unreasonable  in  asking 
that  it  should  be  taken  on  one  of  those 
days  when  hon.  Members  would  have 
an  opportunity  of  fully  discussing  it. 
He  saw  no  reason  why  they  should 
consent  to  the  Vote  passing  at  that  hour 
(8.50),  when  they  had  not  been  able  even 
to  appreciate  the  proposals  of  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Secretary  of  State 
for  War ;  and  under  the  circumstances, 
although  Irish  Members  on  that  occasion 
formea  a  numerically  small  body,  he 
trusted  they  would  stand  to  their  guns 
and  resist  the  withdrawal  of  the  Motion 
to  report  Progress. 

Motion,  by  leave,  toUhdraum, 

Origpmal  Question  again  proposed. 

Mb.  O'DONNELL  begged  to  move 
the  reduction  of  the  Vote  by  the  sum  of 
£1,000,000,  which,  he  believed,  would 
about  represent  the  cost  of  that  portion 
of  the  British  Army  engaged  in  evicting 
tenants  in  Ireland.  As  far  as  he  could 
ascertain,  something  between  one- third 
and  one-fourth  of  the  total  Forces  of  the 
Crown  were  at  that  time  engaged  in 
assisting  at  evictions  in  Ireland.  There 
was  nothing  to  justify  the  use  of  any 
portion  of  the  Army  for  such  a  purpose ; 
and  he  regarded  its  employment  in  the 
manner  alluded  to  as  a  violation  of  the 
Constitution,  and  a  sin  against  humanity. 
Those  who  should  be  regarded  as  the 
defenders  of  the  hearths  and  homes  of 
the  people  were  now  actually  engaged  in 
the  work  of  breaking  them  up.  The 
House  had,  on  various  occasions  during 
the  Session,  discussed  the  Irish  ques- 
tion ;  and  it  would,  doubtless,  be  called 
upon  to  do  so  again  during  the  remainder 
of  the  Session.  He  would,  therefore, 
not  trouble  the  Committee  at  that  late 
hour  by  going  into  any  details,  but  would 
merely  move  the  reduction  of  the  Vote 
by  the  sum  named. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  put, 

"  That  a  sum,  not  exceeding  £3,162,000,  be 
granted  to  Her  Majesty,  to  defray  the  Charge 
of  the  Pay,  Allowances,  and  other  Charges  of 
Her  Majesty's  Land  Forces  at  Home  and  Abroad 
(exclusive  of  India),  which  will  corae  in  coarse 
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of  payment  daring  the  year  ending  on  the  Slst 
day  of  March  1883."— -(JTr.  O'DonnelL) 

The  Oommittee  divided:  —  Ayes  9; 
Noes  72  :  Mfg'ority  63.  —  (Div.  List, 
No.  47.) 

Original  Question  put,  and  agreed  to, 

Besolutions  to  be  reported  To-morrow  ; 

Committee  to  sit  again  upon  Wednes- 
ing, 

MOTIONS. 

PABOGHIAL  OHAEITIES   (lONDON)  BILL  AND 

LONDON   PAROOHL^LL  CHARITIES  BILL. 

Ordered,  That  the  Report  of  the  Commis- 
noners  appointed  by  Her  Majesty  to  inquire 
into  the  Parochial  Charities  of  the  City  of 
London,  which  was  presented  to  this  House  in 
the  year  1880,  be  referred  to  the  Select  Com- 
mittee on  the  Parochial  Charities  (London)  Bill 
and  the  London  Parochial  Charities  BiU. 

IMPRISONMENT  FOR  DEBT  BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Anderson,  Bill  to  abolish 
Imprisonment  by  Inferior  Courts  for  Debt, 
9rdered  to  be  brought  in  by  Mr.  Andekson,  Mr. 
Michael  Bass,  Sir  Henrt  Wolff,  and  Mr. 
Broadhubst. 

WlpreufUedj and  read  the  first  time.  "[Bill  1 02.] 

House  adjourned  at  Four  o'clock 

in  the  morning. 


HOUSE    OF    LOEDS, 

Tuesday,  \Ath  March,   1882. 


MINUTES.]  —  PuHLic  Bills  —  Committee  — 
Report — Settled  Land*  (19);  Convoyancing 
(20) ;  Slate  Mines  (Gunpowder)  ♦  (28). 

i*ARLIAMENTARY  DECLARATION  BILL. 
petition  presented. 

The  Earl  of  EEDESDALE  (Chair- 
man of  Committees),  in  presenting  a 
Petition  from  Bristol  in  favour  of  this 
Bill,  said,  he  had  put  down  the  second 
reading  for  Thursday,  the  23rd  of  March ; 
and  he  would  express  a  hope  that  noble 
Lords  would  come  to  the  discussion  of 
the  provisions  of  the  measure  without 
any  prejudice,  and  that  they  would 
consider  them  free  from  any  Party 
feeling. 


CONVEYANCING  BILL.— (No.  20.) 
(The  Earl  Cairns.) 

committee. 

House  in  Oommittee  (according  to 
order). 

Lord  COLERIDGE  said,  he  wished 
to  call  the  attention  of  the  nohle  and 
learned  Lord  to  the  clause  in  the  Bill 
which  proposed  to  abolish  the  Office  and 
all  the  machinery  for  taking  the  acknow- 
ledgments of  married  women.  He  should 
submit  to  their  Lordships  that  the  aboli- 
tion of  this  Office  was  unwise  and  inex- 
pedient. The  whole  scheme  and  the 
functions  of  the  Commissioners  were 
regulated  by  Act  of  Parliament ;  and,  so 
far  as  he  knew,  the  law  in  many  cases 
operated  for  the  protection  of  persons 
who  ought  to  have  a  certain  protection 
thrown  over  them.  The  scheme  was 
very  inexpensive,  and  he  believed  that 
the  Judicial  Bench  was  in  favour  of  the 
retention  of  the  'present  system.  He 
submitted  that  it  was  hardly  worth 
while,  under  the  circumstances,  to  abolish 
this  Office. 

Earl  CAIENS  said,  that  the  clause  to 
which  the  noble  and  learned  Lord  re- 
ferred passed  through  their  Lordships' 
House  last  year  without  opposition. 
The  Bill  containing  the  clause  passed 
a  second  reading  in  the  other  House 
and  was  referred  to  a  Select  Com- 
mittee. There  was  a  preponderance 
of  opinion  in  the  Committee  in  favour 
of  the  clause;  but  in  order  that  the 
passing  of  the  Bill  should  not  be  en- 
dangered the  clause  was  withdrawn. 
He  now  asked  their  Lordships  again  to 
send  the  clause  to  the  other  House  in 
the  present  Bill.  For  many  years  there 
had  been  a  great  feeling  that  the  system 
of  the  acknowledgment  of  the  deeds  of 
married  women  was  entirely  useless  and 
very  expensive.  He  did  not  speak  of 
the  fees  paid  to  the  Commissioners ;  but 
in  order  to  take  an  acknowledgment 
complicated  machinery  had  to  be  set  to 
work  and  solicitors  employed,  and,  as  a 
consequence,  great  expense  was  occa- 
sioned. If  it  were  attempted  to  justify 
the  continuance  of  this  system  on  general 
principles  he  would  point  to  the  whole 
tendency  of  modern  legislation  as  being 
contrary  to  it.  As  an  evidence  of  that, 
he  would  refer  to  the  Bill  which  had 
recently  been  introduced  by  his  noble 
and  learned  Friend  on  the  Woolsack,  by 
which  married  women  were  given  cou, 
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trol  over  their  property  as  if  unmarried 
and  with  similar  rights  in  respect  of 
property  as  men.  He  regarded  the 
present  system  of  taking  aoknowledg- 
meats  as  one  which  caused  great  expense, 
and  was  productive  of  no  advantage 
whatever. 

Bill  reported  without  amendment; 
amendments  made ;  and  Bill  to  he  read 
3*  on  Thursday  next. 

PARLIAMENTARY  ELECTIONS  (COR- 
RUPT AND  ILLEGAL  PRACTICES)— 
REPORTED  MAGISTRATES  —  MAC- 
CLESFIELD—THE  CASE  OF  CAPTAIN 
PEARSON. 

QUESTION.      OBSERVATIONS. 

Lord  STANLEY  of   ALDERLEY, 
in  asking  the  Lord  Chancellor,   If  he 
would  accept  Captain  Pearson's  expla- 
natioDs,  and  reinstate  him  in  the  com- 
mission of  the  peace,  since  he  had  not 
thought    it    necessary  to   remove    the 
three  magistrates  censured  hy  the  Mac- 
clesfield Bribery  Commissioners  as  the 
leading  cause  of  corruption  on  the  Liberal 
side  ?  said,  he  had  altered  the  Notice  of 
the  Question  since  he  first  put  it  down  ; 
because  he  thought  it  would  be  more  fitting 
to  invite  the  clemency  alone,  rather  than 
the  severity  of  the  noble  and  learned  Lord 
upon  the  Woolsack,  and  also  because, 
as  he  was  a  neighbour  to  the  magistrates 
who  had  been  blamed  by  the  Bribery 
Commissioners — and  who,  perhaps,  de- 
served removal  from  the  Bench  more 
than  Captain  Pearson — he   should   be 
sorry  to  appear  to  invite  that  severity 
upon  them  which  had  befallen  their  col- 
league.    He  had  also  to  correct  a  mis- 
take in  the  Notice  Paper,  owing  to  his 
having  put  it  down  from  memory.  ''The 
leading  cause  "  should  have  been  ''  a 
leading  cause."    As  the  Correspondence 
between  the  noble  and  learned  Lord  on 
the  Woolsack  and  Captain  Pearson  had 
been  laid  before  the  House,  it  would  not 
be  necessary  to  take  up  the  time  'of  the 
House  by  recapitulating  what  was  con- 
tained in  those  letters.     Judging  from 
the  Correspondence,  Captain  Pearson  had 
been  removed  from  the  Bench  more  on 
account  of  his  answers  to  the  Bribery 
Commissioners  than  for  his  act  in  obtain- 
ing for  Mr.  Eaton,  one  of  the  candidates, 
and  for  his  agent,  the  sum  of  £200. 
He  would  first  endeavour  to  show  that 
Oaptain  Pearson's  act  was  an  innocent 
and  an  unavoidable  one,  and  then  o£Per  to 
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the  noble  and  learned  Lord  some  expla- 
nations beyond  those  which  had  been 
already  given  him.     Captain  Pearson 
was  at  the  same  time  an  old  friend  and 
the  host  of  Mr.  Eaton,  and  in  business 
relations  with  him,  and  a  running  ac- 
count existed  between  them.    Mr.  May 
asked  Captain  Pearson  for  this  £200  the 
night  before  the  election,  in  order  not 
to  disturb  Mr.  Godwin,  who  was  Mr. 
Eaton's  treasurer.  The  £200  was  handed 
over,  and  simultaneously  the  same  day 
repaid  by  being  entered    to    Captain 
Pearson's  credit  in  the  running  account 
between  him  and  Mr.  Eaton.     Captain 
Pearson  had  told  the  Bribery  Commis- 
sioners that  this  money  was  repaid  a 
few  days  afterwards,  by  which  he  meant 
that  the  running    account    was    then 
balanced ;  but  in  like  manner,  as  a  sale 
and  purchase  were  completed  at    the 
time  of  the  agreement  between  the  par- 
ties, and  not  at  the  time  of  payment,  so 
this  £200,  having  been  entered  to  Cap- 
tain Pearson's  credit  on  the  same  day 
that  he  had  handed  over  that  amount 
of  cash  to  Mr.  Eaton's  agent,  there  was 
no  loan.     If  there  had  been   a   loan, 
interest  would  have  capable  of  being 
charged  upon  it.     Would  the  noble  and 
learned  Lord  state  whether  in  law  inte- 
rest could  be  charged  upon  a  sum  simul- 
taneously entered  into  the  debtor  and 
creditor  sides  of  a  running  account  ?    If 
not,  it  followed  that  there  was  no  loan, 
that  Captain  Pearson  did  nothing  upon 
which  the  Commissioners  had  a  right 
to  examine  him,  and  their  examination 
of  him  was  an  unjustifiable  and  inquisi- 
torial search  into  his  abstract  opinions 
as  to  bribery,  which  might  equally  well 
have  been  addressed  to  himself  or  the 
noble  Earl  who  represented  the  Home 
Office.     He  was  asked  by  the  Commis- 
sioners if  he  understood  that  the  money 
lent  by  him  was  intended  for  bribery, 
and  he  unguardedly  answered  that  he 
supposed  it  was.    After  all  the  revela- 
tions that  had  been  made  as  to  bribery 
in  Macclesfield,  this  was  a  very  natural 
answer  j  and  the  only  defect  in  it  was 
the  omission  of  the  word  **  now,"  which 
would  have  conveyed  his  real  meaning, 
and  have  protected  him  from  the  impu- 
tation made  affaiust  him  that  he  was 
careless  as  to  bribery.     He  would  now 
read  to  their  Lordships  the  questions 
and  answers  given  before  the  Bribery 
Commission,  which  had  been  referred  to 
in  the  letter  of  the  noble  and  learned 
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Lord  upon  the  Woolsaok.  He  was  asked 
— "  What  partioalar  purpose  of  theeleo- 
licm  did  you  suppose  it  was  for  at  that 
hour  of  the  morning,  or  so  late  at 
night?"  and  he  repued — ''I  supposed 
it  was  Ibr  the  use  oi  the  expenses  St  the 
eleotion."  He  was  then  asked^^' What 
dass  at  expenses  of  the  election  ?  "  and 
he  answered — "I  considered  it  was  to 
be  used  for  bribery."  The  next  question 
was— *'  That  is  what  you  intended  should 
beoome  of  itf "  and  the  reply  was — 
**  That  is  what  I  expected  would  beoome 
of  it.  I  do  not  know,  of  course."  The 
question  and  answer  which  preceded 
tnia  last  should,  however,  be  taken  into 
oonaideration,  as  it  went  far  to  confirm 
Osptain  Pearson's  statement  that  he  only 
answered  the  Bribe^  Oommissioners  ao- 
oording  to  his  later  knowledge  gathered 
Drom  uieir  proceeding.  The  want  of 
exactitude  and  defimteness  as  to  time 
was  very  excusable  in  a  military  officer 
who  had  senred  long  in  India  and  the 
Oiimea,  and  who  was  without  suspicion 
as  to  the  tendency  of  the  questions  put 
to  him ;  and  the  defects  of  composition 
in  Uie  printed  Oorrespondence,  for  which 
a  military  man  need  not  blush,  since  too 
much  litmry  proficiency  spoilt  a  Oavalry 
e^[itain,  proved  that  Captain  Pearson 
gave  a  candid  answer  to  the  Secretary 
of  Oommissioners,  unassisted  by  anyone 
who  might  have  better  represented  the 
real  facts  of  the  case.  He  would  now 
read  to  the  House  an  extract  from  the 
Beport  of  the  Bribery  Commissioners, 
describing  the  conduct  of  three  magis- 
trates who,  more  fortunate  than  Captain 
Pearson,  had  not  been  invited  to  a 
voluntary  retirement  from  the  mag^ 
tracy — 

"Your  GomxniBrionen,  though  they  have 
abttained  from  scheduling  as  bribers  Aldermen 
Wright,  Bullock,  and  Clu-ke  (all  of  them  Jus- 
tioes  of  the  Peace),  cannot  pass  over  without 
notice  conduct  on  the  part  of  those  gentlemen 
which  must  be  regarded  as  a  leading  cause  of 
the  corruption  on  the  Liberal  side.  Though 
fully  conyinced  at  the  meeting  held  in  Novem- 
btfr,  1879,  that  not  more  than  £600  could  be 
legally  expended  by  either  of  the  candidates  at 
the  last  election,  the  two  former  agreed  in 
urging  the  necessity  and  advisability  of  spend- 
ing double  that  amount,  overbearing  by  argu- 
ment the  scruples  which  Mr.  Chadwick  pro- 
fessed to  entertain,  and  his  undoubted  reluctance 
to  pay  more,  if  possible,  than  the  above-men- 
tioned sum.  Alderman  Wright,  *  who,'  said  Mr. 
Chadwick,  *  was  the  person  who  convinced  me,' 
told  UB  that  they  *  were  driven  to  consiaer  the 
dninbilitir  <rf  fighting  anything  but  a  pure 


Most  persons  would  think  that  Oaptain 
Pearson's  act  of  faoilitating  Mr.  Eaton's 
obtaimng  some  eash  at  short  notioe,  and 
at  an  untimely  hour,  was  a  trifle  oom- 
pared  with  that  of  overrnlinff  the  somples 
of  a  oandidate  and  induoinghim  to  resort 
to  bribery.  The  first  observation  that 
would  be  made  upon  these  words  of  the 
Commissioners  was,  that  they  had  the 
power  to  schedule  as  bribers  these  three 
magistrates,  for  a  Judge  did  not  say  that 
he  abstained  from  senteneing  a  man 
oonvioted  of  petty  kooeny  to  penal  servi- 
tude for  life,  because  he  oomd  not  give 
such  a  sentence ;  if  he  were  indisoroet, 
as  Judges  seldom  are,  he  might  say  he 
regretted  not  being  able  to  sentence  him 
to  penal  servitude.  Then  the  question 
arose,  why  did  the  Oommissioners  abstain 
from  scheduling  these  three  magistrates? 
Was  it  because  they  caused  corruption 
onlv  on  the  Liberal  side  ?  Impartiality 
ana  justice  demanded  that  tbe  same 
measure  should  be  meted  out  equally  to 
Ckmservatives  and  Liberals.  It  migh^ 
be  accidental  that  this  was  not  done  at 
Maodesfield,  except  thi^  a  similar  mis- 
hap occurred  elsewhere,  and  Mr.  Oromp- 
ton  Boberts,  a  Conservative,  had  been 
removed  from  the  Bench,  whilst  his 
Liberal  fellow-offender  had  been  left 
upon  it.  Perhaps  the  noble  and  learned 
Lord  on  the  Woolsack  did  not  read  this 
passage  of  the  Beport  of  the  Bribery 
Commission,  which  was  very  long,  or  it 
was  not  brought  under  his  notice;  or 
else  the  noble  and  learned  Lord  might 
teU  their  Lordships  that  he  had  no  oc- 
casion to  doubt  the  impartiality  and 
judgment  of  the  Commissioners,  and 
that  be  merely  followed  the  schedule. 
This  would  be  an  all-suffident  answer 
if  magistrates  were  removed  from  the 
Commission  of  the  Peace  only  for  legal 
offences ;  but  as,  on  the  contrary,  they 
were  constantly  removed  at  the  discre- 
tion of  those  who  held  the  power  of 
removing,  for  what  might  be  described 
as  mere  mdications  of  unfitness  to  be  on 
the  Commission  of  the  Peace,  the  active 
part  as  to  bribery  taken  by  these  magis- 
trates could  hardly  have  been  passed 
over  by  an  impartial  Commission ;  and 
now  that  the  words  of  the  Commis- 
sioners had  been  brought  under  the 
notice  of  the  noble  and  learned  l^ord  on 
the  Woolsack,  the  responsibility  as  to 
impartiality  or  the  reverse  would  revert 
to  the  noble  and  learned  Lord.  He 
hoped  he  had  succeeded  in  exonerating 
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Captain  Pearson,  and  in  showing  that 
he  had  been  very  hardly  dealt  with  for 
that  which  must  appear  to  be  very 
trifling  and  venial  when  compared  with 
the  action  of  other  magistrates,  and  that 
the  noble  and  learned  Lord  on  the  Wool- 
sack would  be  willing  to  remedy  the 
apparent  breach  of  impartiality  on  the 
part  of  the  Bribery  Commissioners.  He 
also  hoped  he  had  succeeded  in  his  en- 
deavour to  avoid  using  any  words  that 
might  seem  wanting  in  respect,  not  only 
to  the  high  Office  of  the  noble  and 
learned  Lord,  but  also  to  that  respect 
and  esteem  which  all  of  their  Lordships 
felt  for  his  high  character. 

Thb  lord  CHANCELLOR  said,  he 
did  not  complain  of  the  manner  in  which 
his  noble  Friend  had  brought  forward 
this  subject ;  but,  as  regarded  one  point, 
he  might  state  that  before  the  end  of 
the  last  Session  of  Parliament,  and  there- 
fore before  the  illness  to  which  his  noble 
Friend  had  referred,  he  had  given  every 
attention  to  it,  and  had  considered  the  evi- 
dence produced  before  the  Commission- 
ers. With  regard  to  the  case  of  Captain 
Pearson  and  the  other  cases  which  his 
noble  Friend  had  mentioned,  he  had 
only  to  say  this — that  he  had  taken 
the  law  for  his  guide.  The  principles 
on  which  he  had  acted  in  these  very  un- 
pleasant cases  were  laid  down  in  a  letter 
written  by  his  Secretary  of  Commissions 
on  the  12th  of  September,  1881,  to  Cap- 
tain Pearson.  In  that  letter  it  was 
said — 

"  The  Lord  Chancellor  has  not  felt  that,  when 
a  gentleman  in  the  position  of  taking  an  active 
part  in  the  husiness  of  elections,  as  in  your 
case,  has  knowingly  done  an  act  declared  by  the 
Statute  to  bo  bribery,  he  could  bo  properly  re- 
tained in  the  Commission  of  the  Peace.  On 
this  rule  he  has  acted  in  several  cases,  in  which 
he  would  have  been  glad  to  find  it  consistent 
with  his  duty  to  take  a  different  course." 

He  (the  Lord  Chancellor)  could  state 
that  not  a  single  magistrate  who  had 
been  scheduled  by  the  Commissioners, 
and  who  before  them  had  had  an  oppor- 
tunity of  stating  his  own  case,  and  had 
not,  by  his  own  statement,  succeeded  in 
exonerating  himself,  had  been  retained 
in  the  Commission  of  the  Peace.  All 
these  magistrates  had  been  removed 
without  any  distinction  of  Party,  and 
without  any  respect  of  persons.  Among 
the  gentlemen  so  removed  was  one  whom 
he  was  happy  to  number  among  his 
personal  friends,  and  who,  he  felt  oon- 
▼inoed,  entertained  no  oorrapt  pozpose ; 
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but  he  had  done  acts  which  he  (the  Lord 
Chancellor)  could  not  hold  to  be,  in  a 
leg^  point  of  view,   erroneously  esti- 
mated by  the  Commissioners.  There  were 
also  several otherindividualsamong  them 
whose  faults  were  certainly  as  venial  as 
Captain  Pearson's  could  be  supposed  to 
be.    Several  Liberal  magistrates  at  Mac- 
clesfield had  been  scheduled  as  having 
been  guilty  of  bribery,  and  they  haa 
been  £ul  removed ;  one,  at  least,  was  as 
deserving  of  consideration  as  Captain 
Pearson,  who  had  himself  admitted  in 
evidence  that  he  had  advanced  £200  to 
Mr.  Eaton,  one  of  the  candidates,  know- 
ing that  it  would  be  used  for  bribery. 
The  circumstances,  in  his  opinion,  were 
such  as  to  make  it  impossible  to  deny 
that  the  Commissioners'  decision  was  a 
justifiable  one ;  and  he  would  have  been 
wanting  in  his  duty  if  any  regard  for 
the  position  and  character  of  Captain 
Pearson — who,  he  had  no  doubt,  was  a 
gentleman  worthy  of  esteem  in  all  other 
respects — had  induced  him  to  make  an 
exception  in  that    gentleman's   favour 
when  he  was  removing  others  not  more 
culpable  from  the  Bench  of  Magistrates. 
The  law  as  to  the  course  to  be  followed 
by  the  Commissioners  was  dear,   and 
so  it  was  in  regard    to    the  removal 
of  persons  who  might,  on  a  regular  trial, 
be  found  guilty  of  bribery,  from  the 
Commission  of  the  Peace.      Such  per- 
sons, being  found  gn^ty,  were  incapable 
of  holding  any  judicial  office,  or  from 
acting  on  the  Commission  of  the  Peace. 
Though  Captain  Pearson  was  not  tried 
for  the  offence,  yet,  when  he  found  such 
a  Report  against  him,  after  he  was  heard 
before  the  Commissioners,  and  had  the 
opportunity  of  telling  his  own  story,  when 
he  really  admitted  the  fact,  he  would  not 
have  been  justified  in  treating  him  as  n, 
fit  person  for  the  office  of  Justice  of  the 
Peace.     He  invited  Captain  Pearson  to 
send  in  his  resignation,  and  he  did  so  ; 
but  if  he  had  not  done  so  he  must  have 
removed  him.     He  was  not  open  to  the 
charge  of  having  acted  inconsistently  in 
the  case  of  the  three  magistrates  referred 
to  by  the  Macclesfield  Commissioners, 
for  those  three  gentlemen  had  not  been 
reported  as  guilty  of  bribery,  and  no 
sufficient  evidence   had  been    adduced 
against  them  to  justify  such  a  Heport, 
though  it  was  true  they  were  censured 
for  other  acts  by  the  Commissioners.    It 
was  not  possible  for  him  to  go  beyond 
the  law.    These  gentlemen,  whetiier  or 
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not  tbej  had  entered  out  of  political 
leal  into  a  oompetition  in  which  they 
wears  aware  that  some  illeffal  expendi- 
ture would  be  likely  to  tue  pliuoe  on 
both  sides,  had  not  placed  themselves  in 
BOoh  a  position  as  to  be  treated  by  the 
law  aa-  gnilty  of  any  ofEenoe.  The  OTi- 
denoe  which  they  had  g^ven,  and  the 
efidenoe  given  against  them,  had  fiedled 
to  faring  home  to  them  any  spedfio 
oflbnoe.  There  might  be  illegal  ezpen- 
ditnre^  which  was  not  bribery  as  defined 
hw  laWi  and  which  the  law  had  not 
viailed  with  the  penalties  of  bribery. 
Therefore,  though  he  regretted  that  any 
gentlemen  in  die  position  of  magis- 
trates should  have  placed  themselves 
in  a  position  to  deserve  any  such  cen- 
sove  as  that  which  had  been  passed  upon 
these  three  magistrates,  he  could  not,  as 
he  had  said,  go  beyond  the  law,  and 
measure,  in  a  manner  which  the  law  did 
not  anthoriae,  the  precise  extent  of  their 
culpability.  He  hoped  that  he  had  fully 
szpained  to  the  House  how  these  mat- 
tsn  really  stood. 

Honae  a^Jooroed  at  Six  o'clock,  to 

Thorsday  next,  half  past 

Teno'olook. 


HOUSE    OF    COMMONS, 

n^dajf,  Uth  March,  1882. 


MUTDTES.]— Niw  Writ  Imubd— jFot  Car- 
narvon District,  V.  William  Bulkeley  Hughes, 
eaquiro,  deceased. 

Pbitatb  Bills  {by  Order)— Second  Beading — 
Newcastlo-npon-Tyne  Improvement  •  ;  Ox- 
ford Gtas*;  Sutton  and  London  and  South 
Western  Junction  Railway*;  Tilbury  and 
Grravesend  Tunnel  Junction  Railway  * ;  Wor- 
cester and  Broom  Railway  *. 

Considered  as  amended — Lonaon  and  Saint  Katha- 
rine Docks  *. 

WitAdrawn^Waierloo  and  City  Railway  ♦. 

Public  Bill — Second  Beading — Drainage  (Ire- 
land) Provisional  Order  «  L^^]- 

Q  UE8TI0N8. 


BRAZIL— EMANCIPATION  OF  SLAVES. 

Mb.  DILLWYN  asked  the  Under 
Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign  AflFaire, 
If  the  British  Minister  at  Bio  has 
fnndshed  any  late  Report  on  the  pro- 
of slave  emancipation  in  Brazil; 


and,  whether,  on  the  ground  that  so  large 
a  portion  of  the  slaTe  population  have 
been  imported  in  contravention  of  British 
treaties  and  of  Brasilian  law,  he  maybe 
instructed  to  use,  as  occasion  may  offer, 
the  friendly  influence  -of  Her  Majestjr's 
Gbveriiment  in  advising  the  adoption  of 
measures  for  anticipating  the  present 
remote  period  of  oompbte  emAndpa- 
tion? 

Sib  OHABTiES  W.  DILKE:  The 
Beports  received  from  Her  Majesty's 
Bepresentatives  at  Bio  with  regard  to 
the  emancipation  of  the  slaves  in  Brasil 
are  contained  in  the  Volume  of  Slave 
Trade  Oorrespondence,  which  will  be 
very  shortly  distributed.  The  Brazilian 
(Government  are  already  fully  aware  of 
the  views  of  Her  Migesty's  Ghovemment 
with  regard  to  the  question ;  and  it  is 
oertain  tiiat  under  the  operation  of  exist- 
ing laws  the  number  of  the  slaves  is 
stottdily  dii 


INLAKD     KEYElfUE    DEPABTMElJiT — 
UKUOENSED  DBAUHO  IN  PLATE. 

Da.  OAMEBON  asked  the  Lord  Ad- 
vooate.  Whether  his  attention  has  been 
called  to  the  case  of  'VHlliam  Forrest,  a 
workinff  watchmaker  of  Glasgow,  fined 
£8  and  costs  for  having  sold  a  watch 
without  a  licence  to  dml  in  plate,  in 
which  the  accused  was  entrapped  into 
the  commission  of  the  offence  by  an 
agent  of  the  Inland  Bevenue  instructed 
to**  make    a  detection;"  whether  it  is 
true  that  Forrest,  in  reply  to  a  false  story 
told  him  by  the  agent  of  the  Inland 
Bevenue,  stated  that  he  did  not  sell 
watches,  offered  to  take  him  to  a  dealer 
where  he  could  select  one,  and  ultimately 
consented  to  let  him  have  a  watch,  sworn 
to  be  intended  as  a  present  for  his  wife, 
on  the  agent's  expression  of  an  urgent 
desire  to  deal  with  him  personally,  be- 
cause he  believed  him  to  be  an  honest 
man ;   whether   any  evidence  was  ad- 
duced at  Forrest's  trial  suggestive  that 
this  breach  of  Law  was  not  a  solitary 
one ;  and,  whether  the  case  was  prose- 
cuted by  a  Procurator  Fiscal ;  and,  if  so, 
whether  Public  Prosecutors  in  Scotland 
have  any  instructions  to  prosecute  in 
every  Excise  case,   irrespective  of  its 
general  merits,  or  the  manner  in  which 
it  may  have  been  got  up  ? 

The  LOBD  ADVOCATE  (Mr.  J.  B. 
Balfoub):  From  the  inquiry  which  I 
have  caused  to  be  made  into  the  circum- 
stances of  this  case,  it  appears  that  com- 
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plaints  had  been  made  to  the  Inland 
Kevenue  Department  that  William  For- 
rest, the  person  named  in  the  Question, 
had  been  for  a  considerable  time  dealing 
in  silver  plate  without  a  licence,  and  two 
of  the  subordinate  officers  of  that  De- 
partment arranged  a  plan  by  which  they 
thought  they  might  procure  a  conviction. 
One  of  them  called  on  Forrest,  and,  after 
some  conversation,  proposed  to  buy  a 
watch.    It  is  the  case  that  in  the  course 
of  that  conversation  the  subordinate  offi- 
cer did  make  certain  untrue  statements ; 
and  some  witnesses  deposed,  it  would 
also  appear,  in  the  course  of  the  trial, 
that  he  rather  induced  Forrest  to  sell  the 
watch.    When  it  was  reported  to  the  De- 
partment that  Forrest  had  sold  the  watch 
without  a  licence,  they,  not  being  aware 
that  any  deception  had  been  practised, 
directed  a  prosecution ;  but  when,  after 
the  trial,  they  became  aware  that  there 
had  been  deception,  they  censured  the 
officer.     In  answer  to  the  third  para- 
graph of  the  Question,  I  have  to  say  that 
evidence  was  not  produced  at  the  trial 
that  this  was  Forrest's  first  or  was  not 
his  first  breach  of  the  law  in  this  re- 
spect.    The  Solicitor  to  the  Inland  Eeve- 
nue  beg^n  to  lead  evidence  as  to  the 
previous  complaints ;  but  this  was  ob- 
jected to  by  the  Solicitor  on  the  other 
side,  and,  yielding  to  the  objection,  he 
did  not  persevere.     The  prosecution  was 
not  instituted  by  the  Public  Prosecutor, 
but  solely  by  the  Inland  Revenue  De- 
partment, who  employed  as  their  Solicitor 
a  gentleman  who  happened  also  to  be 
Procurator    Fiscal   for  the  Justice    of 
Peace  Court.     The  remainder  of  my  hon . 
Friend's  Question  I  answer  in  the  nega- 
tive. 

Dr.  CAMERON :  I  beg  to  give  Notice 
that  I  shall  on  Friday  ask  the  Secretary 
to  the  Treasury,  Whether  he  will  con- 
sider the  propriety  of  asking  the  Com- 
missioners of  Inland  Revenue  to  remit 
the  fine  ? 

PROTECTION  OF    PERSON    AND   PRO- 
PERTY    (IRELAND)     ACT,    1881— PER- 
SONS   ARRESTED  UNDER  THE  ACT. 
Mb.  SEXTON  (for  Mr.  Healy)  asked 
the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieu- 
tenant of  Ireland,  Whether  the  charge 
under    which   Mr.   J.   Byrne,    Mr.    5. 
Murphy,   and  Mr.  T.   O'Dempsey,    of 
•Donty  Wexford,  were  arrested  under 
fhe  Ooerdon  Act  is  one  for  which  the 
gtealett  penalty  on  conviction,  under  the 

Th$  Lord  AdroeaU 


Conspiracy  Act  of  1875,  is  three  months' 
imprisonment ;  whether  those  gentlemen 
have  not  now  been  five  months  in  prison ; 
and,  whether  their  cases  have  been  re- 
considered ? 

Mb.  W.  E.  FORSTER,  in  reply,  said, 
that  the  charge  against  these  prisoners 
was  that  they  had  endeavoured  to  compel 
others,  by  intimidation,  not  to  work  for 
certcdn  persons,  or  sell  to  them — ^in  fact, 
to  prevent  the  exercise  of  their  lawful 
rights  by  other  people.  The  offence  was 
punishable  under  the  Whiteboy  Act  by 
imprisonment  for  a  period  not  exceeding 
three  years,  with  or  without  hard  labour. 
These  persons  had  been  in  prison  since 
the  end  of  October,  and  their  case  had 
been  reconsidered. 

Mb.  gray  asked  whether,  under 
the  Whiteboy  Act,  the  punishment  of 
flogging  also  could  not  be  applied  ? 

Mb.  W.  E.  FORSTER  said,  that  was 
so ;  but  nobody  would  think  of  apply- 
ing it. 

Mb.  healy  asked  if  the  right  hon. 
Oentleman  was  aware  that  Lord  Justice 
Holker  had  proposed  the  repeal  of  the 
Whiteboy  Acts  ? 

Mb.  W.  E.  FORSTER  said,  he  had  no 
information  on  the  subject. 

Mb.  REDMOND  asked.  If  it  is  a  fact 
that  the  suspects  in  Limerick  Prison  are 
not  permitted  to  receive  the  '*  Graphic" 
newspaper ;  whether  this  rule  exists  in 
other  prisons ;  and,  why  rules  governing 
matters  of  this  kind  are  not  uniform  in 
all  prisons  where  suspects  are  detained  ? 

Mb.  W.  E.  FORSTER,  in  reply,  said, 
that  application  was  made  by  the  Gk)- 
vernor  of  the  gaol  to  the  Prison  Board 
on  the  subject,  and  an  order  was  sent 
down  to  that  and  the  other  prisons  that 
7%tf  Oraphio  might  be  received  by  the 
prisoners.     It  appeared  from   a  letter 
sent  to  him  by  the  Prison  Board  that 
most  of  the   complaints  made  in   the 
House  of  Commons  by  Members  were 
unknown  to  the  Board  until  they  were 
called  upon  to  reply.     If  the  prisoners 
would  only  write  to  the  Board  of  Appeal, 
to  any  member  of  the  Board,  or  to  the 
Inspector  who  visited  the  prisons,  any 
just  cause  of  complaint  would  be  at  once 
remedied.   By  the  General  Prison  Rules, 
Governors  were  obliged  to   see   every 
male  prisoner  once,  at  least,  in  every  24 
hours,  and  he  was  also  always  ready  to 
receive  complaints.     If  there  were  com- 
plaints, and  the  Governor  did  not  exa- 
mine into  them,  he   incurred  a  most 
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heavy  responsibility.  He  was  not 
aware  that  the  Governor  had  ever  re- 
fused to  do  so. 

Mb.  BEDMOND  :  Are  prisoners  per- 
mitted to  make  complaints  by  letter  to 
the  Prisons  Board  ?  In  two  cases  I 
know  that  such  letters  when  sent  were 
never  replied  to. 

Mb.  W.  E.  FORSTER  :  I  cannot  con- 
ceive that  there  could  be  any  objection 
to  allow  complaints  by  letter.  If  the 
hon.  Member  will  ^ve  me  the  particulars 
of  the  cases  he  refers  to  I  will  examine 
into  them. 

METROPOLITAN    IMPROVEMENTS  — 
SHIFTING  OF  THE  POPULATION. 

Mb.  FIRTH  asked  the  Secretary  of 
State  for  the  Home  Department,  Whether 
be  is  aware  that  the  various  Railway, 
Market,  and  other  schemes  affecting 
London,  now  before  Parliament,  involve 
the  removal  of  more  than  20,000  of  the 
poorer  classes  of  the  Metropolis;  and, 
whether,  pending  the  constitution  of  a 
public  body  able  and  willing  to  pro- 
tect the  interests  of  the  Metropolitan 
poor,  he  will  provide  for  the  insertion 
mto  these  measures  of  clauses  prevent- 
ing the  demolition  of  houses  now  occu- 
Sied  by  the  poor,  until  proper  accommo- 
ation  for  the  number  scheduled  for  re- 
moval has  been  provided  in  the  neigh- 
bourhood, such  clauses  to  be  of  at  least 
equal  stringency  to  Clause  33  of  "  The 
Metropolitan  Street  Improvement  Act, 
1877?" 

Sib  WILLIAM  HARCOURT  :  The 
matter  to  which  my  hon.  Friend  refers 
is,  I  admit,  one  of  considerable  import- 
ance. I  cannot  say  if  Clause  33  of  the 
Metropolitan  Street  Improvement  Act, 
1877,  could  be  made  available  in  the 
way  he  suggests.  Our  experience  has 
been  that  the  clause  has  not  worked 
satisfactorily.  I  shall  be  happy  to  con- 
fer with  my  hon.  Friend,  and  also  with 
the  President  of  the  Board  of  Trade,  as  to 
whether  any  provision  could  be  made  for 
the  purposes  indicated  in  his  Question. 

PARLIAMENTARY  REPRESENTATION 
—THE  VACANT   SEATS. 

Mr.  LEWIS  asked  Mr.  Attorney 
General,  Whether  the  Government  pro- 
poses to  move  for  the  issue  of  a  new 
Writ  for  the  City  of  Oxford,  in  the  place 
of  Mr.  Justice  Ghitty ;  and,  whether  he 
will  state  the  course  the  Government 
propose  to  pursue  as  regards  the  still 


vacant  seats  of  Members  unseated  for 
bribery  ? 

The  attorney  GENERAL  (Sir 
Henrt  Jambs)  :  It  is  not  the  intention 
of  the  Government  to  move  for  the  issue 
of  a  New  Writ  for  the  City  of  Oxford 
in  consequence  of  the  elevation  of  Mr. 
Justice  Ohitty.  In  answer  to  the  second 
portion  of  the  Question,  I  may  state  that 
it  is  the  intention  of  the  Gt)vemment  to 
submit  a  Bill  for  the  consideration  of 
the  House,  and  the  House  will  then 
have  an  opportunity  of  dealing  with  the 
difiPerent  constituencies  according  to  the 
amount  of  corrupt  practices  which  had 
been  reported  to  have  existed. 

Mb.  lewis  :  Can  the  Attorney  Gene- 
ral state  when  the  Bill  will  be  brought 
in?  *^ 

The  ATTORNEY  GENERAL  (Sir 
Heioit  Jakes)  :  At  the  first  practicable 
opportunity.  Sir. 

Mr.  lewis  :  In  consequence  of  the 
answer  I  have  received,  I  beg  to  give 
Notice  that  on  this  day  week  I  shall 
move  that  a  New  Writ  be  issued  for  the 
City  of  Oxford  ? 

Ma.  THOMAS  COLLINS  :  I  beg  to 
give  Notice  that  I  shaU  oppose  the 
Motion. 

Mb.  ONSLOW:  WiU  the  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  say  whether  he  in- 
tends to  proceed  with  that  Bill  or  the 
Corrupt  Practices  Bill  first  ? 

The  attorney  GENERAL  (Sir 
Henry  James)  said,  that  that  was  a 
matter  relating  to  the  general  conduct 
of  Business ;  and  the  Question  ought, 
therefore,  to  be  addressed  to  the  Prime 
Minister. 

POST    OFFICE  —  ARTICLE    6,    POSTAL 

CONVENTION  OF  PARIS— SEIZURE 

OF  ARTICLES  PASSING  THROUGH 

THE  POST. 

Mr.  HEALY  asked   the  Postmaster 

General,  Whether  it  is  true  that   Her 

Majesty's  Government  have  interpreted 

Article   6  of  the  Postal  Convention  at 

Paris,  which  declares — 

"  In  ease  of  the  loss  of  a  registered  article, 
there  is  to  be  paid  an  indemnity  of  60  francs  to 
the  sender  by  the  administration  upon  whose 
territory  the  loss  has  occurred," 

to  mean  cases  of  **  accidental ''  loss,  and 
not  to  seizures,  as  in  the  case  of  the 
**  Irish  World;"  if  so,  whether  they 
have  communicated  their  views  to  the 
American  Government  or  to  the  other 
Signatory  Powers,  what  is  the  date  of 
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the  coQimunication,  and  where  its  terms 
may  be  referred  to  ? 

Mb.  W.  E.  F0BST£B  said,  he  would 
answer  the  Question  on  behalf  of  his 
right  hon.  Friend.  The  words  of  the 
Oonyention  were  taken  as  applying  to 
articles  whioh  were  not  to  be  found.  No 
communication  had  been  made  on  the 
subject  to  any  of  the  Signatory  Powers. 

SOUTH  AFRICA— THE  BASUTOS. 

Mr.  DILLWYN  asked  the  Under  Se- 
oretary  of  State  for  the  Colonies,  Whe- 
ther, having  regard  to  the  fiaict  that  the 
period  fixed  for  the  acceptance  by  the 
Basutos  of  the  ultimatum  sent  to  them 
by  the  Gape  Qt)yemment  will  expire  on 
Wednesday  next,  Her  Majesty's  Oo- 
▼emment  are  prepared  to  recommend 
that  an  extension  of  time  be  given  to  the 
Basutos,  within  which  they  may  comply 
with  the  demands  made  upon  them  ? 

Mb.  COURTNEY :  When  Sir  Hercules 
Bobinson  arrived  at  the  Cape  he  found 
the  Basutos  at  war  with  the  Cape  Go- 
vernment. On  the  dOth  of  January, 
1881,  he  reported  that  he  had  received 
a  Petition  from  Lerothodi  and  Joel  Mo- 
lappo,  praying  for  his  intercession  in  the 
interests  of  peace.  After  some  negotia- 
tions, the  arbitration  of  Sir  Hercules 
Bobinson  was  accepted  on  both  sides, 
and  on  the  29th  of  April  Sir  Hercules 
Bobinson  gave  his  award.  On  the  l^th 
of  May  Lerothodi,  Joel  Molappo,  and 
10  other  ChiefiB  wrote  to  Sir  Hersules 
Bobinson  accepting  his  award.  Masupha 
not  having  signed  the  letter,  it  was 
doubtful  whether  he  accepted.  On 
the  13th  of  September,  however.  Sir 
Hercules  Bobinson  telegraphed  that 
Masupha  had  at  length  fully  accepted 
all  the  terms  of  the  award,  and  that  they 
were  being  carried  out  in  their  integrity 
throughout  the  whole  of  Basutoland. 
On  the  24th  of  November,  however,  he 
telegraphed  that  Masupha  had  broken 
all  his  promises  of  submission  to  the 
award,  and  was  once  more  acting  in  de- 
fiance of  the  Government.  The  award 
was  loyally  accepted  by  the  Cape  Parlia- 
ment, and  the  Cape  Government  con- 
tinued to  make  strenuous  efforts  to  ob- 
tain its  fulfilment  by  the  Basuto  people ; 
but  these  efforts  were  only  partially  suc- 
cessful, mainly  owing  to  the  opposition 
of  Masupha.  On  the  26th  of  January 
Sir  Hercules  Bobinson  telegraphed  that 
the  attempt  to  enforce  the  award  on 
ICasiij^a  by  the  aid  of  the  Basuto  Chiefs 
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and  people  having  failed,  Ministers  ad- 
vised that  Parliament  be  convened  for  the 
17th  of  March  to  consider  the  situation. 
On  the  15th  of  February  he  telegraphed 
that  the  Ministers  had  sent  to  the  Acting 
Governor's  agent  in  Basutoland  an  inti- 
mation to  be  conveyed  to  the  Basutos 
that  the  award  must  be  complied  with 
by  the  15th  of  March,  failing  which  it 
would  be  deemed  cancelled.  The  matter 
thus  lies  entirely  in  the  hands  of  the 
Cape  Government  and  the  Cape  Parlia- 
ment. It  is  within  the  power  of  the 
Cape  Government  to  enlarge  the  timo 
without  reference  to  the  Secretary  of 
State  ;  and  if  they  intimated  any  inten- 
tion to  enlarge  it  this  would  be  at  once 
acquiesced  in.  But  it  would  be  im- 
proper in  relation  to  the  Cape  Colony, 
and  inconsiderate  in  relation  to  the 
Basutos  themselves,  for  Her  Majesty's 
Government  to  volunteer  to  the  Cape 
Government  a  suggestion  that  the  time 
should  be  enlarged. 

NAVY— ARMAMENT  OF  H.M.  SHIPS. 

Captain  PBICE  asked  the  Secretary 
to  the  Admiralty,  Whether  it  is  intended 
to  arm  the  ''Dreadnought,"  "Thun- 
derer," ** Devastation,"  ''Agamemnon," 
and  "  Ajax,"  or  any  of  tbem,  with  the 
new  43-ton  breech-loading  guns  ? 

Mb.  TREVELYAN  :  The  43-ton  gun 
will  be  mounted  in  ships  now  building, 
in  which  the  turrets  and  barbette  towers 
are  being  prepared  for  them.  The  late 
Board  considered  the  question  of  the 
Ajax  and  the  Agamemnon,  and  resolved 
to  arm  them  with  the  d8-ton  gun  ;  and 
the  present  Board  found  the  ships  too 
far  advanced,  and  the  4  3- ton  gun  too 
little  advanced,  to  enable  them  to  re- 
verse the  decision.  In  the  case  of  the 
Dreadnought,  the  Thunderer,  and  the  />#- 
vaeiation,  it  would  be  bad  policy  to  dis- 
mantle our  most  powerful  ships  afloat 
until  we  have  the  new  ships  with  the  new 
guns  to  replace  them  on  the  seas  while  the 
process  of  re-arming  is  going  forward. 

RELIEF  OF  DISTRESS  (IRELAND)  — 
SEED  SUPPLY  ACT,  1880— THE  SEED 
RATE— LOSS  OF  FRANCHISE  BY 
NON-PAYMENT. 

Mb.  HEALY  asked  Mr.  Attorney 
General  for  Ireland,  Whether,  in  cases 
where  the  ordinary  poor  rate  has  been 
paid  and  accepted,  and  the  seed  rate  re- 
mains outstanding,  the  occupier's  right 
to  the  franchise  is  lost  f 
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Tas  ATTOBNET  GENERAL  fob 
IBELAND(Mr.  W.  M.  JomrBoH) :  The 
instalment  of  teed  rate  Whieb  ie  payable 
h  by  the  Statute,  as  I  pointed  out  yes- 
terday in  reply  to  the  hon.  Member  f  to 
Dnngarran  (ICr.  O'Donnell),  "to  be 
added  to  the  poor  rate,  and  to  be  ood- 
leoted  therewith.''  Therefore,  there 
eannot  lawiUly  be  a  part  payment  of 
this  aggregate  rate  under  the  deeorip- 
tion  dT'* ordinary  poor  rate,"  or  any 
other  description.  Consequently,  the 
hypothesis  on  whioh  the  hon.  Member's 
Question  is  founded  cannot,  in  point  of 
lawy  arise. 

Mb.  (yDONNELL  inquired,  if  there 
was  any  provision  in  tne  Seeds  Act 
repealing  portion  of  the  Beform  Act 
which  made  the  non-payment  of  tiie 
poor  rate  the  only  ground  lor  distran- 
ohisingP 

[No  teply.] 

BSLIGIOUS  DIS8KN8I0KS   (GIBRAL. 
TAB)«-DB.  OANILLA. 

Sib  H.  DBUMMOND  WOLFF  asked 
the  Under  Secretary  of  State  for  the 
Odlonies,  Whether  any  intelligence  has 
been  reoeited  from  the  Gbvemment  of 
Gibraltar  respecting  arrests  and  impri- 
sonments of  different  of  Her  Majestjr's 
subjects,  in  that  possession,  made  on  the 
occasion  of  the  installation  of  Dr.  OaniUa, 
as  Yicar  Apostolic,  under  the  protection 
of  the  troops? 

Mb.  OOuRTNEY  :  A  despatoli  was 
receiyed  to-day  from  Gibraltar  which 
will  be  included  among  the  Papers  now 
with  the  printers.  It  appears  that  in 
clearing  the  Church  of  St.  Mary  the 
Crowned,  which  had  been  occupied  early 
on  the  morning  of  the  2nd  by  persons 
who  had  commenced  barricading  it,  43 
arrests  were  made,  all,  with  one  excep- 
tion, by  the  civil  constables.  Twenty 
of  these  were  tried  the  next  morning  by 
the  magistrate,  and  one  of  them,  who 
had  assaulted  the  police  inspector  and 
been  punished  on  the  last  occasion  of 
disturbance,  was  sentenced  to  six  months' 
imprisonment  with  hard  labour.  All 
the  prisoners  were  defended  by  a  barris- 
ter.. Of  the  other  persons  arrested, 
some  were  bailed  until  the  following 
day,  when  all  the  rest  were  tried.  The 
same  day,  the  4th,  notices  of  appeal 
were  lodged  in  respect  of  24  of  the  con- 
victed prisoners,  and,  bail  having  been 
given,  they  were  released  pending  the 
appeal. 


AEMT  (INDU)-BKNGAL  STAFF  CORPS 
-CAPTAIN  J.  B.  bHATfil^tOlT. 

Mb.  GBANTHAK  asked  the  Secre- 
tary of  State  for  India,  Whether  he  oaa 
now  answer  the  questitm»  put  to  him  in 
August  last,  as  to  Oaptain  Ohatterton^ 
viz. : — Whether,  after  uie  holding  of  the 
court  of  inquiry  on  the  state  of  Captiin 
OhatteHon,  as  mentioned  by  him  last 
Thursday,  there  wsre  general,  brigade, 
and  divisional  orders  issued  in  referenoa 
to  his  case,  dated  respeetively  15fli,  16thi 
and  17th  ICaroh  1869;  and  whether,  in 
oonseqnence  of  sodh  otient  Prsstdenegr 
Surgeons  Baillie  and  Brouffham,  and 
GhurisoQ  Stirgeon  Powell,  pZaoed  Cta^ 
tain  Ohatterton  in  the  Ofl^oers'  Hospital 
at  Fort  William,  Oaloutta,  for  urgent 
surgical  treatment,  as   the  operation, 
however  simple  it  might  have  been  if 
performed  in  the  Septsmbe^  previous^ 
bad  become  a  serious  one,  owing  tb 
delay;  whether  Garrison  Surgeon  Powdl 
has  certified  that,1  after  fhU  ekamina- 
tion,  he  found  Captain  Ohatterton  sufr 
faring  from  a  contracted  liuibi  for  whibk 
he  considered  the  divisiKm  of  the  left 
tendon  aohilles  neceesaify;  that  he  at* 
tended  him  daily,  prepared  his  p^^r% 
and  proposed  to  take  him  before  the 
Medical  jBoard  in  Oalcutta  on  the  26th 
April,  with  a  reoommendation  that  he 
be  granted  twelve  months'  leave  of  ab- 
sence to  visit  England,  in  order  that  the 
operation  might   be  performed  under 
favourable  circumstances,  but  that  he 
was  unable  to  take  him  before  such 
Oourt  in  consequence  of  an  Order  from 
the  India  Oouncil  being  SOTved  on  him 
on  the  26th  April,  requiring  him  to  dis- 
miss Oaptain  Ohatterton  fr^m  the  hos- 
pital ;  whether  that  India  Council  Order 
was  founded  on  the  j>revious  Despatch 
of  January,  and  in  ignorance  of  the 
opinions  subsequently  formed  by  the 
highest  medical  authorities  in  Calcutta ; 
whether,  in    consequence    of   Oaptain 
Ohatterton  being  so  hastily  turned  out 
of  the  hospital,  he  was  left  to  find  his 
way  back  to  England  to  undergo  the 
operation  the  best  way  he  could ;  whe- 
ther he  will  allow  this  officer  to  be  exa- 
mined by  the  Medical  Board  at  the  India 
Office  to  report  to  the  House  whether 
Oaptain  Ohatterton  is  now  a  cripple  for 
life,    notwithstanding   five    operations, 
performed  in  England,  in  consequence 
of  the  delay  in  attending  to  his  case  in 
India,  owing  to  ^e  diflferences  of  Opinion 
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exitttine  among  the  medical  authorities 
in  India;  and,  whether  he  can  recom- 
mend some  compensation  to  Oaptain 
Ohatterton  for  the  injury  he  has  sus- 
tained, and  the  g^reat  expense  to  which 
he  has  been  put,  in  consequence  of  the 
numerous  operations  he  has  been  obliged 
to  undergo  r 

Thb  Mabquess  of  HABTINGTON  : 
In  May  last  I  informed  the  hon.  Member 
that  I  would  have  the  matter  carefully 
looked  into,  in  order  to  ascertain  whether 
it  was  requisite  to  make  further  inquiry 
in  India.  Subsequently,  I  privately  in- 
formed the  hon.  Member,  in  reply  to  a 
private  inquiry  made  by  him,  that  the 
replies  I  had  already  given  in  the  case 
of  Oaptain  Ohatterton  were  based  on  the 
information  which  had  been  laid  before 
previous  Secretaries  of  State,  and  that 
the  more  detailed  inquiries  subsequently 
made  in  India  only  confirmed  more  pre- 
cisely the  accuracy  of  that  information. 
I  have  now  satisfied  myself  that  further 
inquiry  in  India  would  throw  no  more 
light  on  the  case  than  we  already  have. 
It  has  been  officially  reported  that  under 
no  general,  divisional,  or  brigade  order 
was  Oaptain  Ohatterton  placed  as  a 
patient  for  surgical  treatment  in  the 
Officers'  Hospital  at  Fort  William. 
These  orders  simply  communicated  to 
him  the  fact  that,  pending  the  orders  of 
Government  in  his  case,  he  might  con- 
sider himself  on  leave  in  Calcutta,  and 
consult  any  medical  officer  he  pleased. 
He,  therefore,  voluntarily  availed  him- 
self of  the  privilege  of  admission  to  the 
Officers'  Hospital,  according  to  the  then 
prevailing  custom  of  all  officers  when 
sick  and  on  leave  in  Oalcutta.  He  was 
admitted  into  the  hospital  on  the  7th  of 
April,  1869.  The  case-book  shows  that 
he  came  in  for  stiffness  of  ankle-joint 
due  to  the  contraction  of  the  tendo 
achilles  and  heart  disease.  The  exist- 
ence of  the  former  was  unquestioned ; 
of  the  latter  it  was  more  doubtful.  The 
case-book  adds  that  "  no  treatment  was 
considered  necessary  or  adopted,"  and 
that  he,  having  been  placed  on  half-pay, 
left  the  hospital  on  the  23rd  of  April, 
1869 ;  but  he  apparently  did  not  leave 
until  the  28th.  The  surgeon  in  charge 
of  that  hospital,  now  retired,  has,  I  be- 
lieve, certified  that  he  intended  to  brinff 
Oaptain  Ohatterton  before  a  Medical 
Board  with  a  recommendation  that  he 
should  receive  13  months'  leave  to 
muiUe  him  to  undergo  a  division  of  his 
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tendo  achilles  under  favourable  circum- 
stances. Before  the  Board  met  Oaptain 
Ohatterton  had  been  placed  on  half -pay, 
and  was  at  liberty  to  proceed  to  England 
without  further  permission  or  the  for- 
mality of  a  Board,  a  liberty  of  which  he 
availed  himself.  I  am  not  prepared  to 
call  for  a  Report  on  Captain  Ohatter- 
ton's  state  by  the  Medical  Board  of  the 
India  Office ;  nor  can  I  admit  that  there 
is  any  ground  for  recommending  Oaptain 
Ohatterton  for  any  pecuniary  aid  in  ad- 
dition to  the  retired  half-pay  he  already 
receives. 

NAVY— THE  CHANNEL  8QUADK0N. 

Oaptain  PBICE  asked  the  Secretary 
to  the  Admiralty,  What  is  the  present 
strength  of  our  Channel  Squadron;  if 
he  could  state,  without  detriment  to  the 
Public  Service,  for  what  duties  it  is  in- 
tended; and,  what  opportunities  are  now 
g^ven  to  Naval  Officers,  and  especially 
to  Flag  Officers,  to  perfect  themselves  in 
the  art  of  manoBUvring  Fleets  ? 

Mr.  TREVELYAN  :  Three  ships  of 
the  Channel  Squadron  are  now  cruising 
in  the  western  part  of  the  Mediterra- 
nean. The  object  of  their  cruise  is  to 
teach  their  seamen  to  work  aloft,  and, 
as  far  as  it  can  be  done  with  three  ships, 
to  practise  the  officers  in  manoeuvring. 
The  Minotaur  will  be  commissioned  in  a 
fortnight  for  the  flag  of  the  Vice  Ad- 
miral in  command.  The  Sultan  will  be 
added  to  the  Squadron  next  month,  and 
it  is  hoped  that  on  the  return  of  the  De- 
tached Squadron  from  China  in  August 
next,  the  Jncomtant  will  be  attached  to 
the  Channel  Squadron  to  complete  her 
commission,  making  six  large  ships  in 
all,  carrying  4,200  officers  and  men. 
With  regard  to  the  last  part  of  the  hon. 
and  gallant  Member's  Question,  I  have 
something  to  say  on  the  opportunities  to 
officers  for  practising  manoeuvring  in  the 
Statement  on  introducing  the  Estimates. 
Perhaps  he  will  excuse  me  if  I  reserve  it 
till  then. 

PRISONS  (IRELAND)— OMAOH  GAOL. 

Ma.  T.  A.  DICKSON  asked  the  Chief 
Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of 
Ireland,  If,  taking  into  consideration 
the  revelations  which  have  come  to  light 
in  connection  with  Omagh  G-aol,  he  will 
order  an  inquiry  into  the  proceedings  of 
the  Prisons'  Board  in  reference  thereto, 
and  into  the  sanitary  condition  of  all 
the  prisons  in  Ireland  ? 
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Mb.  W.  K  FOBSIEB,  in  reply,  said, 
a  TOT  oarefbl  inquiry  hmd  been  made 
into  the  state  of  Omagh  Gaol  by  an 
eminent  Dublin  physioian,  wboee  Beport 
he  had  only  before  him  that  day.  He 
did  not,  however,  think  there  was  any 
ground  for  g^oinp^  to  the  expense  of  a 

S moral  inquiry  mto  the  prooeedings  of 
e  Prisons  Board  in  reference  thereto, 
and  into  the  sanitary  condition  of  all  the 
Irish  prisons.  Since  the  prisons  came 
under  the  supervision  of  the  Prisons 
Board  the  death-rate  had  been  veiy  low ; 
but,  taking  all  the  ciroumstances  of  the 
case  into  consideration,  he  had  directed 
that  special  inquiry  should  be  made  into 
the  condition  of  the  prisoners  under  the 
Ooenuon  Act. 

Mb.  T.  a.  DIOKSON  said,  he  had 
intended  to  have  asked  the  Chief  Secre- 
tary what  provisions  would  be  made  for 
the  widow  and  children  of  the  man  who 
lost  his  life  in  the  discharge  of  his  duty  P 
but,  owing  to  the  fact  that  certain  Papers 
werebeinff  laid  upon  the  Table,  he  would 
postoone  his  Question. 

Mb.  GBAY  inquired,  whether  the 
Ohief  Secretary  would  have  any  objeo- 
turn  to  allow  the  medical  sanitary  ofl&oers 
of  Dublin,  who  were  the  officers  of  the 
Local  Cbvemment  Board,  to  inspect 
Eilmainham  Prison  without  any  expense 
to  the  Government  ?  

Mb.  W.  E.  FOBSTEB  said,  he  did 
not  think  he  ousht  to  do  that  unless 
there  were  special  reasons  for  it. 

Mb.  HEAliY :  May  I  ask  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  whether  he  intends  to 
remove  from  Kilmainham  Mr.  Pamell, 
Mr.  Dillon,  and  Mr.  O'Kelly,  to  some 
other  gaol ;  and,  if  eo,  whether  he  has 
taken  special  care  as  to  the  sanitary 
condition  of  that  gaol  ? 

Mb.  W.  E.  FORSTER  :  That  is  a 
Question  I  must  decline  to  answer. 

PBOTECnON  OF  PERSON  AND  PRO- 
PERTT  (IRELAND)  ACT,  1881  —  JOHN 
M'MORROW. 

Mb.  BIGGAB  asked  the  Ohief  Secre- 
tary to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Lreland, 
On  what  grounds  John  MoMorrow  is 
rtiU  retained  in  prison,  he  having  been 
arrested  over  twelve  months  ago  ? 

Mb.  W.  E.  FORSTER,  in  reply,  said, 
that  the  individual  in  question  had  been 
arrested  on  the  gpround  that  he  had  been 
a  principal  in  a  riot  and  in  an  unlawful 
assembly.  He  had  made  inquiry  as  to 
whether  his  liberation  could  be  effected 


wiihoat  danger;  and  if  the  hon.  Member 
would  repeat  his  Qnestion  in  a  fbw  daysi 
he  would infixrm  Urn  of  the  resnltof  ttie 
inquiry. 

THB  NAVY  ESTIMATES. 

Mb.  G0B8T  asked  the  First  Lord  of 
the  Treasury,  Whether  he  is  aware  thai 
Vote  1  of  the  Navy  Estimalea  was  **  re* 
ported  "  last  ^ear  as  late  as  March  21st| 
and  that,  during  the  former  Liberal  Ad- 
ministration, Tote  1  of  the  Navy  Esti- 
mates was  ''reported"  as  late  in  1878 
as  Maroh  28th ;  in  1872,  as  March 28rd; 
and  in  1871,  as  Maroh  28th;  and  that 
Vote  1  of  the  Army  Estimates  was 
''reported''  in  1871  on  Maroh  24th; 
whether  the  Law  on  these  oocasionB  was 
broken  with  his  sanotion;  and,  whether 
any  more  serious  evils  will  result  if  the 
BraortoofYotel  of  theNaijEstimatea 
and  Vote  1  of  the  Army  Estimates  were 
taken  during  the  present  year  as  late  as 
in  1871 P 

Mb.  GLADSTONE :  I  cannot  answev 
to  the  fullest  extent  which  the  farm  in 
which  it  is  printed  demands  the  Qnea* 
tion  of  the  non.  and  learned  Member 
without  entering  into  a  detailed  oKposi- 
tion  of  the  rules  under  which  this  House 
votes  public  money  with  the  view  to  the 
pnbUc  security  and  to  the  oontrol  of 
Parliament  over  public  monev,  which 
would  not  be  appropriate  on  this  occa- 
sion. I  accept  the  statements  made  in 
the  Question  of  the  hon.  and  learned 
Member  as  to  matters  of  fact.  I  have 
no  doubt  that  they  are  accurate.  It  is 
perfectly  true  that  in  1881  these  Beso- 
lutions  were  not  reported  until  the  21st 
of  March ;  whereas  Monday  next  is 
only  the  20th  of  Murch.  That  is  a  dif- 
ference which  I  will  not  dwell  upon. 
The  hon.  and  learned  Member  will  see 
that  it  is  more  than  explained  by  the 
absence  of  Her  Majestv  on  the  Oonti- 
nent.  The  time  will  be  consumed  in 
communicating  with  Her  Majesty  by 
telegraph,  and  in  the  transmission  by 
messenger  of  the  Royal  si^piature  neces- 
sary to  complete  the  passmg  of  an  Act. 
As  to  the  otner  vears  refenred  to  in  the 
hon.  and  learned  GFentleman's  Question, 
I  accept  the  statement  of  the  hon.  and 
learned  Member  in  reference  to  them. 
But  when  the  hon.  and  learned  Member 
asks  me  whether  the  law  was  broken  on 
those  occasions  with  my  sanction,  I  have 
to  reply  that  it  was  not  broken  with  my 
sanctioni  for  the  simple  reason  that  it 
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was  not  broken  at  all.  On  those  oooa- 
sions  there  was  no  breach  of  the  law  or 
irregularity  in  any  sense  whatever ;  be- 
cause before  the  Navy  Votes  were  taken 
other  Votes  had  been  taken,  and  a  Ways 
and  Means  Bill  was  in  progress  through 
the  House,  so  that  it  could  receive  the 
Boyal  Assent  before  the  close  of  the 
financial  year,  and  likewise  certain  Votes 
necessary  for  the  Public  Service  were  in 
a  position  to  be  reported  before  the  close 
of  the  financial  year.  There  is  no  in- 
consistency between  the  precedents  cited 
by  the  hon.  and  learned  Member,  and 
the  statement  I  made  last  night ;  because 
at  the  present  time  there  is  no  Ways  and 
Means  Bill  in  progress  through  the 
House  which  could  receive  the  Boyal 
Assent  before  the  close  of  the  financial 
year.  The  third  Question  of  the  hon. 
and  learned  Member  I  believe  is  dis- 
posed of  by  my  answers  to  the  former 
Questions. 

Mr.  O'DONNELL  :  Might  I  ask  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  if  the  Qovemment 
were  aware  of  the  approaching  departure 
of  Her  Gracious  Majesty  for  the  Conti- 
nent when  they  invited  the  House  to 
deal  with  other  matters  than  the  Esti- 
mates three  weeks  ago  ? 

Mb.  GLADSTONE:  Her  Majesty 
makes  her  own  arrangements  with  re- 
gard to  the  times  of  her  departure,  and 
gives  us  adequate  information  with  re- 
gard to  them  when  we  ask  it.  I  do  not 
think  I  am  called  on  to  give  any  further 
answer. 

PARLIAMENT- BUSINESS  OF  THE 

HOUSE— THE  NEW  RULES  OF  PROCE- 

DURE  -THE  CLOTURE. 

Mr.  ANDERSON  asked  the  First 
Lord  of  the  Treasury,  Whether,  con- 
sidering all  the  time  that  has  been 
already  lost  for  want  of  his  proposed 
Bule  2  (as  to  Adjournment  Motions  at 
Question  Time)  and  Bule  12  (as  to 
Supply  on  Mondays),  he  will  postpone 
the  consideration  of  the  Oloture  ana  the 
others,  and  bring  forward  these  two  for 
more  immediate  discussion  ? 

Mr.  GLADSTONE:  Her  Majesty's 
Government,  when  they  were  preparing 
the  Resolutions,  which  have  since  been 
laid  upon  the  Table  and  partially  enter- 
tained by  the  House,  considered  very 
carefully  the  question  whether  they 
should  begin  by  submitting  to  the  House 
the  Besolution  relating  to  the  power  to 
dose  the  debate,   and  they  made  up 
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their  minds  that  they  would  best  consult 
the  convenience  of  the  House  by  giving 
that  Resolution  the  first  place.  I  wiU 
not  now  enter  into  the  reasons  for  that 
determination  ;  but  I  do  not  think  that 
we  should  depart  from  it  even  if  the  dis- 
cussion had  not  been  commenced;  but 
as  it  has  been  commenced,  I  think  that 
my  hon.  Friend  will  see  that  it  would  be 
highly  inconvenient  to  change  it  at  the 
present  time,  although  I  believe  that 
what  is  called  the  Monday  Rule  is  one 
of  the  most  important  in  reference  to  the 
conduct  of  Public  Business. 

STATE  OF  IRELAND— POLICE  PROTEC- 
TION FOR  CARETAKERS. 

Mr.  GIBSON  (for  Lord  John  Man- 
ners) asked  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the 
Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland,  If  the 
patrols  which  are  now  in  certain  cases 
substituted  for  the  protection  heretofore 
afforded  to  caretakers  are  mounted  ? 

Mr.  W.  E,  FORSTER,  in  reply, 
said,  he  was  not  aware  that  the  patrols 
in  question  were  mounted.  He  had 
reason  to  believe  that  the  mounted 
patrols  were  not  found  to  be  efficient. 

STATE  OF  IRELAND— ARREST  OF 
PATRICK  MASTER80N. 

Mr.  SEXTON  (for  Mr.  Molloy) 
asked  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord 
Lieutenant  of  Ireland,  Whether  the  fol- 
lowing account  is  substantially  true, 
that— 

'*  On  the  18th  Noyember  last  Mr.  Digby  was 
fired  at  and  wounded  in  the  neighbourhood  of 
TuUamore.  That  Patrick  Masterson,  the  son 
of  a  landlord  and  tenant  farmer,  was  arrested, 
in  the  middle  of  the  night,  on  suspicion  for  the 
crime.     On  his   arrival  at  Tullamore  he  was 

E laced  in  the  *  black  hole  '  of  the  prison,  and, 
iter  on,  compelled  by  a  constable  to  strip  and 
put  on  old  clothes  and  slippers.  Later  on  four 
*  comer  boys '  were  brought  in  and  placed  be- 
side him,  and  then,  on  examination,  Mr.  Digby 
said  only  that  Masterson  was  *  about  the  sise,' 
but  did  not  recognise  him.  Two  men,  who  saw 
the  shot  fired,  declared  that  Masterson  bore  no 
resemblance  to  the  man  who  fired  the  shot. 
Upon  this,  Masterson  was  remanded  that  wit- 
nesses might  be  brought.  Meantime  he  was 
left  fasting  in  the  *  black  hole'  tiU  2  p.m.  The 
witnesses  included  the  petty  sessions  clerk,  a 
country  gentlcman-farmor,  and  several  members 
of  the  accused's  family, '  who  proved  he  was 
nine  miles  away  and  in  bed  at  the  time.  After 
five  remands,  and  no  evidence  against  the  ac- 
cused, he  was  discharged.  On  the  third  remand 
the  resident  magistrate  had  the  solicitor  to  the 
accused  turned  out  of  Court  by  the  police.  One 
week  after  his  discharge  he  was  re-arrested 
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"*■  **S*'?^  ^"fe  ^  *•  "7  *?  ??*^  mmtmf  PnuHet,  wh«re,  at  page  888,  he 

iZH^^a^'^T''^'^^  found  the  fbUewing«,nten^ 

Md,  whathor,  if  this  atatament  ia  oor-  rtjl£"2?^y  •  Member  who  had  mored  ea 

«ct,  he  win  release  Patriak  Maater-  ^JitJ'SJ:JS:::^^Ji^^^:Z 

1^^  '  upon  the  Muna  quMttoii,  or  mm  hmid  merdy 

Mk.    W.    E.    FOBSTEB,   in  reply,  by  the  indnl^oe  of  the  Honw;  but  of  IiS* 

•aid,  that  the  hon.  Member  appeared  to  7®^,  ^®  option  of  spMOdng  at  a  eabMUflD^ 

We  been  very  much  miaiDformed  aa  to  £^'fv?J?!:>^*ti!!^ 

thefkctaol^caae.    The  only  really  SSj^JyT^^^tt^ 

aaenxate  atatement  vaa  that  Mr.  Difby  „      •  v  ^  ^       i_     v  .^  .... 

waafiredat.  and  it  waa  by  the  mareat  ^e  wiahed  to  aak  whether  or  not  Oat 

ehanoe  that  he  waa  not  very  aeriootdy  ^'^  *"  "»  "S™^  repreaentation 

iignzed.  The  following  night  Hasteraon  *"^'I2^?t?X^??°**L 

waa  arrested  on  anepioion   of  having  ^v^LTV^^S^.'i        •  J^-'^S™ 

oommitted  the  ofifonw.     He  waa  n?t  **'*,™'JP^  **"*  *•'•  P""*  of  Order 

plaoed  in  the   "black  hole"  of  the  f™«« *<>»»▼•  been raieed at fte tune.  A* 

priaon.  but  waa  put  in  the  kitchen  near  **»*  "^«  *™»  ?  am  quite  wilhng  to  an- 

&e  fire.    He  wia  not  forced  to  atrip ;  •""  *•  ^?f^  «^*^»  °?^  ^^  ^ 

bnt  hia  tiouaera  waa  kept  bythepoUoe  ??"•  H~  •«»?*«*  »J*  a  aubatanti« 

for  certain  reasons,  and  another  pair  Motunij  but  a  Motion  for  the  a^jonm- 

•nppUed  to  him.    He  waa  plaoed  with  ""«»*  <»'*'»  ^o"<» '»  ««» I  may  aay  that 

four  persona  of  hia  own  dass  for  identi-  »»«»»«  ?*»S«°8  l.¥^*^  '"J*»» 

licatiSn,  and  Mr.  Digby  walked  atraight  Jl^oaramoat »  fUly  entiOed  to  apeak  at 

np  to  him  and  said  he  waa  themn;  tJ***™*-    ^  »»  wiaea  hia  hat ^ oa« 

b^t  aa  he  had  not  properly  aeen  hia  fooe,  ?'^y«P«^  !**«  » the  debate  with  the 

ha  could  not  sweaTtJ  him.    It  waa  not  i?*)!*??^  "'  *?"*  ^'*^.  I  ''!?^  T7 

true  that  he  had  been  left  faating  until  ™*  **»  «»w»on  *«>  wh"^.  the  noble 

S  KM.,  because  he  got  his  breakfMt  and  f*~  "»"  »  ??•.<»  **"^;,^P^ 

dinner,  and  expressed  hie  thanka  for  "dulgenoe   -^  be  oonceded.    The 

both.     No  witniss  proved  that  the  man  5^«o*^«m  «ted  bv  tlw  nol^Lord  from 

waa  nine  milea  away  from  the  place  at  «ie  J-l^We  work  of  Sir  £r^«  May 

thetimeoftheooouirenoe.    Themagie-  applies   to   aubatanUve    Motiona    and 

tratea  did  not  turn  the  attorney  forthe  O/dws  of  the  Day,  and  not  to  queatioia 

aoeuaed  out  of  Court;  but  his  demeanour  f'  the  adjournment  of  the  House  hke 

was  most  insulting  to  the  Court.    Ho  *•»»*  »'"»•»  ""O"®  yesterday, 
refused  to  sit  down,  although  frequently 

requeated  to  do  so.    The  Court  was  then  RUSSIA  Am)  PEIISIA— THE  BOUNDARY 

deared,  and  the  business  of  the  day  dis-  THKATY. 

poeed  of.  Masterson  was  not  in  hospital,       Babok  HENBT  DB  WOBMS  asked 

and  waa  not  spitting  blood.  the  Under  Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign 

« .  «^  ^ .  ..-r^.Tr.,    T,^,  ^o  «^  ^^« . »™,  Aflfairs,  Whether  the  Gtovemment  are 

^^^t^^l'~^^^L^J^^^^'^  i^  pos^eerion  of  a  copy  of  the  Ru«k>. 

RIGHTS  OF  SECONDERS.  pe^^  treaty ;  and,  if  ^.  whether  auoh 

ViscoTTUT    FOLKESTONE    eaid,    he  copy  will  be  laid  on  the  Table,  t<^ether 

wished  to  ask  the  opinion  of  the  Speaker  with  the  other  Papers  relating  thereto  ? 
with  regard  to  a  Question  of  Order.    It       Sm  OHABI^  W.  DILKE,  in  reply, 

wonld  be  in  the  recollection  of  the  House  said.  Her  Majesty's  Gk)yemment  were 

that  yesterday  he  seconded  a  Motion  of  now  in  possession  of  the  Treaty,  whioh 

hia  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  Ports-  would  be  laid  before  the  House.    The 

mouth  rSir  H.  Drummond  WolfiT)  by  Papers  passed  out  of  the  Foreign  Offioe 

going  tnrough  the  formality  of  raising  more  than  10  days  ago,  and  the  delay 

is  hat.     Later  on  he  rose  to  address  had  been  caused  by  the  difGLculty  in  re- 

the  House,  when  he  was  stopped  by  the  producing  a  map.    The  map  had  been 

Speaker,  who  ruled  that  he  had  ex-  drawn  on  stone  by  the  InteUigenoe  De- 

hausted  his  right  by  formally  seconding  partment  of  the  War  Office,  and  copies 

the  Motion.     He  wished  to  state  that  were  being  struck  off  by  the  contractors 

he  beliered  he  was  entitled  to  address  under  the  direction  of  the  Stationery 

the  House,  and  he  afterwards  referred  Office.     As  a  large  number  were   re- 

to  Sir  ISrskine  May's  work  on  Farlia-  quired,  great  delay  had  been  caused; 
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but  the  Foreien  Office  bod  preesad  the  thatiremaynotgettheBeportofSupply 

Stationery  Orooe  for  the  prodaotion  of  before  Uonday. 

the  map;  and  he  could  only  ezpresa Mb        Mr.  HEALY  inquired  whether  the 

regret  tuat  the  Papers  were  not  forth-  Mtwt  IteBolution,  when  paased,  would 

oominff  earlier.     The  Treaty  would  aleo  not  be  enforced  during  the  diecusBion  of 

be  laid  at  once;  but  the  Papers  to  which  the  remaining  BcBolutions;  and  whetlier, 

he  had  referred  contained  ^1  the  necea-  to  avoid  such  a  contingency,  the  Prime 

■ary  information.  Minister  would  propose  the  Buspension 
of  the  operation  of  the  let  Resolution 

PROTECTION   OF   PERSON   AND    PRO.  until  the  others  were  passed  ? 
PEETY  (IRELAND)  ACT,  1881— TREAT-        Ma.  GLADSTONE:   To  suspend  the 

MENT  OF  PERSONS  ABBESTED  UNDER  operation  of  Eule    1    would  require  a 

THE  ACT,  separate  Besolution ;  and  I  am  not  in- 

n      iTimTTTTT.  ^ruTTT.-n-  TLT  ,-  clined  to  mnltiply  Eesolutions  without  a 

8iB  AHTHTJH  OTWAT  gare  Notice  _t_„n-.  .„-^„  '^ 

that  on  Thursday   he   would   ask  the  "»""'&'«»«"'■ 

Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland  a  series  of       the  COMMERCIAL  TREATY  WITH 
Questions  with  respect  to  the  treatment  FRANCE^THE  NEGOTIATIONS 

rf  th.  Iriah  politioJ  piK>nn«-     On,  of        j,     ^^^  j^EB ;  I  b«g  lo  a.k  ll« 

Ihae  would  be  whether  he  h'i^i'n  u.d.r  Becrel.,;  of  State  for  Fofign 

«y  rt,p.  to  •!«»*».<>'  '°*1°''!?,  '°  Affur.,Whelhe;  the  French  OommoJS 

.hortan,  the  i»nod  of  18  hour."  .olit.17  ^  ■  ,^^^,|    ^       ^  ^    j^^  ,    on. 

j«nfinem.iit  impowd  upon  the.ejol,-  ,„j  ^'   i.„,oLtr  i.  eliiuiy  binding 

tioiU    praoner.    not    j.t    conyoleJ    of  „p„„  „  f„,  ,'„  j,„'„ .  „a,  if'ii  ^in  b| 

M..  JOSEPH  OOWEN  remarked  ft.t  J^eS.''' ''"''''  °'  ^  """"  ""''°" 
lelfer..entto".u.peot.''iaIri.hpriK,n.       g  °  OHAEtES  W.   DILKE:    Tie 

had  not  been  received  by  those  ffentle-  m_    ^  ^-"^  '^"  ■  i  m      .       v  I 

_  a       ■  1.  J  1       1  .L    ^L  ■  r  D  Treaty  is  not  a  Commercial  Treaty :  but 

men.     He  wished  to  aek  the  Chief  Secre-  _-...•!    .  .■      ,u      .  .  /  j.i. 

,       ATI     3-eii.    1  >.  .J  v        J  with  that  exception  the  statement  of  the 

laryfo,l™l.nd,ftheletter.notd,l,v.red  ^        Memb./i.  perfectly  correct.      It 

to  'l«  po^hcal  pn«mejs  would  b.  re-  ;        ^  ,    ;»  /^^        ^ 

turned  to  the  senders  when  opened  ?  „     l  ■     >■       "   j     ^u 

M..  W.  E.  rOKSTEK  ..id,  ho  would  Zt!),' i'lTlT^,^  .  otherpurpose.; 

.,     /»       n  Ilk       J  hut  it  18  not  a  (Jommerc  al  Treaty.     It 

«u,wer  the  Question  on  Thursday  ;,  ^^^^^^  ^„  thi,  country,  «id  it  will  be 
laid  on  the  Table  of  the  House. 

PAHLUMENT-PUBLIC  BUSINESS-  Mr.  MAC  IVER :  As  the  hon.  Baronet 

"COUNTS  OUT."  hag  not  ^^an  a  definite   reply  to  my 

Mr.  monk  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Prime  Question,  I  wish  to  ask  him  whether  I 
Minister,  Whether,  condderitig  the  pub-  am  to  understand  that  the  situation  re- 
lic scandal  which  would  arise  from  this  mains  precisely  as  before?  I  wish  to 
House  being  counted  out  on  three  con-  ask  if  it  is  not  the  case  that  this  Treaty, 
BeautiTe  Tuesdays,  the  Qovernment  will  by  deliberate  omissions,  is,  in  point  of 
endeavour  to  keep  a  House  to-night  to  fact,  a  retrograde  Treaty  ? 
enable  private  Members  to  bring  on  Mb.  SPEAKER :  The  hon.  Member 
their  Motions?  is  entering  into  matters  of  debate.     He 

Mr.  QLADSTONE,  in  reply,  said,  it  tnaj  put  a  Question ;  but  it  ia  not  com- 

would  he  imposaible  for  the  Government  petent  for  him  to  enter  into  matters  of 

to  take  any  measures  with  that  end  in  debate. 

▼iew.     If    they    were    responsible    for        Mb.  MAO  IVER:  I  wish  to  ask  the 

keeping  a  House  ou  one  Tuesday,  they  Under   Secretary  of  State   for  Poreiga 

would    become    Tesponeible    for    every  Affaire,  whether  it  is  not  the  ease  that 

Tuesday,    a  task   which   manifestly  no  by  reason  of  its  omission  to  deal  with 

Oovemment  would  undertake.  these  matters  we  suffer  injustice  ;  and 

Mb.     ONSLOW     asked    the    Prime  whether  it  ia  not,  in  point  of  fact,  a  re- 

Miuister  if  the  discussion  on  the  eldtura  trograde  Treaty,  which  ties  our  hands 

Besolution  would  be  the  first  Order  of  Tor  a   period   of   10  years  as   regards 

the  Day  on  Monday,  or  would  the  Be-  questions  where    pressure    might  have 

port  of  Supply  be  taken  ?  I>een  brought  to  bear  to  remedy  such 

Mb.  QLADSTONE ;  I  have  not  eon-  njiutioe?      I   also  want   to  auc  him 

ndered  the  subject  yet.     I  am  not  sure  whether  it  is  true  that  the  ooncession 
Sir  ChrJ't  W.  Dilh 
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wliich  has  been  made  as  regards  a 
redudtion  in  the  iuriaxe  d^mtir^pdt  on 
Sonth  African  wool  is  not,  in  reality, 
a  eonoession  to  French  manufacturers, 
which,  by  cheapening  so  much  of  their 
raw  material  as  may  be  obtainable  from 
South  Africa,  will  operate  to  the  dis- 
advantage of  our  competing  manufac- 
turers and  agriculturists'?    [ "  Oh,  oh ! " 

and  "OrderTin 

Mb.  SPEAkEE:  The  hon.  Member 
cannot  be  allowed  to  introduce  matters 
of  debate  or  controversy. 

Mb.  MAO  lYEB:  I  beg  to  g^^e 
Notice  that  on  Thursday  next,  on  going 
into  Committee  of  Supply,  I  will  cau 
attention  to  this  Treaty  and  move  a 
Besolution.  

Sib  CHARLES  W.  BILKE:  This  is 
not  a  retrograde  Treaty,  because,  as 
regards  the  subjects  with  which  it 
deals,  it  is  exactly  the  same  as  the  last, 
and  has  nothing  to  do  with  the  9uiriax$ 
t§nir$p6i.        

Mb.  MAO  IVEB :  It  omits  it. 

Sib  OHABLES  W.  DILKE  :  It  is 
not  a  Treaty  which  can  possibly  take 
account  of  it 

PROTECTION  OF  PEBSON  AND  PRO- 
PERTY (IRELAND)  ACT,  1881— DR. 
J.  E.  KENNY. 

Mb.  BEDMOND  asked  the  Secretary 
of  State  for  the  Home  Department, 
Whether  it  is  a  fact  that  Dr.  J.  E. 
Kenny  has  applied  for  permission  to 
pay  a  professional  visit  to  Mr.  Davitt 
in  Portland  Prison;  whether  he  has 
not  for  many  years  been  Mr.  Davitt' s 
medical  adviser;  and,  whether  permis- 
sion to  pay  the  visit  was  refused  ? 

Sib  WILLIAM  HARCOURT :  Soon 
after  Michael  Davitt's  admission  to 
Portland  Prison  Dr.  Kenny  applied  for 
permission  to  visit  him,  and  I  very 
gladly  gave  him  that  leave ;  but  sub- 
sequent events  connected  with  Dr. 
Kenny  made  me  think  it  would  be  im- 
proper to  aUow  any  further  visits  of 
Dr.  Kenny  to  Michael  Davitt.  [Mr. 
O'Donnell:  Mr.  Michael  Davitt.]  I 
therefore  decline  to  grant  any  further 
permission.  At  the  same  time,  I  am 
able  to  inform  the  hon.  Member  that 
Michael  Davitt's  health  is  extremely 
satisfactory. 

Mr.  BEDMOND  asked  whether  per- 
mission would  be  given  to  any  inde- 
pendent medical  man  other  than  Dr. 
Kenny  to  visit  Mr.  Davitt  ? 

VOL.  OOLXVn.    [thibd  sbbies.] 


Sib  WILLIAM  HARCOURT :  Tf  the 
name  of  any  gentleman  to  whom  I  see 
no  objection  is  submitted  to  me,  I  think 
it  very  likely  that  such  permission  would 
be  given. 

GOAL  MINES— THE  LUMLIST  COLLIERY 

AOOIDBNT. 

Mb.  BTTRT  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Secre- 
taiT  of  State  for  the  Home  Department, 
Whether  he  can  give  to  the  House  any 
information  with  regard  to  the  giving 
way  of  the  shaft  at  Immley  OoUiery  ana 
the  imprisonment  of  11 6  men  ? 

Sir  WILLIAM  HARCOURT:  At 
the  time  I  left  the  Home  Office  no  in- 
formation beyond  that  contained  in  the 
papers  had  reached  me;  but  if  any 
should  come  in  the  course  of  the  after- 
noon I  will  communicate  with  my  hon. 
Friend. 

MOTIONS. 


NAVY— FITTERS   IN   HER  MAJESTY'S 
DOCKYARDS.^R£SOLTJTION. 

Mb.  BROADHURST,  in  rising  to  call 
attention  to  the  work  and  position  of 
Fitters  in  Her  Majesty's  Dockyards ;  and 
to  move — 

"  That,  in  the  opinion  of  this  House,  it  is 
detrimental  to  the  public  servioe,  fatal  to  the 
efficiency  of  our  war  shipa,  and  nnjost  to  the 
artifioers  concerned,  that  superintending  leading 
men  should  be  placed  in  authority  over  work- 
men with  whose  trades  they  have  no  practical 
acquaintance,  or  that  men  should  bo  put  to  exe- 
cute work  for  which  they  are  unsuited,  either 
by  training  or  experience,' ' 

said,  he  had  no  intention  of  attacking 
the  Administration  of  either  the  present 
or  the  late  Government.  He  feared  that 
the  system  referred  to  in  this  Motion 
was  one  which  had  grown  up  through 
the  course  of  a  great  numher  of  years, 
and  for  which  responsibility  could  not 
be  placed  upon  any  particular  Adminis- 
tration. The  whole  burden  of  his  con- 
tention would  be  that  it  was  impossible 
for  men  not  highly  trained  and  skilled 
in  the  working  of  iron,  and  in  the 
management  of  machinery,  to  do  that 
work  satisfactorily,  and  with  advantage 
to  those  who  employed  them.  In  other 
words,  he  contended  that  a  tailor  was 
the  most  proper  man  in  the  world  to 
make  a  coat,  and  that  a  shoemaker  was 
the  most  proper  man  they  could  find  to 
make  boots.  It  was  unfair  to  ask  men 
who  had  been  trained  from  boyhood  to 
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"work  in  wood  to  succeed  in  making  iron 
vessels;  and  especially  preposterous  to 
ask  them  to  undertake  the  work  of  fit- 
ting and  arranging  most  complicated 
machinery.  As  workers  in  wood,  there 
was  no  douht  that  the  shipwrights  in 
their  Soyal  Dockyards,  as,  indeed,  in 
their  private  yards,  would  compete  most 
successfully  against  any  workers  in  wood 
in  the  world ;  but  it  was  not  fair  or 
reasonable  to  expect  that  those  men 
could  turn  their  hand  to  learn  a  new  busi- 
ness, after  arriving  at  the  middle  stage 
of  life.  Yet  that  was  precisely  the  com- 
plaint which  he  had  to  submit  to  the 
House.  Speaking  generally,  about  25 
years  ago  shipwrights  who  were  em- 
ployed at  the  Boyal  Dockyards  were 
put  to  work  in  iron,  and  about  four  or 
five  years  ago  another  step  was  taken 
in  the  same  direction,  and  shipwrights 
were  put  to  the  highest  class  of  work — 
that  of  fitting  machinery  in  the  interior 
of  the  hulls  of  their  great  fighting  ves- 
sels. Up  to  1877,  he  believed,  afi  ma- 
chinery, of  whatever  sort  and  for  what- 
ever purposes — including  water-tight 
doors,  stop  valves,  sluices,  machinery 
for  ventilation,  and  other  purposes — was 
done  by  fitters ;  but  in  that  year  there 
was  a  considerable  transfer  of  fitters 
from  the  Engineers'  Department  to  the 
Chief  Constructor's  Department,  or,  in 
other  words,  they  were  placed  under  the 
supervision  of  shipwrights,  and  a  new 
regulation  was  made  defining  the  work 
which  should  be  chargeable  to  the 
Engineers'  Department,  and  the  work 
which  should  be  chargeable  to  the  Chief 
Constructor's  or  Shipwrights'  Depart- 
ment. In  that  regulation  all  machinery 
was  handed  over  to  the  Shipwrights' 
Department,  except  that  which  was  ac- 
tually required  for  the  propulsion  of  the 
vessel ;  and  it  would  surprise  many  to 
hear  that  that  work  was  not  to-day  in 
the  hands  and  under  the  control  of  those 
men  who  alone  could  make  the  ma- 
chinery, and  were  capable  of  fitting  it 
so  that  it  would  efficiently  answer  the 
purposes  for  which  it  was  intended. 
What  should  be  one  undivided  authority 
and  one  responsibility,  in  order  to  in- 
sure complete  efficiency,  was  now  scat- 
tered all  over  the  vessels,  as  it  were ; 
and  when  any  of  the  machinery  fedled 
it  was  all  the  more  difficult  to  fix  upon 
anyone  the  responsibility  of  the  failure, 
as  each  Department  could  cast  blame 
upon  the  other  when,  in  reality,  none  of 


the  Departments  were  to  blame,  but  the 
ridiculous  system  of  allowing  one  part 
of  the  machinery  of  the  vessel  to  be 
fixed  by  workers  in  wood  and  under  the 
management  of  a  separate  Department 
to  that  which  looked  after  the  engines 
and  boilers.  He  wished  it  to  be  un- 
derstood that  the  shipwrights,  who  had 
the  responsibility  of  fitting  delicate  and 
complicated  machinery, -were  incapable 
of  making  a  single  inch  of  that  ma- 
chinery, and,  therefore,  could  know 
nothing  about  fitting  it  into  its  place. 
No  private  contractor  would  act  on  the 
system  followed  by  the  Gbvemment; 
and  in  all  private  dockyards  great  care 
was  exercised  that  the  men  employed  as 
fitters  should  thoroughly  understand  the 
machinery  which  they  were  handling. 
Those  who  had  the  management  of 
afiPairs  in  the  Boyal  Dockyards  were 
officials  of  position  and  character,  who, 
doubtless,  intended  to  do  what  was 
right,  and  this  extraordinary  proceeding 
was  the  result  of  drifting  as  it  were. 
He  understood  that  the  present  Board 
of  Construction  consisted  of  five  ship- 
wrights, one  engineer,  one  engineer's 
assistant,  one  eng^neer-in-chief,  and  a 
secretary,  who  was  also  a  shipwright. 
Here  there  was  a  preponderance  of 
something  like  three  to  one  in  the  in- 
terests of  wood  and  sailing,  and  that  in 
the  presence  of  a  condition  of  things 
when  nearly  eirerything  on  board  a  ship 
was  done  by  steam.     He  would  now 

five  some  illustrations  of  the  extraor- 
inary  work  to  which  he  had  been  re- 
ferring. On  board  the  Inflexible,  which 
was  beine  fitted  at  Portsmouth,  an  im- 
portant electrical  machine,  intended  for 
the  instantaneous  transmission  of  mes- 
sages from  one  part  of  the  vessel  to  the 
other,  was  fitted  by  shipwrighte  to  the 
inequalities  of  the  deck  in  such  a 
manner  that  it  would  not  work  at  all. 
No  engineer  trained  to  the  fitting  of  en- 
gines would  ever  have  made  a  fatal  and 
an  almost  criminal  mistake  of  that  kind. 
Again,  on  the  ^^am^mnon,  two  water-tight 
doors,  on  which  the  safety  of  the  ship 
might  in  certain  circumstances  depend, 
were  fitted  by  shipwrights  in  such  a  way 
that  they  would  not  shut,  and,  therefore, 
were  of  no  use.  On  board  the  Poly- 
phemus, several  doors  and  valves,  which 
had  been  originally  fixed  by  shipwrights, 
had  to  be  re-done  by  fitters.  With  re- 
gard to  the  keel  ballast,  on  which  the 
safety  of  this  vessel  so  much  depended, 
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it  was  most  important  that  tlie  ma- 
chinery for  letting  it  go  and  tightening 
it  up  should  be  the  best  that  could  be 
got,  and  fitted  into  its  place  by  the  best 
possible  mechanics.  Then  there  was 
another  matter  connected  with  this  ex- 
traordinary vessel  which  he  wished  to 
bring  under  the  notice  of  the  House. 
He  had  been  informed  on  good  authority 
that  the  capstan  engines,  after  having 
been  made  by  contractors,  were  fitted  on 
board  by  shipwrights;  but,  in  conse- 
quence of  their  inability  to  gear  the 
worm  properly  into  the  wheel,  the  ship- 
wrights sent  for  the  dockyard  engineer 
to  show  them  how  to  do  the  work  pro- 
perly. He  declined  to  act  in  the  matter, 
whereupon  the  shipwrights  had  to  repair 
the  defects  themselves.  The  result  was 
that  it  took  35  lb.  of  steam  to  work  the 
capstans  when  they  were  light ;  whereas, 
when  at  full  work,  they  ought  not  to 
take  more  than  101b.  But  there  were 
other  instances  of  defective  work  on 
board  this  vessel.  Owing  to  the  unsuit- 
able machinery  employed,  the  launching 
of  the  life-raft  occupied  from  20  to  30 
minutes  instead  of  two  or  three,  as  it 
ought  to  do.  Then  it  appeared  that  at 
Sheerness  Dockyard  it  was  the  custom 
for  shipwrights,  instead  of  ironworkers, 
to  fit  the  iron  water-tight  compartments 
in  vessels.  Then,  on  board  the  In- 
flexibley  the  shipwrights  had  made  four 
attempts  to  erect  some  important  hoist- 
ing machinery ;  but  having  failed  in 
their  efforts,  owing  to  their  want  of  en- 
gineering knowledge,  engineers  were  at 
last  called  in  to  do  the  work.  Again, 
ridiculous  designs  for  rudder -heads 
having  been  made  by  the  Shipwrights' 
Department,  it  was  ultimately  found  ne- 
cessary to  have  other  designs  prepared 
by  an  engineer.  Upon  the  arrival  of 
the  Ajax  at  Chatham,  after  her  com- 
pletion, it  was  found  that  her  two  pon- 
derous turrets,  which  had  been  fitted  by 
shipwrights,  would  not  work,  and  had  to 
be  lifted  up  from  the  deck  altogether. 
This  was  owing  to  a  mistake  made  by 
the  shipwrights  in  erecting  themj  and 
he  had  been  informed,  by  persons  of  the 
highest  experience,  that  this  mistake 
would  cost  the  country  at  least  £5,000 
or  £7,000,  to  say  nothing  of  the  trouble, 
loss  of  time,  and  want  of  confidence 
caused  to  those  on  board.  The  state- 
ments he  had  made  were  based  on  care- 
ful investigations  extending  over  the 
past  12  months;  and  the  facts  he  had 


stated  constituted  but  a  mere  scrap  of 
the  many  fatal  extravagances,  blunders, 
and  waste  of  money  that  prevailed  in 
the  Dockyards  through  men  being  em- 
ployed upon  work  they  did  not  under- 
stand. Shipwrights  accustomed  to  build 
only  wooden  vessels  were  now  employed 
as  platers,  engineers,  iron -fitters,  &c., 
without  any  inquiry  as  to  whether  they 
were  capable  of  doing  such  work.  At 
Devonport,  for  instance,  shipwrights  were 
put  to  bend  a  stern-plate  to  one  of  the 
vessels  lying  in  the  Dockyard ;  but  being 
unable  to  manage  the  job,  it  had  to  be 
handed  over  to  the  iron  shipbuilders. 
Then  the  shipwrights  were  asked  to  give 
an  estimate  for  an  iron  coal-shoot,  when 
they  fixed  £20.  The  iron  shipbuilders, 
knowing  more  about  the  matter,  fixed 
£30.  The  work  was  then  intrusted  to 
the  shipwrights,  with  the  result  that  it 
cost  the  country  £50.  The  fact  was  that 
many  of  the  shipwrights  were  super- 
niimeraries,  and  in  order  to  find  them 
employment  they  were  put  upon  work 
to  which  they  were  unaccustomed.  Al- 
though their  present  ships  were  almost 
entirely  constructed  of  steel  and  iron, 
200  shipwrights  had  entered  the  Dock- 
yards at  Portsmouth  as  against  12  fitters. 
It  had  been  said  that  it  was  more  con- 
venient to  employ  shipwrights  who  went 
on  the  Establishment  than  fitters  who 
did  not  care  to  do  so.  What  was  the 
reason  of  that  ?  Some  years  ago  a  pro- 
posal was  made  to  the  fitters  with  a  view 
to  induce  them  to  enter  the  Establish- 
ment. The  proposal  contained  a  provi- 
sion reducing  a  wage  of  £1  14«.  a- week 
to  £1  10«.,  and  so  on  in  proportion,  and 
offering  a  speculative  pension  as  an  off- 
set  for  the  reduction.  The  Government 
could  not  be  surprised  at  the  refusal  of 
the  fitters  to  accept  those  terms.  He 
complained  also  of  the  way  in  which 
work,  such  as  patterns  made  by  the 
chief  engineer,  was  submitted  to  the 
inspection  of  the  shipwright,  a  worker 
in  wood  ;  and  when  he  had  approved 
them,  instead  of  their  being  executed  in 
the  Yard,  where  men  and  materials  were 
lying  idle,  they  were  put  out  on  con- 
tract, for  no  reason  that  he  could  con- 
ceive, except  that  the  Dockyard  officials 
had  the  purse  of  the  nation  to  dip  into. 
The  Government  work  might  often  be 
executed  within  the  Yard  when  it  was 
sent  out.  And  it  was  of  the  utmost  im- 
portance that  every  part  of  the  vessels 
shoTil'l  bo  perfect.  "H.^  Yvo^o^  Wvcv  ^cvw^<5^ 
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would  Bay  with  him  that  these  things 
should  continue  no  longer.  Let  them 
remember  that  their  vessels  had  not 
been  into  action.  They  were  all  experi- 
ments, more  or  less.  The  only  evidence 
they  had  yet  had  as  to  what  they  would 
do  in  action  was  what  they  had  done 
when  they  had  come  into  contact  with 
each  other — and  they  knew  how  they 
behaved  then — in  the  most  unwarlike 
manner  possible,  blowing  up  or  going 
down,  as  the  case  might  be,  and  disap- 
pearing from  the  face  of  the  waters. 
They  wanted  that  these  vessels,  which 
carried,  as  it  were,  the  fortunes  of  the 
nation  within  their  sides,  should  be  as 
complete  in  the  successful  production  of 
unity  in  engineering  skifl,  efficiency, 
and  finish  of  workmanship  as  it  was 
possible  to  make  them.  Anything  he 
brought  forward  might  be  suspected  of 
having  a  tinge  of  trade  unionism  in  it. 
He  ventured  to  inform  the  House  that 
there  was  nothing  of  that  sort  in  this 
matter.  The  movement,  indeed,  had 
originated  with  anti-union  men ;  bat 
the  unionists  were  patriots  in  the  work 
of  helping  forward  a  movement  of  this 
kind,  as  they  usually  were,  notwith- 
standing what  was  said  against  them. 
Every  gun  they  had  on  board  those 
floating  monsters,  every  monster  itself, 
was  absolutely  useless,  worthless — nay, 
a  mere  trap  to  those  who  had  to  go  on 
board,  and  a  trap  and  a  deception  to 
the  nation,  unless,  when  called  upon  to 
perform  its  functions,  it  should  answer  in 
even  the  minutest  part  of  its  machinery 
and  work  with  absolute  perfection.  These, 
and  these  only,  were  the  conditions 
under  which  these  vessels  could  success- 
fully discharge  the  duties  for  which  they 
had  been  created.  The  hon.  Gentleman 
concluded  by  moving  his  Resolution. 

Mb.  8LAGG,  in  seconding  the  Mo- 
tion, said,  that  he  had  satisfied  himself 
that  the  disclaimer  of  the  hon.  Member 
of  the  association  of  this  question  with 
trades  unionism  was  perfectly  correct ; 
but  even  if  it  were  associated  with  the 
trades  union  body  he  should  not  object 
to  it,  because  trades  unionism  was  a  verv 
different  matter  from  what  it  was  many 
years  ago.  The  removal  of  unjust  and 
iniquitous  laws  which  operated  to  the 
disadvantage  of  the  working  class  had 
placed  trade  combinations  upon  a  rea- 
Bonable  and  just  basis ;  and  little  ob- 
jection could  now  be  urged  against 
them,   either  by  employers  of  labour 

Mr^  Broadhunt 


or  economists.  Nor  was  this  in  any 
way  a  matter  of  wag^s.  His  hon. 
Friend  was  not  advocaSng  an  advance- 
ment of  wag^s  for  any  section  of  the 
workpeople.  All  he  wanted  was  that 
the  best  qualified  men  should  be  ap- 
pointed to  do  the  work  for  which  they 
were  most  capable.  The  House  must 
have  been  impressed  by  the  descriptions 
given  througn  many  channels  of  the 
immense  alterations  which  had  taken 
place  in  the  construction  of  modem 
war  vessels,  showing  how  steam  had 
almost  superseded  every  other  agency  as 
a  motive  power,  and  how  every  branch 
of  science,  no  matter  how  abstruse  and 
refined,  was  brought  to  bear  in  the  con- 
struction and  management  of  their  ships. 
Wood  had  given  place  to  iron,  steam 
had  taken  tne  place  of  wind,  so  that 
sails  were  little  used,  and  electricity  was 
brought  into  constant  operation  in  the 
management  of  war  vessels.  From  the 
statement  just  made  to  the  House  it  ap- 
peared that  their  Dockyard  authorities 
had  been  slow  to  make  themselves 
acquainted  with  the  important  changes 
which  must  take  place  in  the  applica- 
tion of  labour  to  the  construction  of 
their  vessels  in  order  to  keep  pace 
with  the  immense  scientific  advance  of 
the  age.  It  was  clear  that  the  very 
g^eat  change  in  conditions  and  material 
must  involve  equally  large  changes  in 
the  accomplishments  and  acquirements 
of  those  who  had  to  deal  with  these 
matters.  In  the  olden  time  it  was  very 
easy  to  take  a  man  from  the  Coast  Ser- 
vice or  the  Mercantile  Marine  and  make 
him  fit  to  serve  in  the  Royal  .Navy.  But 
now  they  required,  not  only  a  sailor,  but 
also  a  man  to  some  extent  well  skilled 
as  an  engineer,  and  capable  of  using  the 
instruments  required  in  regard  to  iron 
ships  designed  upon  the  most  delicate 
principles.  Thus  he  was  a  totally  dif- 
ferent man  from  the  old  naval  seaman, 
and  he  was  more  costly  to  train,  more 
rare,  and  much  more  important  to  the 
community.  Such  a  man  could  not  be 
trained  to  efficiency  very  quickly,  and  it 
behoved  tlie  House  to  do  all  in  their 
power  to  secure  safety  to  crews  com- 
posed of  such  men,  and  to  maintain 
them  in  a  position  in  which  they  would 
not  only  be  safe,  but  would  absolutely 
feel  safe  and  have  full  confidence  in  the 
machinery  of  the  ships  to  which  their 
lives  were  intrusted.  Tho  hou.  Member 
had  brought  forward  a  |^reat  many  cir- 


d05      ITmnf—FHUri  in  E$r        (Mabch  14, 1882)        Maj«$ty*9  Doehyarda.      906 


eamBtanoeB  which  would  appeal  to  tho 
House  Very  etronffly  in  regard  to  the 
•hoarfeoominffB  of  uieir  Public  Depart- 
ments in  theee  renpeots.  For  himself^ 
me  one  aoonstomed  for  very  many  years 
to  deal  with  meohanical  foroes,  he  could 
veiy  fuUy  realize  the  immense  import- 
ance of  a  due  distribution  and  division 
of  work  amongst  those  who  were  oon- 
oemed  in  the  construction  of  these  deli- 
cate and  important  machines.  From  the 
efidenoe  he  had  seen  on  this  subject  it 
■eomed  perfectly  clear  that  the  une  of 
demarcation  was  not  strong  enough  be- 
tween the  engineer  who  had  to  do  with 
the  fittinjr  of  the  engines  and  the  man 
who,  whSe  occupying  an  inferior  posi* 
tioD,  really  was  put  to  work  which  could 
not  be  properly  done  without  suitable 
training  and  ability.    It  seemed  to  be  a 

Soestion  where  the  engineer  ended  and 
3te  shipwright  began ;  and  when  men 
with  the  name  of  sUpwrights  were  put  to 
work  which  only  trained  and  skill^  en- 
gineers were  able  to  do,  the  GK>yemment 
might  be  fairly  asked  to  look  into  the 
miUter,  and  give  some  solid  assurance 
that  such  defects  should  be  remedied  as 
fkr  as  possible.  He  held  no  brief  for  any 
idaas  of  workmen ;  but  was  concerned 
only  for  the  efficiency  of  the  Public  Ser- 
tioe,  and  for  a  due  and  proper  expendi- 
ture of  the  public  funds.  This  was  a 
time  especially  when  attention  was 
being  drawn  to  the  efficiency  of  the 
British  workman ;  and  it  behoved  Par- 
liament to  co-operate  in  everything  that 
could  be  suggested  or  accomplished  to 
promote  in  all  respects  an  improvement 
of  his  position.  They  were  beset  by 
rivals  on  every  side,  and  the  supremacy 
of  their  industrial  and  constructive 
powers  was  very  much  questioned. 
Surely,  then,  the  reproach  should  not  rest 
upon  any  Department  of  Her  Majesty's 
Gfovemment  that  it  permitted  slipshod 
work,  put  the  wrong  men  to  the  wrong 
task,  or  proceeded  by  any  rule-of-thumo 
system,  which  would  certainly  be  re- 
jected in  the  management  of  any  private 
concern.  Neither  himself  nor  the  Mover 
of  the  £esolution  sought  to  make  an  at- 
tack upon  the  Qovemment.  They  had 
no  special  case  to  make  out  against  the 

S resent  Dockyard  administration  which 
id  not  apply  to  previous  Administra- 
tions ;  but  he  was  sure  they  should  per- 
form a  graceful  and  useful  service  to 
the  Gtovemment  by  bringing  a  certain 
amount  of  pressure  to  bear  and  gently 


stimulating  them  so  that  they  might,  to 
some  extent,  esci^e  those  bands  (n  wood 
and  iron  which  surrounded  the  best  in- 
tentioned  offidala.  If  in  this  way  they 
helped  to  loose  those  swathings  of  red 
tape  which  always  bound  up  great  De- 
partments of  the  State,  Uiey  would  not 
have  spoken  quite  in  vain. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 

"  That,  in  the  opinion  of  this  House,  it  ii 
detrimeiital  to  the  public  service^  fatal  to  the 
efficieiu7  of  our  war  ships,  and  nnjiist  to  the 
Fitters  in  Her  Majesty's  Dockyards,  that  snper- 
intending  leading  men  should  be  placed  in 
authority  over  workmen  with  whose  trades  they 
have  no  practical  acquaintance,  or  that  men 
should  be  put  to  execute  work  for  which  thev 
are  unsuitod  either  by  training  or  experience. ' 
—iUr.  Broadkuni.) 

Mb.  TBEYELYAN  said,  the  speech 
of  his  hon.  Friend  the  Member  I6r 
Stoke -upon -Trent,  who  spoke,  as  he 
always  spoke,  with  great  special  know- 
ledge, and  with  a  personal  oonvio- 
tion  which  always  produced  a  con- 
siderable impression  upon  the  House, 
showed  that  there  were  doubts  in  his 
mind — and  if  doubts  existed  in  his  mind 
he  was  sure  they  existed  verv  widely 
elsewhere — which  he  was  very  happy  to 
have  so  very  fair  an  opportunity  of  try- 
ing to  dear  up.  The  subject  of  his  Beso- 
lution  was  an  important  one  and  a  very 
delicate  one.  He  (Mr.  Trevelyan)  spoke 
not  only  as  a  Member  of  that  House, 
and  not  only  as  a  Member  of  the  Govern - 
uienty  but  as  the  representative  of  a  firm 
employing  vast  numbers  of  workmen 
all  over  the  globe,  and  speaking  on  a 
question  intimately  affecting  the  in- 
terests and,  what  was  perhaps  more  im- 
portant, the  feelings  of  those  workmen. 
Everyone  knew  how  cautiously,  in  the 
private  trade,  an  employer  would,  under 
those  circumstances,  open  his  mouth  in 
public ;  and  he  hoped  the  House  would 
forgive  him  if,  on  that  occasion,  he  was 
very  quiet  and  very  tame,  though  he 
could  assure  them  he  would  be  quite 
sufficiently  explicit  in  what  he  said. 
The  state  of  the  case  was  this — A  gene- 
ration back,  when  ships  were  buUt  of 
wood,  and  not  of  iron,  the  great  bulk  of 
the  skilled  mechanics  in  the  Dockyards 
went  by  the  name  of  shipwrights,  and 
were,  as  a  matter  of  fact,  carpenters, 
specially  dkiUed  in  a  special  class  of 
work.  The  master  shipwright  had 
under  him  a  certain  proportion  of  fitters 
and   millwrights,   for    the    purpose  of 
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oarrjiDg  out  certain  metal  work  in  con- 
nection will  the  hulls  of  ships ;  but  the 
great  army  of  skilled  workmen  were  the 
shipwrights.     Thej  mi^ht,  indeed,  well 
be    called  an   ^*  army,      because  they 
had  some  of  the  best  military  qualities 
about  them.     They  regarded  the  nation 
as  something  more  than  a  mer^  pay- 
master ;  they  were  proud  of  their  posi- 
tion;   they  valued    their    certain    and 
assured  employment ;  and  they  regarded 
with  very  high  appreciation  the  prospect 
of  a  pension  for  old  age.     The  hired 
men  who  were  not  yet  established  looked 
forward,  by  good  behaviour  and  ability, 
to  succeed  to  vacancies  on  the  Establish- 
ment, and  to  become  entitled  to  a  pension. 
And  their  appreciation  of  these  advan- 
tages they  showed  by  serving  for  a  much 
lower  pay  than  shipwrights  received  in 
the  private  yards;  and  30  years  ago 
shipwrights    took,    and    took    without 
grumbling,  at  Woolwich  and  Deptford, 
4«.  a-day,  when  workmen  in  the  private 
yards  on  the  Thames  were  earning  7s. 
Towards  the  beginning  of  those  30  years, 
the  entire  nature  of  shipbuilding  changed, 
and  so  the  nature  of  shipbuilders — the 
mechanical  powers  and  faculties  of  these 
shipwrights — changed    also.      On    this 
point  he  would  not  ask  the  House  to 
accept  his  dictum,  but  would  be  able  to 
support  it    with    evidence,    which    he 
thought  would  thoroughly  satisfy  hon. 
Members.     That  was  a  very  long  period 
in  a  generation  of  working  men,  and  the 
men  now  in  the  yards  who  were  classed 
as  shipwrights  had  been  trained  from 
boyhood  upwards — because  at  every  time 
in  their  Dockyards  they  had  no  less  than 
545  shipwright  apprentices — had  been 
trained  to  a  very  great  extent,  and,  in 
fact,  in  the  case  of  the  g^at  majority  of 
them,  in  metal  and  not  in  wood.     Their 
name  had  not  been  changed ;  but  they 
were  doing  work  as  different  from  that 
which  was  done  by  the  shipwrights  of 
1851  as  the  work  of  making  a  locomo- 
tive was  from  the  work  of  making  a  mail 
coach.     But  in  one  respect  they  had  not 
changed,  and  that  was  in  their  relations 
to   the  nation    which   employed  them. 
They  still  preferred  the  certainty  of  the 
Establishment.     They  appreciated  being 
Government  workmen,  with  a  right  to 
pension.      And    the    Government    en- 
oouraged  them  in  that  view,  because,  to 
apeak  quite  plainly,  it  was  a  matter  of 
life  ana  death  to  the  country  to  have  in 
fhe  crisis  of  a  war  a  great  body  of  skilled 
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workmen,  on  whose  services  the  nation 
might  count,  as  it  counted  on  the  ser- 
vices of  its  Blue-jackets  and  Marines. 
To  what  a  great  extent  that  might  be 
said  of  the  shipwrights  was  shown  by 
the  fact  that  of  4,200  shipwrights  nearly 
3,000  were  actually  on  the  Establish- 
ment— a  fact  the  value  of  which,  under 
circumstances  that  had  occurred  before 
and  might  well  occur  again,  it  was 
hardly  possible  to  overrate.  Now,  the 
fitters  viewed  the  question  differently. 
The  certainty  of  employment,  the  short 
hours  which  they  worked  in  the  Dock- 
yards— 51  hours  a- week,  as  against  a 
much  longer  period  of  hours  in  private 
yards — had  not  such  attractions  in  their 
eyes  that  they  were  willing  to  sacrifice 
their  freedom  and  their  high  wages  for 
the  certainty  acquired  on  the  Establish- 
ment. Out  of  nearly  1,300  fitters  only 
236  were  on  the  Establishment,  and  the 
wages  which  they  received  were  higher 
by  9rf.  a-day  than  those  received  by  ship- 
wrights, either  hired  or  established.  The 
fitters,  speaking  through  his  hon.  Friend, 
told  them  that  they  did  not  like  to 
see  work  which  they  could  do  done— 
and,  as  they  maintained,  not  well  done — 
by  men  who  did  not  belong  to  their 
branch  of  the  trade.  Their  contention 
was  that  the  shipwrights  were  mere  car- 
penters. A  deputation  of  fitters  waited 
on  the  hon.  Member  for  Bochester  (Sir 
Arthur  Otway),  and  stated  that  the 
authorities  had  given  fitters'  work  to 
shipwrights — **  Men  who  are  used  to 
woodwork,  and  know  nothing  whatever 
of  fitting.*'  Especially  (they  said)  that 
was  the  case  with  the  fittings  of  doors 
in  water  -  tight  compartments.  They 
urged — 

"  The  iron-clads  of  the  present  day  cost  be- 
tween £600,000  and  £600,000,  and  if  an  acci- 
dent took  place  from  bad  workmanship  the  ship 
would  be  at  the  bottom  of  the  sea  with  200  or 
300  sailors.  The  fitters  had  stood  this  as  long 
as  they  could,  until  they  found  the  very  breaa 
was  being  taken  away  from  them  and  given  to 
others  not  entitled  to  the  same." 

But  when  the  shipwrights  heard  of  the 
movement  among  the  fitters  they,  too, 
were  on  the  alert ;  they,  too,  addressed 
the  hon.  Member  for  Bochester,  and 
described  themselves  as  follows : — 

**"We  are  the  working  constructors  of  the 
British  Navy  in  wood,  iron,  and  steel,  and,  at 
the  same  time,  principally  in  steel.  Therefore, 
who  can  be  so  capable  of  fitting  doors  of  all 
kinds,  sluice  valves,  armour  plates,  stems,  stem- 
posts,  rudders,  and  all  else  pertaining  to  the 
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oonstmction  of  a  ship  of  war  as  the  ship- 
▼rightP" 

They,  too,  stated  that  a  sliip  of  war  cost 
£700,000  or  £800,000,  and  that  the  lives 
of  500  or  600  men  depended  upon  the 
workmanship  in  it.  And  thej  urged 
these  considerations  with  the  warmth  of 
men  who  felt  that  their  bread,  and  the 
bread  of  their  children,  depended  on  the 
issue  of  the  controversy.  Now,  these 
allegations  having  been  made  on  both 
sides,  and  the  consequences  to  the  indivi- 
dual fitters  employed  in  Her  Majesty's 
Dockyards  being  nothing  (for,  under  any 
circumstances,  there  was  no  talk  of  dis- 
charging them),  while  the  consequence 
to  the  shipwrights  would  be  very  serious 
indeed,  he  hoped  that  the  House,  in 
fairness,  would  allow  the  shipwrights  to 
be  judged  by  the  opinion  of  those  who 
haa  an  intimate  knowledge  of  the  work 
which  they  turned  out.  The  opinion  of 
the  Constructive  Department  of  the  Navy 
fully  and  absolutely  confirmed  their  con- 
tention, that  in  technical  skill  the  fitter 
and  the  shipwright,  who  worked  in  steel 
and  iron,  were  on  an  equality.  The  late 
Controller,  Sir  Houston  Stewart,  summed 
up  the  unanimous  feeling  of  the  Depart- 
ment, over  which  he  so  long  and  so  ably 
presided,  when  he  said — 


« 


The  shipwrights  have  become  skilled  work- 
men in  wood  and  iron,  thus  enabling  a  great 
deal  of  the  work  which  in  former  days  could 
only  have  been  done  by  fitters  to  be  skilfully 
turned  out  by  them  at  lower  wages  than  fitters 


receive. 


Captain  Parkins,  the  Superintendent  of 
Pembroke  Dockyard — the  most  purely 
iron  shipbuilding  establishment  in  the 
whole  world — assured  him  that  the  ship- 
wrights had,  to  a  great  extent,  ceased  to 
be  carpenters,  and  had  become  skilled 
workmen  in  iron,  and  did  nothing  else. 
That  was  the  opinion  inside.  What  was 
the  opinion  from  without  ?  Mr.  Henry 
Laird,  of  the  Birkenhead  Ironworks, 
unsurpassed  as  a  judge,  and,  perhaps, 
unsurpassed  in  his  experience  of  Admi- 
ralty work — Mr.  Laird,  fresh  from  a 
complete  overhauling  of  the  iron- clad 
Hotspuff  which  had  been  built  by  ship- 
wrights, said  of  himself  and  his  part- 
ners— 

**We  always  consider  that  the  work  turned 
out  by  the  Koyal  Dockyards  is  of  superior 
quality,  and  have  found  such  as  has  come  under 
our  immediate  observation  thoroughly  soimd 
and  good." 

Ur.  Peter  Bolt,  the  representative  of  the 


Thames  Lronworks  and  Shipbuilding 
Company,  wrote  as  follows : — 

''  I  beg  to  state  that,  from  my  long  acquaint* 
ance  wiw  work  in  the  Dockyards,  I  have  no 
hesitation  in  pronouncing  the  work  on  ships  to 
be  of  the  very  best  description." 

There  they  had  outside  opinion  in  this 
country.  What  was  the  opinion  abroad  ? 
In  1873  and  1874,  when  it  was  contem- 
plated to  introduce  iron  shipbuilding  on 
an  extended  scale  into  the  French  Dock- 
yards, some  eminent  constructors  were 
sent  over  to  examine  and  study  the  sys- 
tem pursued  and  the  work  turned  out  in 
our  Dockyards;  and  their  Reports  were 
so  favourable  that  our  system  of  having 
a  foreman  of  the  class  of  naval  archi- 
tects over  each  ship,  with  a  special  class 
of  shipwrights  bred  in  the  Dockyard, 
was  generally  adopted  in  the  construc- 
tion of  modem  iron  ships  in  the  French 
Navy.  That  able  writer  and  excellent 
judge.  Engineer  King,  of  the  United 
States,  made  similar  observations  in  his 
official  Beport — 

"  The  inferior  officers  and  workmen,"  he  said, 
**  in  the  English  Dockyards  are  employed  solely 
on  their  merits,  and  are  mainly  well-trained, 
efficient,  and  faithful,  besides  which  the  per- 
manence of  employment  adds  stability  and  gives 
character  to  the  whole  staff  of  employ  en" 

And,  finally,  the  work  of  our  shipwrights 
was  submitted  to  an  ordeal  through 
which  nothing  could  pass  which  was  not 
sound  and  true.  It  had  to  find  favour  in 
the  eyes  of  the  captain  and  the  officers  of 
the  vessel,  and  that  was  no  slight  test  of 
its  excellence,  as  would  be  acknowledged 
by  anyone  who  had  seen  the  commanders 
of  such  ships  as  the  Nelson  and  the  In- 
flexible hanging  about  the  lobbies  and 
office  rooms  of  the  Admiralty  day  after 
day  to  ask,  to  ask  not  for  some  advan- 
tage of  pay  or  rank  for  themselves,  but 
for  some  more  and  more  exquisite  per- 
fection in  the  safety  and  fighting  power 
of  that  beloved  vessel  over  which  they 
thought  that  the  nation  should  be  only 
too  proud  to  spend  its  money.  If  the 
shipwrights'  work  could  face  the  critical 
observation  of  such  officers  as  Captain 
Fisher  of  the  Inflexible  and  Captain 
Erskine  of  the  Nelson^  it  must  be  good 
indeed.  It  was  stated  by  Captain  Fisher, 
in  the  Eeport  he  had  made  regarding  his 
vessel,  that  all  this  most  complicated  ar- 
rangement had  fully  answered  the  expec- 
tations that  he  had  formed  of  it.  If 
this  Motion  were  carried,  they  would  be 
forced   to   break  into   their  system— to 
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oated  at  the  Naval  Oollege  at  Qreen- 
wioh.  He  thought  the  House  would  see 
ihat  this  reform  would  remove  every 
yeetige  of  the  complaint  which  his  hon. 
Friend  made  with  regard  to  the  class  of 
fitters  not  having  their  fair  share  of 
authority.  He  mk^ht  say  that  both  with 
regard  to  the  cmss  from  whom  their 
Naval  Constructors  were  to  be  drawn, 
and  still  more  with  regard  to  the  distri- 
bution of  work  between  ship  wrights  and 
fitters,  the  Admiralty  expected  great  as- 
aiatanoe  from  the  advice  of  Mr.  Bendel, 
{he  new  Oivil  Lord,  who  had  had  unsur- 
passed experience  in  dealing  with  great 
bodies  of  workmen  in  steel  and  iron.  In 
oondusion,  he  must  impress  upon  the 
House  that  it  was  in  the  interests,  to  a 
ffreat  extent,  of  the  Public  Service,  and, 
be  thought,  even  to  a  great  extent  of 
the  men  themselves,  that  their  Dockyard 
administration  should  not  be  boimd  by 
any  hard-  and-fast  rules.  In  shipbuild- 
ing, and,  most  of  all,  in  shipbuilding  for 
war  purposes,  it  was  unavoidable  that 
ships  should  be  in  various  uneven  stages 
of  advancement,  and  at  one  time  an 
enormous  amount  of  one  kind  of  work 
had  to  be  done,  and  a  few  months  after- 
wards the  pressure  was  in  the  direction 
of  quite  a  ai£Perent  dass  of  work.  Now, 
in  private  establishments,  in  order  to 
meet  the  exigencies  of  trades  union 
rules,  the  redundant  men  of  one  class 
would  be  discharged y  and  men  of  the 
olass  required  would  be  entered,  and 
they,  in  their  turn,  would  again  be  dis- 
charged and  give  place  to  others.  But 
in  the  National  Dockyards  it  was  not 
desirable,  and  anyhow  it  was  practically 
impossible,  to  play  fast  and  loose  in  this 
style  with  the  vast  masses  of  workmen 
whom  they  employed,  depriving  them 
by  hundreds  a  day  of  the  right  to  a  pen- 
sion which  they  had  been  many  years  in 
earning ;  and  therefore  it  was  that  our 
constructors  were  allowed  to  shift  men 
from  shop  to  ship  and  from  ship  to  shop 
whether  they  were  called  fitters  or  ship- 
wrights, as  long  as  they  were  good  worK- 
men  able  to  perform  the  task  on  which 
they  were  engaged.  That  power,  essen- 
tial, as  he  believed,  to  the  national  wel- 
fare, essential,  as  he  was  sure,  to  the 
comfort  and  final  well-being  of  the 
workmen  whom  they  employed,  they 
must  not  abandon  without  greater  rea- 
son than  his  hon.  Friend  had  shown. 
His  hon.  Friend  had  brought  forward 
a  considerable  number  of  instances  of 


bad  workmanship,  ^e  was  not  very 
williuff  to  go  into  that  question.  Me 
should  be  a  pretender  and  a  coxcomb  if 
he  were  to  essay  to  give  an  answer  in 
detail  to  thpse  instant  which  had  been 
brougnt  forward  without  Notice.  The 
oonstaiotors  could,  if  they  thought  it 
worth  while,  bring  forward  instances  of 
bad  workmanship  on  the  part  of  ship- 
fitters.  But,  witn  their  full  and  heartt 
approval,  he  had  agreed  to  have  nothing 
to  do  with  this  line  of  defence.  Thh 
Admiralty  would  not  run  the  risk  of 
fostering  a  rivalry  between  two  gre^^ 
classes  of  public  servants  which,  novelty 
as  it  was,  might  soon  grow  into  a  posi- 
tive danger  to  the  State.  The  Admiralty 
would  not  run  the  risk  of  encouraging 
one  set  of  workmen  to  be  ever  on  the 
alert  to  detect  imperfections  in  the  work 
of  another  set  of  workmen.  Fitters  and 
shipwrights  had  for  many  years  wrought 
side  by  side  as  brother  workmen ;  and  he 
earnestly  trusted  that  the  effect  of  that 
debate  would  be  to  clear  up  the  feeling 
which  last  summer  was  for  the  first  time 
visible,  and  which  he  could  not  help 
hoping  that  second  thoughte  had,  tp  a 
certain  extent,  already  mitigated.    The 

Suestion  had  received  the  attention  of 
le  Admiralty  ever  since  his  hon.  Friend 
had  had  his  Notice  on  the  Paper,  and 
everything  should  be  done  which  con- 
siderations of  the  national  advantage 
would  permit  to  see  fair  play  between  all 
classes  of  our  public  workmen.  It  would 
be  to  him,  personally,  a  very  great 
gratification,  and  he  thought  to  the 
public  advantage,  if  his  hon.  Friend^ 
having  secured  any  small  advantage  for 
the  class  he  so  ably  represented,  would 
consent  to  withdraw  his  Motion. 

Mr.  CAEBUTT  said,  he  thought  they 
might  well  be  satisfied  with  the  remarks 
which  the  Secretary  to  the  Admiralty 
had  made,  coupled  with  the  appointment 
of  Mr.  Kendel  to  the  Constructor's  De- 
partment. His  only  wonder  was  that 
they  had  secured  such  a  man  as  Mr. 
Bendel  at  the  low  salary  which  they 
could  offer. 

Mr.  BROADHURST  said,  he  was 
much  obliged  to  the  Secretary  to  the 
Admiralty  for  the  fair  manner,  generally 
speaking — though  he  found  fault  with 
many  parts  of  his  speech — in  which  he 
had  met  this  Motion.  Having  regard 
to  the  concessions  made,  and  the.  pro- 
nuses  held  out  of  siich  an  enoourajg^g 
nature  in  regard  to  future  amendmeiu 
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discharge  the  men  by  hundreds ;  and 
why  ?  How  did  this  controversy  begin  ? 
He  would  read  a  letter  written  by 
Admiral  Brandreth  at  the  time  that  he 
was  Superintendent  at  Chatham — 

''  The  fitter  question  refers  to  an  arrangement 
we  made  here  some  months  since.  Fitters' 
work  has  been  in  arrear  from  the  ships  '* — 

the  Agamsmnon,  the  Ajax,  and  the 
PolyphemWf  no  doubt — 

''All  getting  into  the  fitting  stage  at  once, 
while  the  shipwrights'  work  was  well  ahead. 
So,  as  the  Wages  Vote  would  not  allow  more 
fitters  to  bo  entered,  an  arrangement  was  made 
to  remove  the  ship-branch  fitters  from  on  board 
and  work  them  at  the  machines  and  shops,  in 
order  to  prepare  additional  fittings,  which  addi- 
tional fillings  shipwrights  have  been  employed 
to  fit  on  board.  This  has  been  found  to  help 
the  work  much,  and  has  prevented  the  discharge 
of  shipwrights." 

Now,  he  would  ask  hon.  Members  to 
consider  what,  if  this  Motion  were  passed 
in  its  present  shape,  they  would  be  doing. 
Here  was  a  little  shipbuilding  crisis, 
resembling  on  a  very  small  scale  what 
would  occur  in  war.  In  order  to  push 
on  the  arrears  of  work,  that  excellent 
manager,  Admiral  Brandreth,  judged 
that  he  wanted  more  of  the  men  in  the 
shops  and  fewer  in  the  ships;  and, 
therefore,  for  the  first  time  in  the 
history  of  our  Dockyards,  Parliament 
was  invited  to  step  in  and  remove  from 
the  Admiral  and  the  Captain  Super- 
intendents the  discretion  of  arranging 
the  national  work  as  in  their  judg- 
ment they  thought  best.  There  was 
really  no  foundation  for  the  cry  of  taking 
bread  out  of  the  fitters'  mouths.  On 
this  very  occasion  20  more  fitters  were 
entered  at  Chatham  Yard,  so  far  from 
any  being  discharged;  and  the  Con- 
structor told  the  men,  with  perfect 
truth,  that  if  it  had  been  the  ship- 
wrights* work  that  had  been  behind, 
and  the  fitters'  work  had  been  ahead,  he 
should  have  made  a  precisely  counter- 
arrangement  in  order  to  avoid  a  dis- 
charge  of  fitters.  He  had  hitherto 
spoken  with  reference  to  the  class  of 
work  on  which  fitters  and  shipwrights 
were  employed.  He  should  now  wish  to 
say  a  few  words  on  that  part  of  the 
Resolution  which  related  to  superintend- 
ence of  labour.  The  case  stood  thus  : — 
In  the  steam  branch  of  each  of  our 
Dockyards  all  the  skilled  workmen  were 
fitters,  all  the  leading  men  fitters,  and 
the  foreman  of  the  branch  was  invariably 

Mr.  I\ri9$lyan 


an  engineer  likewise.  In  the  ship-fitters^ 
shop,  where  ironwork  was  made  destined 
to  be  put  on  board  ship,  the  leading  men 
were  likewise  ship-fitters.  He  believed 
it  was  nowhere  the  case  that  fitters,  as 
a  body,  were  under  the  authority  of 
leading  men  not  of  their  own  trade. 
But  on  board  ships  in  process  of  con- 
struction the  foreman  in  charge  of  the 
ship  was  a  shipbuilding  officer.  The 
essence  of  the  English  system  was  that 
one  and  the  same  foreman,  who  was,  in 
truth,  a  naval  architect,  was  responsible 
for  the  progress  of  one  and  the  same 
ship,  just  as  on  land  one  and  the  same 
arcnitect  superintended  the  construction 
of  a  building,  whether  built  mainly  by 
bricklayers  or  joiners ;  and  the  Admiralty 
could  not  consent  that  the  responsibility 
for  the  construction  of  the  ship  should 
be  divided  between  as  many  foremen  as 
there  were  men  of  different  trades  em- 
ployed on  board,  any  more  than  in 
building  a  house  one  architect  would  be 
told  off  for  the  joiners  and  another  for 
the  bricklayers.  The  foreman  was  an 
officer  highly  paid,  of  great  importance, 
and  very  great  scientific  knowledge— an 
officer  of  an  education  and  standing  very 
much  above  that  which  his  name  might 
in  the  ears  of  the  general  public  imply. 
Hitherto  these  foremen  of  the  yard,  who 
had  both  shipwrights  and  shipfitters 
under  them,  had  been  taken  originally 
from  the  shipwright  class ;  but  he  was 
perfectly  prepared  to  say  that  the  Ad- 
miralty, who  were  now  on  the  eve  of 
examining  into  the  organization  of  the 
Constructive  Department,  were  ready 
carefully  to  consider  whether  promising 
men  of  the  engineer  class  might  not 
have  a  chance  with  others  of  qualifying 
themselves  for  the  arduous  duties  of 
general  foreman  of  the  yard.  To  what 
extent  the  Naval  Constructors  of  the 
future  were  to  be  taken  from  a  class  of 
special  officers  educated  for  the  purpose 
was  not  yet  determined ;  but,  so  far  as 
they  were  drawn  from  the  ranks  of  the 
workmen,  shipwrights  and  fitters  ought 
to  have  an  equal  chance  in  proportion 
to  their  numbers  of  being  educated  for 
the  posts  of  foremen  and  constructors. 
To  show  the  tendency  of  thought  in  the 
Admiralty  with  regard  to  this  question, 
it  was  only  last  week  that  he  had  in  his 
hand  Papers  carefully  discussing  the 
circumstances  under  which  fitter  ap- 
prentices were  to  share  with  shipwright 
apprentices  the  advantages  of  being  eda- 
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oated  at  the  Naval  College  at  Green- 
wich.  He  thought  the  House  would  see 
that  this  reform  would  remove  every 
vestige  of  the  complaint  which  his  hon. 
Friend  made  with  regard  to  the  class  of 
fitters  not  having  their  fair  share  of 
authority.  He  might  saj  that  both  with 
regard  to  the  class  from  whom  their 
Naval  Constructors  were  to  be  drawn, 
and  still  more  with  regard  to  the  distri- 
bution of  work  between  shipwrights  and 
fitters,  the  Admiralty  expected  great  as- 
sistance from  the  advice  of  Mr.  Kendel, 
the  new  Civil  Lord,  who  had  had  unsur- 
passed experience  in  dealing  with  great 
bodies  of  workmen  in  steel  and  iron.  In 
conclusion,  he  must  impress  upon  the 
House  that  it  was  in  the  interests,  to  a 
ffreat  extent,  of  the  Public  Service,  and, 
ne  thought,  even  to  a  great  extent  of 
the  men  themselves,  that  their  Dockyard 
administration  should  not  be  bound  by 
any  hard- and- fast  rules.  In  shipbuild- 
ing, and,  most  of  all,  in  shipbuilding  for 
war  purposes,  it  was  unavoidable  that 
ships  should  be  in  various  uneven  stages 
of  advancement,  and  at  one  time  an 
enormous  amount  of  one  kind  of  work 
had  to  be  done,  and  a  few  months  after- 
wards the  pressure  was  in  the  direction 
of  quite  a  different  class  of  work.  Now, 
in  private  establishments,  in  order  to 
meet  the  exigencies  of  trades  union 
rules,  the  redundant  men  of  one  class 
would  be  discharged,  and  men  of  the 
class  required  would  be  entered,  and 
they,  in  their  turn,  would  again  be  dis- 
charged and  give  place  to  others.  But 
in  the  National  Dockyards  it  was  not 
desirable,  and  anyhow  it  was  practically 
impossible,  to  play  fast  and  loose  in  this 
style  with  the  vast  masses  of  workmen 
whom  they  employed,  depriving  them 
by  hundreds  a  day  of  the  right  to  a  pen- 
sion which  they  had  been  many  years  in 
earning  ;  and  therefore  it  was  that  our 
constructors  were  allowed  to  shift  men 
from  shop  to  ship  and  from  ship  to  shop 
whether  they  were  called  fitters  or  ship- 
wrights, as  long  as  they  were  good  work- 
men able  to  perform  the  task  on  which 
they  were  engaged.  That  power,  essen- 
tial, as  he  believed,  to  the  national  wel- 
fare, essential,  as  he  was  sure,  to  the 
comfort  and  final  well-being  of  the 
workmen  whom  they  employed,  they 
must  not  abandon  without  greater  rea- 
son than  his  hon.  Friend  had  shown. 
His  hon.  Friend  had  brought  forward 
a  considerable  number  of  instances  of 


bad  workmanship.  He  was  not  very 
willing  to  go  into  that  question,  de 
should  be  a  pretender  and  a  coxcomb  if 
he  were  to  essay  to  give  an  answer  in 
detail  to  those  instances  which  had  been 
brought  forward  without  Notice.  The 
cons&uctors  could,  if  they  thought  it 
worth  while,  bring  forward  instances  of 
bad  workmanship  on  the  part  of  ship- 
fitters.  But,  witn  their  full  and  hearty 
approval,  he  had  agreed  to  have  nothing 
to  do  with  this  line  of  defence.  The 
Admiralty  would  not  run  the  risk  of 
fostering  a  rivalry  between  two  g^eat 
classes  of  public  servants  which,  novelty 
as  it  was,  might  soon  grow  into  a  posi- 
tive danger  to  the  State.  The  Admiralty 
would  not  run  the  risk  of  encouraging 
one  set  of  workmen  to  be  ever  on  the 
alert  to  detect  imperfections  in  the  work 
of  another  set  of  workmen.  Fitters  and 
shipwrights  had  for  many  years  wrought 
side  by  side  as  brother  workmen ;  and  he 
earnestly  trusted  that  the  effect  of  that 
debate  would  be  to  clear  up  the  feeling 
which  last  summer  was  for  the  first  time 
visible,  and  which  he  could  not  help 
hoping  that  second  thoughts  had,  tp  a 
certain  extent,  already  mitigated.  The 
question  had  received  the  attention  of 
the  Admiralty  ever  since  his  hon.  Friend 
had  had  his  Notice  on  the  Paper,  and 
everything  should  be  done  which  con- 
siderations of  the  national  advantage 
would  permit  to  see  fair  play  between  all 
classes  of  our  public  workmen.  It  would 
be  to  him,  personally,  a  very  great 
gratification,  and  he  thought  to  the 
public  advantage,  if  his  hon.  Friend, 
having  secured  any  small  advantage  for 
the  class  he  so  ably  represented,  would 
consent  to  withdraw  his  Motion. 

Mr.  CAEBUTT  said,  he  thought  they 
might  well  be  satisfied  with  the  remarks 
which  the  Secretary  to  the  Admiralty 
had  made,  coupled  with  the  appointment 
of  Mr.  Rendel  to  the  Constructor's  De- 
partment. His  only  wonder  was  that 
they  had  secured  such  a  man  as  Mr. 
Bend  el  at  the  low  salary  which  they 
could  offer. 

Mr.  BROADHURST  said,  he  was 
much  obliged  to  the  Secretary  to  the 
Admiralty  for  the  fair  manner,  generally 
speaking — though  he  found  fault  with 
many  parts  of  his  speech — in  which  he 
had  met  this  Motion.  Having  regard 
to  the  concessions  made,  and  the  pro- 
mises held  out  of  such  an  encourajging 
nature  in  regard  to  future  amendment 
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and  progress,  he  would  ask  leave  to 
withdraw  his  Motion. 

Motion,  by  leave,  withdraum, 

METKOPOLITAN  FIRE  BRIGADE. 
KESOLITTION. 

Sm  HENRY  8ELWIN-IBBETS0N 
rose  to  call  attention  to  the  Heport  of 
the  Oommittee  on  the  Metropolitan  Fire 
Brigade  in  1877,  with  the  object  of 
moving — 

"  That,  in  the  opinion  of  this  House,  the  pro- 
tection to  life  and  property  from  fire  in  the 
Metropolis  is  insufficient,  and  that  whilst  a 
constant  water  supply,  with  proper  hydrants 
affixed,  is  absolutely  necessary  for  its  improve- 
ment, the  management  of  the  Fire  Brigade 
itself  should  for  the  future  form  a  branch  of 
the  Police  Force  of  the  Metropolis." 

The  hon.  Baronet  remarked  that  his 
official  position  in  the  late  Government 
had  prevented  him  from  following  up 
the  Keport  of  the  Oommittee  of  1877; 
but  the  question  was  still  one  demand- 
ing the  urgent  attention  of  the  House ; 
and  its  importance  might  be  gathered 
from  the  fact  that  during  the  seven 
years  from  1868  to  1875  there  were 
1,197  lives  endangered,  and  as  many  as 
240  of  them  lost,  by  fires  in  the  Metro- 
polis. Since  that  period,  moreover,  these 
ng^es  had  gone  on  in  a  constantly  in- 
creasing ratio.  He  had  been  unable  to 
fet  the  particulars  for  1875  and  1876; 
ut  in  1877  he  found  that  165  lives  were 
endangered  and  29  lost;  in  1878,  15 L 
endangered  and  25  lost;  in  1879,  164 
endangered  and  32  lost;  in  1880,  160 
endangered  and  33  lost ;  and  last  year, 
1881,  154  lives  endangered  and  40  lost. 
Those  statistics  showed  that  in  the  last 
five  years  159  lives  had  been  sacrificed, 
and  nearly  400  lives  had  been  lost  in 
12  years.  Another  reason  for  calling 
attention  to  this  matter  was  the  large 
number  of  fires  which  took  place  in  the 
Metropolis.  Last  year  there  were  1,991 
fires,  without  including  what  were  called 
"  chimney  fires,"  and  of  those  167  were 
of  a  senous  character.  There  was  a 
steady  increase  of  fires,  and,  beyond  the 
loss  of  life  which  resulted,  the  destruc- 
tion of  property  was  serious.  Every  day 
the  Metropolis  was  growing  in  size ;  and 
if  they  looked  at  the  streets  and  the 
mode  of  paving  so  much  prevalent,  there 
mig^ht  be  an  additional  danger  under 
fheir  feet  if  afire  got  beyond  me  control 
of  ilie  Eire  Brigade.     General  oom- 

Kr,  Broadhunt 


plaints  as  to  the  frequency  and  danger 
of  fires,  and  the  discontent  existing 
amongst  the  firemen,  led  to  the  appoint- 
ment of  the  Committee  in  1876.  When 
that  Committee  was  sitting  evidence  was 
brought  forward  showing  that  the  dis- 
content amongst  the  men  hindered  re- 
cruiting, and  that  the  men  were  short- 
handed  and  over- worked.  The  subject 
of  the  water  supply  also  was  considered, 
and  even  the  question  as  to  whether  the 
Metropolitan  Board  of  Works  was  the 
proper  authority  to  have  control  of  the 
brigade  was  discussed,  and  the  sugges- 
tion that  the  Brigade  should  be  formed 
as  a  branch  of  the  police  was  carefully 
gone  into.  That  Committee  sat  from 
April  to  July  in  1876,  and  from  March 
to  May  in  1877.  There  was  no  doubt 
that  the  Committee  made  an  exhaustive 
inquiry  into  the  merits  of  the  whole 
case.  As  to  the  question  of  superan- 
nuation, he  would  not  go  into  that,  be- 
cause in  1877  the  Metropolitan  Board  of 
Works  brought  forward  a  scheme  which 
he  was  informed  was  working  satisfac- 
torily. The  hon.  Gentleman  was  pro- 
ceeding to  show  how  far  the  Fire  Brigade, 
on  receiving  an  increase  of  pay,  had 
availed  itself  of  the  additional  facilities 
afforded  it  in  an  increase  of  the  water 
supply,  when — 

Notice  taken,  that  40  Members  were 
not  present;  House  counted,  and  40 
Members  not  being  present, 

House  adjourned  at  half  after 
Seven  o'clock. 


HOUSE    OF    COMMONS, 
Wednesday^  Ibth  March,  1882. 
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MUNICIPAL  FRANCHISE  (IRELAND) 

BILL.— [Bill  6.] 

(Jfr.  JtrCoathy  Mr.  Michard  Power ,  Mr.  Dawaon.) 

SECOIO)  BEADma. 

Order  for  Second  Beading  read. 

Mb.  M'COAN,  in  moving  that  the 
Bill  be  now  read  a  second  time,  said, 
it  was  not  necessary  for  him  to  trespass 
more  than  a  few  minutes  on  the  atten- 
tion of  the  House,  inasmuch  as  the 
subject  had  already  been  twice  before 
the  present  Parliament.  He  need  not, 
therefore,  repeat  the  arguments  which 
had  been  used  on  those  occasions.  He 
might,  however,  remind  the  House 
that  in  Ireland  the  qualification  to 
vote  at  municipal  elections  depended 
on  the  very  high  votine  franchise  of 
a  £  1 0  rating,  which  virtudly  represented 
a  rental  of  from  £12  to  £15;  so  that, 
generally  speaking,  no  one  in  a  munici- 
pal borough  in  Ireland  was  entitled  to  a 
vote  unless  he  was  the  occupant  of  a 
house  of  the  rent  value  of,  say,  £15 
a-year.  In  England,  on  the  other  hand, 
there  was  a  complete  absence  of  value 
qualification;  and  every  rated  house- 
nolder  was  entitled  to  vote  at  municipal 
elections.  The  absurdity  and  the  inequity 
of  such  a  difference  between  the  fran- 
chises of  the  two  countries  would  become 
more  apparent  when  he  reminded  the 
House  that  the  Parliamentary  borough 
franchise  in  Ireland  was  only  £4,  and 
that,  while  a  man  rated  at  that  sum  could 
vote  for  the  election  of  a  Member  of  the 
Imperial  Parliament,  he  was  debarred 
from  voting  for  the  election  of  an  alder- 
man or  a  Town  Councillor  unless  rated 
at  £10.  The  practical  effect  of  the  dis- 
tinction between  the  municipal  fran- 
chises of  England  and  Ireland  was  an 
absurd  difference  between  the  number 
of  the  burgesses  of  the  large  towns  in  the 
two  countries  as  compared  with  their 
population.  These  facts  alone,  he  con- 
sidered, were  sufficient  to  support  his 
application  for  a  reform  of  the  law  on 
this  point.  When  the  late  Mr.  Butt 
introduced  his  Bill  on  this  subject  in 
1874 — which  was  rejected  by  the  Con- 
servative Government  —  he  submitted 
statistics  which  abundantly  illustrated 
both  the  fact  and  the  results  of  the 
difference  in  the  franchises  of  the  two 


countries.  Bringing  down  Mr.  Butt's 
figures  to  the  present  day,,  he  (Mr. 
M'Ooan)  might  inform  the  House  that 
whilst  Dublin,  with  a  population  of 
267,712,  had  on  its  burgess  roll  only 
5,584  voters,  Leeds,  with  a  population  of 
220,000,  had  52,000  burgesses  qualified 
to  vote  at  its  municipal  elections.  Simi- 
larly, Belfast,  with  a  population  of 
207,000,  had  only  5,220  burgesses,  whilst 
Bristol,  with  a  population  of  206,503,  had 
25,847  municipal  voters.  In  the  same 
way,  Cork,  with  a  population  of  97,526, 
had  only  2,005  burgesses,  whilst  Wolver- 
hampton, with  a  population  of  75,738, 
had  11,514  burgesses.  These  figures 
were  fairly  representative,  and  showed 
the  inequitable  distinction  between  the 
law  in  the  two  countries,  which  it  was 
the  object  of  the  present  Bill  to  remove. 
It  did  not  even  ask  as  much  as  the  second 
Bill  promoted  by  Mr.  Butt,  which  sought 
to  equalize  the  privileges  of  the  two 
countries,  as  the  present  one  left  to  Eng- 
land and  Scotland  a  long  list  of  privi- 
leges which  were  not  enjoyed  by  Ire- 
land. These,  he  hoped,  would  be  con- 
ceded later  on.  For  the  present,  he 
was  content  to  have  the  money  fran- 
chise in  Ireland  abolished,  and  to  assi- 
milate the  voting  qualifications  in  the 
two  countries.  He  was  gpratified  to  know 
that,  with  respect  to  the  subject  of  this 
Bill,  a  sense  of  justice  actuated  Her  Ma- 
jesty's present  Government ;  and  it  was 
with  great  satisfaction  that  he  recalled  the 
fact  that  its  Members  had,  when  out  of 
Office  in  1 874,  supported  Mr.  Butt,  when 
he  desired  to  effect  a  similar  reform, 
and,  when  in  Office  in  1880,  had  sup- 
ported the  measure  of  the  hon.  Member 
lorWaterford  (Mr.  E.  Power)  when  he  in 
turn  introduced  a  Bill  to  effect  that 
object.  He  trusted  that  the  Irish 
Members  might  now  again  reckon  on 
their  support,  notwithstanding  all  that 
had  happened  in  the  House  of  late. 
He  ventured  also  to  hope  that  the 
changes  which  had  occurred  since  1874 
would  bring  their  Conservative  Friends 
to  a  more  liberal  state  of  mind,  and  that 
they  would  meet  with  no  opposition  from 
them  to  the  second  reading  of  the  Bill. 
If  that  were  so,  it  would  be  regarded  in 
Ireland  as  a  gratifying  sign  of  the  dis- 
position of  the  House  and  the  Govern- 
ment to  do  justice  to  that  country,  by 
satisfying  its  reasonable  demands  in  this 
matter.  He  begged  to  move  the  second 
reading  of  the  Bill. 
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Mb.  E.  power,  in  seconding  the 
Motion,  said,  that  all  that  the  promoters 
of  the  measure  desired  was  that  justice 
should  be  done  in  the  matter  of  the 
municipal  franchise  to  Ireland.    It  had 
been  declared  by  the  Act  of  Union  that 
Ireland  was  to  enjoy  equal  laws  with 
England,  but  that  declaration  had  ever 
since  remained  a  dead  letter;  and  the 
first  of  England's  acts  after  the  Union 
was  the  passing  of  martial  law  for  Ire- 
land.   He  was  astonished  that,  after  all 
the  professions  of  the  present  Ministry  to 
do  justice  to  Ireland,  this  subject  was  not 
referred  to  in  the  Queen's  Speech.  Last 
Tear  he  had  the  honour  of  introducing 
it  to  the  notice  of  the  House,  and  the 
Session    before  he    was    successful  in 
carrying    the    second   reading    of   the 
Bill.     Unfortunately,    however,    owing 
to  the  obstructiye  tactics  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  Belfast  (Mr.   Corry),   the 
Bill  did  not  get  into  Committee.     The 
history  of  the  subject  afforded  a  very  sad 
commentary  on    the  conduct  of  Irish 
Business  in  the  House.    For  50  years 
the  Representatives  of  Ireland  had  been 
trying  to  get  for    Ireland  the  simple 
question  of  having  her  laws  on  this 
point  assimilated  with  those  of  England, 
and  still  they  had  failed,  through  the 
opposition  of  both  Tory  and  Liberal  Go- 
vernments.   The  Bill  only  asked  for  a 
mere  equality.    He  regretted  that  the 
Oonservative  Party,  who  were  now  in 
Opposition,  should  still  consider  it  neces- 
sarv  to  oppose  the  second  reading  of  the 
Bill,  because  a  few  nights  ago  his  right 
hon.  and  learned  Friend  the  senior  Mem- 
ber for  Dublin  University  said  the  Tories 
were  quite  prepared  to  make  concessions 
to  Ireland,  and  that,  in  point  of  fact,  they 
had  done  a  great  deal  for  the  people  of 
that  country.  The  right  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  was  right  as  far  as  coercion 
was  concerned ;  for  he  (Mr.  B.  Power) 
found  that  while  the  Liberals    passed 
22  Coercion  Bills  for  Ireland  the  Cfonser- 
vatives  only  passed  11.    He  would  re- 
mind those  Members  of  the  Opposition 
that  the  late  Lord  Derby  commended  to 
his  followers  the  principles  of  the  Bill. 
With  reference  to  the  fact    that    the 
English  Franchise  Law  did  not  extend 
to  Ireland,  Lord  Derby  said  that  the 
principle    of    reform    was    the    same 
whether  applied  to  England  or  Ireland ; 
and  if  it  were  just  in  ue  one  country  it 
most  be  just  in  the  other.    If  the  House 
wished  to  afford  to  Ireland  real  sub- 


stantial cause  of  complaint,  and  en- 
courage a  national  demand  for  the  He- 
peal  of  the  Union,  they  could  not  do 
better  than  continue  to  show  that  Eng- 
lish interests  were  treated  ,in  one  way 
and  Irish  interests  in  another.  He  could 
not  conceive  on  what  grounds  hon.  Mem- 
bers could  refuse  to  g^nt  to  Ireland  such 
an  extension  of  the  franchise  as  would 
place  her  on  the  same  footing  with  Eng- 
land. The  Liberal  Government  were 
pledged  on  this  question ;  but  he  re- 
gretted to  say  that,  like  many  other 
pledges  given  during  the  last  Election, 
they  had  not  acted  up  to  their  promises. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Prime 
Minister  had  advocated  in  his  speeches 
the  desirability  of  binding  the  three 
countries  together  by  the  tie  of  equal 
laws.  The  Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland 
had  said  that  this  was  amongst  many 
Irish  grievances  requiring  to  be  re- 
dressed, and  the  Secretary  of  State  for 
War  had  made  statements  of  a  similar 
character.  The  present  Bill) would  cover 
11  Irish  towns  in  which  I  man  in  40 
was  now  a  voter.  In  English'boroughs 
the  proportion  was  I  in  8.  A  population 
of  29,000  in  Waterford  had  only  700 
voters;  Bradford,  with  145,000  people, 
had  24,450  voters;  while  Belfast,  with  a 
population  of  174,418,  had  only  5,525 
voters.  Those  figures  were  quite  sufii- 
cient  to  prove  how  unjust  and  unequal 
the  law  in  this  respect  was.  Of  course, 
it  was  perfectly  useless  for  an  Irish 
Member  to  try  to  carry  a  Bill  like  this 
through  the  House  without  the  strong 
support  of  Her  Majesty's  Government. 
He  did  not  wonder  that  the  people  of 
Ireland  had  very  little  faith  in  an  Eng- 
lish House  of  Commons,  when  he  re- 
membered that  a  small  measure  of  this 
description,  which  demanded  no  excep- 
tional privilege,  but  simply  asked  for 
equal  rights  and  the  removal  of  the 
stamp  of  inferiority,  had  been  asked  for 
upwards  of  50  years,  and  had  been  con- 
tinually rejected  by  Parliament.  One 
aspect  of  the  question  which  presented 
itself  strongly  to  him  was,  that  when  the 
Irishman  left  his  own  shores,  and  went, 
say,  to  Liverpool  or  Manchester,  he  be- 
came entitled  to  the  franchise  there.  He 
demanded  the  same  privilege  for  Irish- 
men at  home.  The  Bill  was  based  upon 
the  principles  of  assimilation  and  equal 
rights,  and  he  hoped  that  the  House 
would  allow  a  second  reading  of  it, 
and  that  Her   Majesty's    Government 
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would  also  allow  it  to  be  taken  into 
Oommittee. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
''That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second 
time."— (ifr.  M'Coan.) 

Mr.  CORBY  said,  it  was  not  his  in- 
tention to  oppose  the  Bill.  At  the  same 
time,  as  one  of  those  who  sat  upon  the 
Select  Oommittee  appointed  in  1876  to 
inquire  into  the  municipal  government 
of  the  towns  and  the  levying  of  taxes  in 
Ireland,  he  would  say  that  the  Bill  was 
a  very  small  portion  of  the  recommenda- 
tions of  that  Oommittee.  The  Bill  would 
only  affect  11  municipal  boroughs  in 
Ireland,  and  would  leave  untouched  a 
large  number  of  towns  which  came  under 
the  Towns  Improvement  Act.  One  re- 
markable thing  which  was  brought  out 
in  evidence  before  the  Oommittee  was 
that  in  no  instance  was  any  attempt 
made  to  lower  the  franchise  by  those 
towns  which  came  before  the  House 
with  Bills;  but,  in  many  cases,  they 
asked  rather  for  an  increase  of  the  fran- 
chise. The  recommendation  of  the  Oom- 
mittee was  that  the  municipal  should  be 
assimilated  with  the  Parliamentary  fran- 
chise. The  question  had  not  engaged 
public  attention  in  Ireland.  Speaking 
lor  the  important  borough  he  repre- 
sented, he  would  say  that  no  extension 
of  the  franchise  was  wanted  in  Belfast. 
When  the  Acts  of  1840  and  1855  were 
passed,  Dublin,  which  was  then  ex- 
empted, received  exceptional  privileges ; 
but  the  extension  of  the  franchise  in 
Dublin,  instead  of  reducing  the  fran- 
chise, virtually  increased  it.  A  great 
deal  of  evidence  was  given  before  the 
Oommittee  of  1876,  as  to  the  manage- 
ment of  municipal  boards  and  local  go- 
vernment as  it  existed  in  Corporations, 
and  some  of  the  disclosures  made  to  that 
Committee  were  not  creditable  to  the 
Corporations.  It  would  not  be  advis- 
able, he  thought,  to  reduce  the  franchise 
in  these  boroughs  until  the  other  matters 
referred  to  in  the  Report  of  the  Com- 
mittee were  attended  to;  because  it 
would  be  a  very  serious  matter  to  put 
the  power  into  the  hands  of  a  large 
number  of  people  who  did  not  now  pos- 
sess it,  for  the  purpose  of  levying  taxes 
upon  properties,  and  the  management 
of  Corporation  funds.  Other  matters 
connected  with  the  question  were  more 
in  want  of  attention  than  the  lowering 
of  the  franchise.     One  of  the  ^reat  diih- 


culties  with  Corporations  was  to  get 
members  to  attend  to  the  business ;  but 
he  did  not  believe  that  that  would  be 
removed  by  lowering  the  franchise.  The 
municipal  question  of  Ireland  was  one 
that  should  be  dealt  with  by  the  Oo« 
vemment.  He  was  perfectly  certain  if 
the  Government  took  the  matter  up  the 
Irish  Members  on  the  opposite  aide  of 
the  House  would  give  them  every  assist- 
ance possible.  The  Irish  people  were 
not  slow  to  make  themselves  heard  on 
any  question  that  was  popular ;  but  no* 
thing  was  being  said  in  Ireland  upon 
this  question,  and  he  did  not  think  that, 
at  the  present  moment,  people  were  muoh 
concerned  about  the  franchise.  As  re- 
garded the  towns  which  came  under  the 
Towns  Improvement  Act  of  1840,  many 
of  them,  far  from  wishing  for  a  reduc- 
tion in  the  franchise,  actually  had  re- 
fused to  be  brought  under  the  Local 
Government  Act.  One  of  the  other 
matters  dealt  with  by  the  Oommittee 
was  the  extension  of  the  boundaries  of 
boroughs.  That  was  a  question  which 
ought  to  be  dealt  with  in  any  BiU  that 
was  brought  forward  concerning  local 
government.  As  regarded  the  Municipal 
Uorporation  of  Belfast,  although  there 
were  always  some  grumblers  against  it, 
he  could  unhesitatingly  say  that  on  the 
whole  its  affairs  were  well  carried  on ; 
but  there  were  reforms  and  privileges 
which  Belfast  wanted.  A  fresh  valua- 
tion was  wanted  in  Belfast.  Deputations 
from  that  town  had  urged  upon  the  late 
Government  to  bring  in  a  Bill  for  a  new 
valuation.  No  re- valuation  had  taken 
place  for  so  long  that  great  inequalities 
and  consequent  injustice  existed.  Yet 
Irish  boroughs  had  municipal  advan- 
tages which  England  had  not.  In 
Ireland  the  aldermen  were  elected  by 
the  ratepayers,  and  not  as  in  England, 
by  the  Town  Council.  He  hoped  that 
the  Government,  instead  of  dealing  with 
this  small  matter,  would  see  their  way 
to  take  up  the  whole  question  and  deid 
with  it  in  a  comprehensive  way  ;  and 
with  that  view  he  would  suggest  that 
during  the  Recess  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  Chief  Secretary  should  give  the 
subject  some  consideration. 

Mr.  DAWSON  said,  it  was  very 
agreeable  to  have  received  some  sup- 
port from  the  Opposition  side  of  the 
House  in  regard  to  the  Bill.  The  hon. 
Member  for  Belfast  (Mr.  Corry)  had 
spoken  in  a  very  broad  spirit,  and  had 
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really  said  nothing^  it  was  necessary  for 
him  (Mr.  Dawson)  to  reply  to  by  way  of 
argument.  The  hon.  Member  had  ad- 
mitted the  importance  of  the  matter, 
and  would  give  the  Gbvemment  an  op- 
portunity of  dealing  with  the  question 
in  all  its  branches  hereafter.  Although 
the  suggestion  might  be  well  meant,  it 
seemed  to  him  (Mr.  Dawson)  rather  to 
have  been  made  as  a  means  of  shelving 
the  small  step  towards  reform  now  before 
the  House.  He  did  not  think  it  was 
quite  in  accordance  with  the  character 
of  the  people  of  Belfast,  who  were  very 
practical,  to  put  off  a  subject  indefinitely 
merely  because  other  cognate  matters 
were  not  then  under  discussion.  The 
only  argument  against  the  Bill,  and  the 
chief  ground  of  the  disinclination  to 
reduce  the  municipal  franchise  in  Ire- 
land, seemed  to  him  to  be  due  to  some 
sort  of  opinion  that  the  people  were  so 
low,  and  their  habitations  so  miserable 
in  many  of  the  towns,  that  they  did  not 
deserve  a  vote.  But  that  seemed  to  him 
to  be  the  very  reason  for  giving  them  a 
vote.  If  they  had  any  control  over 
the  municipal  authorities,  who  had  the 
power  of  improving  their  homes  and  im- 

S roving  the  sanitary  condition  of  their 
wellings,  they  would  have  decent  homes 
and  good  sanitary  arrangements ;  but  it 
was  adding  insult  to  injury  to  tell  them 
that  they  were  miserable  because  of  the 
wretchedness  of  their  dwellings ;  and, 
further,  that  they  would  be  kept  miser- 
able, because  they  would  not  get  the 
privilege  of  sending  into  the  municipal 
councils  representatives  who  would  im- 
prove their  condition.  Many  of  the 
present  members  of  the  Municipal  Cor- 
porations seemed  to  forget  that  they 
were  guardians  of  the  people  rather 
than  of  the  money  of  the  people,  and 
they  consequently  lent  their  assistance 
towards  the  improvement  of  the  dwell- 
ings of  the  poor  very  sparingly.  Lord 
Beaconsfield  had  said  that  a  money 
qualification  was  the  very  last  qualifica- 
tion that  should  be  taken,  because  by  it 
you  kept  out  the  masses  of  the  people 
and  le^  them  entirely  in  the  hands  of 
the  monied  classes.  The  hon.  Member 
for  Belfast  asserted  that  there  was  no 
popular  agitation  in  favour  of  the  present 
proposal ;  but  did  he  intend  to  argue 
that  the  Irish  people  ought  to  get  no- 
thing from  that  House  without  agita- 
tion r  If  BO  they  would  soon  have  £)wn 
Leagues  as  well  as  a  Land  League.    In 


England  there  was  not  only  household 
franchise ;  but  a  Court  of  Law  decided 
last  November,  upon  an  appeal  from  a 
decision  of  the  Bevising  Barrister,  that 
every  room  held  separately  was  a  house 
within  the  meaning  of  the  Act  intro- 
duced by  Lord  Beaconsfield,  and  gave  a 
vote  to  the  occupier,  whether  the  rates 
were  paid  by  the  tenant  or  the  owner. 
This  aecision  would  add  10,000  voters 
to  one  metropolitan  constituency  alone. 
The  Prime  Minister  himself  had  quoted 
and  endorsed  the  saying  of  Lord  Chief 
Justice  Holt,  that  every  man  should 
have  power  to  elect  those  who  bind  his 
person  and  his  property.  Had  the  re- 
presentation of  Birmingham  suffered 
from  the  influx  of  the  popular  vote? 
On  the  contra^,  Birmingham  was  a 
type  of  that  municipal  government  which 
they  in  Ireland  would  like  to  imitate. 
It  was  true,  as  the  hon.  Member  oppo- 
site (Mr.  Corry)  observed,  the  standard 
of  £10  which  existed  through  Ireland 
generally  did  not  extend  to  Dublin.  In 
Dublin  it  was  a  household  standard; 
but  when  giving  Dublin  the  household 
franchise  they  also  imposed  upon  it  the 
condition  of  a  three  years'  residence,  and 
that  imposition  prevented  artizans  and 
others  of  the  labouring  classes  from 
getting  votes,  for  they  could  not  gene- 
rally live  three  or  four  years  in  one 
house.  The  very  measure  which  was  to 
have  enlarged  the  franchise  in  Dublin 
was  more  exclusive  than  the  general 
law,  for  while  the  valuation  in  Dublin 
would  be  sufficient  for  between  20,000 
and  30,000  voters,  the  restrictions  im- 
posed reduced  the  number  to  5,000. 
They  talked  about  '*  Boycotting  "  and 
violence;  but  people  in  Ireland  could 
not  elect  Town  Councillors  or  Poor  Law 
Guardians  as  they  could  in  England. 
They  had  no  specific  panacea  like  the 
ballot  paper,  by  which  the  constituents 
could  assert  their  right.  Thus  it  was 
that  the  people  were  driven  into  acts  of 
violence.  He  thoroughly  agreed  with 
the  hon.  Member  for  Belfast,  who  said 
these  alterations  should  be  made  in  Com- 
mittee, and  that  the  towns  should  be 
g resided  over  by  Towns  Commissioners ; 
ut  he  (Mr.  Dawson)  thought  the  muni- 
cipal franchise  in  England  gave  eveiy 
householder  a  vote,  and  he  did  not  think 
that  they  should  give  anything  less  to 
Ireland.  He  believed  that  the  same 
beneficial  results  might  be  expected  to 
accrue  from  this  reform  that  had  followed 
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upon  the  extension  of  tlie  franohise  in 
imgland.  His  hon.  Friend  (Mr.  E. 
Power)  said  that  for  50  years  this  ques- 
tion had  been  before  the  House,  and  for 
50  years  it  had  been  undecided.  So  long 
ago  as  1846  Sir  Bobert  Peel  said,  when 
the  unbiassed  eye  looked  over  the  fran- 
chise of  the  two  countries,  it  would  be 
able  to  detect  a  disparity  between  the 
two  communities.  There  were  gaps  and 
yawning  gulfs  which  separated  the  peo- 
ple from  their  privileges,  and  kept  them 
m  a  disloyal,  unconstitutional  state.  It 
was  needless  for  him  (Mr.  Dawson)  to 
speak  at  any  greater  length,  further 
than  to  congratulate  the  House  and 
himself  upon  the  fact  that  a  true  sense 
was  coming  over  the  consideration  of 
Parliament  upon  the  question,  and  he 
had  great  pleasure  in  supporting  the 
second  reading  of  the  Bill. 

Mb.  PLUNKET  said,  he  did  not  wish 
to  oppose  the  second  reading.  It  was 
true  that  on  some  former  occasions 
he  and  others  sitting  on  that  side  of 
the  House  had  opposed  the  Bill.  He 
would,  however,  remind  his  hon.  Friend 
(Mr.  B.  Power)  that,  on  the  last  two 
occasions  when  it  was  brought  for- 
ward, he  (Mr.  Plunket)  offered  no 
opposition  to  it ;  but  he  did  oppose  it  in 
1878,  on  the  ground  that,  at  that  time, 
there  was  a  Committee  sitting  which 
had  been  appointed  for  the  very  purpose 
of  inquiring  into  the  question.  That 
Committee  had  taken  a  considerable 
amount  of  evidence,  and  had  taken  a 
vast  amount  of  pains  to  inquire  into  this 
very  question  of  the  reform  of  the  muni- 
cipal franchise  in  Ireland.  It  was  the 
Irish  Members  themselves  who  insisted 
upon  the  second  reading  of  the  Bill,  and 
wanted  to  settle  the  whole  matter  out 
of  hand,  while  the  Committee  was  be- 
fore the  House.  Now,  the  difficulty  he 
had  about  it  all  along,  and  which  he 
still  felt  about  this  Bill  as  it  stood, 
and  which  would  still  lead  him  to  oppose 
it  if  he  thought  it  was  going  to  be 
passed  without  amendment,  was  this. 
The  great  misfortune  and  drawback  in 
the  present  state  of  Municipal  Cor- 
porations in  Ireland  was  that  there 
was,  he  would  not  say  a  total,  but  a 
very  considerable,  absence  of  interest 
and  action  on  the  part  of  the  property 
holders  in  the  proceedings  of  the  Cor- 
porations. That  matter  was  gone  into 
very  carefully  by  the  Committee  which 
9at  for  three  years  on  the  subject,  and 


which  reported  in  1 878.  He  would  just 
call  attention  to  one  paragraph  in  tj^eir 
Beport  to  show  that  there  was  a  ve^ 
considerable  feeling  of  that  kind.  !u 
said  the  interests  of  the  property  holders 
and  the  proper  discharge  of  their  duties 
was  not  found  sufficient  to  stimulate 
ovmers  as  a  class  to  take  part  in  muni- 
cipal government.  Even  if  owners 
strove  to  secure  representation  in  the 
Governing  Body  under  the  present 
system,  their  numbers  were  insufficient 
to  protect  their  interests,  and  it  was  con- 
tended that  the  revision  of  taxation  would 
be  unjust  in  itself.  The[truth  was  this — 
owinff  to  the  unfortunate  proportions  in 
which  the  various  classes  were  found  in 
Irish  tovms  and  Irish  society  generally, 
there  was  great  difficulty  in  applying  a 
system  of  representation  without  re- 
ducing it  to  the  same  rule  as  had  been 
applied  to  England.  It  was  on  this 
ground  that  the  Committee,  having  heard 
the  evidence  on  both  sides  of  the  question, 
proposed  a  revision  of  the  representa- 
tion. They  proposed  a  plan  which  would 
reduce  the  divisions  between  the  various 
classes  in  Ireland  in  a  way  that  would 
be  conducive  to  their  best  interests.  The 
Committee  then  went  on  to  recommend 
some  of  the  provisions  which  were  con- 
tained in  this  Bill,  and  he  (Mr.  Plunket) 
was  not  now  opposing  them ;  but  he 
said  in  dealing  with  a  part  of  this  ques- 
tion, if  this  Bill  were  to  be  passed 
simply  as  it  stood,  and  without  any 
amendment,  it  would  have  the  effect  of 
intensifying  the  very  evil  of  which  they 
complained,  because  it  would  have  the 
efiPect  of  swamping  the  interests  of  the 
class  referred  to,  and  whose  interest  in 
municipal  government  was  recommended 
and  desired  by  the  Committee.  In 
short,  if  members  of  that  class  were  to 
attempt  to  take  part  in  the  proceedings 
of  a  council,  their  influence  would  be 
practically  nullified  by  the  preponde- 
rating numbers  of  other  classes.  He 
would  not  refer  to  the  political  aspects 
of  the  question,  though  he  might  perhaps 
desire  that  some  Corporations  in  Ireland 
should  attend  more  to  their  natural 
functions  and  less  to  political  disputes. 
But  certainly,  while  he  did  not  oppose 
the  second  reading  of  the  Bill,  he 
thought  it  dealt  only  with  a  part  of  the 
subject ;  and  even  as  to  that  part  of  the 
subject  it  required  careful  consideration 
in  Committee  before  it  could  be  passed 
into  an  Act. 
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Mb.  W.  E.  F0R8TER  said,  that  it 
would  not  be  necessary  for  him  to  detain 
the  House  for  more  than  a  few  minutes, 
because  there  appeared  to  be  a  practical 
unanimity  as  to  the  second  reading  of 
the  Bill.  He  understood  the  practical 
object  of  the  Bill  to  be  to  make  tlie 
municipal  franchise  in  Ireland  the  same 
as  it  was  in  England ;  but  it  seemed  to 
aim  at  an  occupation  franchise  instead 
of  the  present  system.  He  had  on  pre- 
vious occasions,  when  sitting  on  the  other 
side  of  the  House,  expressed  his  opinion 
in  favour  of  that  proposal,  he  held  it 
still ;  and  he  was  glad  now  to  find  that 
there  was  not  any  real  difficulty  raised 
or  objection  made  to  it  by  the  Irish 
Members  on  the  Opposition  side.  The 
hon.  Member  for  Belfast  (Mr.  Corry), 
while  not  opposing  the  principle  of  the 
Bill,  mentioned  other  matters  which  he 
(Mr.  W.  E.  Forster)  dared  say  were  of 
g^eat  importance,  but  which  did  not 
exactly  concern  this  question.  Beform 
might  be  desirable  in  those  matters; 
but,  for  his  own  part,  he  was  inclined  to 
believe  it  would  be  better  to  deal  with 
the  electoral  question  by  itself,  and  it 
was  desirable  that  some  such  Bill  as 
this,  or,  at  all  events,  the  principle  of 
the  Bill,  should  be  accepted  by  the 
House.  This,  of  course,  did  not  pre- 
vent the  Government  from  considering 
Amendments  in  Committee ;  but  he  could 
look  to  no  Amendments  in  Committee 
which  would  derogate  from  the  principle 
of  the  measure.  There  appeared  to  be 
in  the  Bill  some  clauses  which,  regarded 
from  an  English  point  of  view,  were  un- 
necessary and  superfluous.  The  hon. 
Member  for  Waterford  (Mr.  R.  Power), 
amongst  other  observations,  which  he 
must  see  he  had  better  left  unsaid,  had 
said  the  Government  had  not  kept  its 
pledges  in  this  matter.  The  hon.  Mem- 
ber did  not,  it  was  true,  say  so  very 
loudly ;  but,  however  that  might  be,  it 
was  a  matter  which  the  Government 
thought  ought  to  be  settled  in  this  direc- 
tion, and  they  would  bo  glad  to  give  it 
their  support  to-day,  and  afterwards, 
supposing  it  could  be  settled  according 
to  Parliamentary  arrangements,  when 
it  went  into  Committee.  He  could  not 
promise,  however,  to  make  it  a  Govern- 
ment measure  and  to  give  a  day  for  it. 
Considering  the  state  of  Public  Business, 
it  would  be  impossible  for  him  to  give 
any  such  pledge  as  that.  He  only  hoped 
that  the  promoters  of  the  measure  would 


be  able  to  get  the  measure  fairly  before 
the  Committee,  and  then  he  trusted  that 
if  they  did  so,  they  would  really  set  to 
work  about  it,  and  that  the  Irish  Mem- 
bers on  the  opposite  side  would  not 
make  use  of  the  Bules  of  the  House  to 
obstruct  it.  In  that  event  he  should  not 
despair  of  the  Bill  being  passed  during 
the  present  Session. 

Mr.  O'SHAUGHNESSY  said,  he 
wished  to  impress  upon  hon.  Members 
that  the  Government  could  not  give  any 
particular  time  for  the  discussion  of  this 
matter,  and  that  the  entire  fate  of  the 
Bill  depended,  and  the  possibility  of 
settling  the  question  depended,  upon  hon. 
Gentlemen  opposite  not  unnecessarily 
obstructing  it.  The  Select  Committee, 
of  which  he  was  a  Member,  was  by  no 
means  unanimous  as  to  the  representa- 
tion of  property  as  suggested  by  the 
right  hon.  and  learned  Member  for  the 
University  of  Dublin  (Mr.  Plunket).  A 
large  minority  of  the  Committee  took 
quite  a  different  view.  His  late  Col- 
league (Mr.  Butt)  pointed  out  to  the 
Committee  that  the  principle  of  Muni- 
cipal Beform  Bills  in  England  and  Ire- 
land was,  that  owners  of  property  should 
only  have  representation  on  mese  Boards 
by  residing  in  the  boroughs.  In  that 
proposal  there  was  a  common  g^und  on 
which  the  Irish  Members  on  di£Perent 
sides  of  the  House  might  approach  the 
question,  and  to  see  if  there  could  not  be 
a  solution  of  it.  So  far  from  leading  to 
that  unanimity  and  fusion  of  opposing 
classes,  separate  assessment  of  property 
in  Ireland  would  only  lead  to  a  division 
of  those  classes.  He  was  afraid  the  pro- 
position that  property  ought  to  have 
special  representation  on  these  Boards 
could  not  be  accepted.  It  was  a  mis- 
take to  think  Irish  Corporations  took  a 
Particular  interest  in  politics,  as  might 
e  assumed  from  the  remark  of  the  right 
hon.  and  learned  Member.  English 
Corporations  took  quite  as  much  interest 
when  great  questions  were  stirring  in 
the  country,  and  they  were  just  as  fond 
of  expressing  their  political  opinions  as 
they  were  in  Ireland.  Within  the  last 
three  or  four  years,  English  Corporations 
had  firmly  and  publicly  conducted  their 
elections  on  the  lines  of  Liberal  and  Con- 
servative— he  would  not  say  to  political 
purposes — but  they  were  carried  on  quite 
as  much  on  political  lines  as  were  those  in 
I  Ireland.  If  there  was  occasionally  an 
I  excess  of  politics  in  liish  Corporations, 
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it  WM  only  a  temporaxy  phase  xesultmg 
from  the  exdted  state  of  things  in  Ire- 
land, and  wonld  pass  away  after  that 
excitement  had  subsided ;  bat  it  was  im- 
possible daring  the  three  years  the  Oom- 
mittee  sat,  aided  as  it  was  by  Oommis- 
sioners  sent  over  from  this  ooantry,  to 
lay  a  finger  on  any  single  oharee  of  oor- 
raption  or  any  snspioion  of  it.    xhe  right 
hon.  and  learned  Member  for  the  XJni- 
yersity  of  Dublin  had  said  under  the 
preSiant  state  of  things  by  this  Bill  the 
property  classes  would  not  find  much 
more  chance  of  representation  in  those 
bodies ;  but   he  (Mr.  O'Shaughnessy) 
thouffht  they  would  have  more  chance 
withlarge  constituencies  than  with  small 
ones,  as,  in  the  latter  case,  the  few  voters 
held  the  ward  in  their  own  possession 
and  dictated  to  the  rest.    It  was  much 
easier  to  go  to  a  large  constituency  with 
a  cry  of  economy  or  good  administration, 
and  assure  that  constituency  it  would  be 
to  their  adTautage  to  return   men  of 
a  good  dass,  who  would  enter  into  the 
corporation  for  the  purpose  of  seeing  to 
the   due    administration  of  the  rates. 
Thus  the  property  classes  would  have  a 
fbr  better  chance  than  they  now  had  of 
representation.    It  was  fancied  in  some 
quarters  that  by  keeping  the  municipal 
constituencies  as  they  were  at  present 
they  would  exdude  certain  of  the  hum- 
bler classes  from  the  representation,  and 
leave  the  representation  in  the  hands  of 
the  better  classes.     But  a  greater  mis- 
take could  not  be  made.    Everyone  who 
knew  the  Irish  people  knew  also  that 
the  middle  classes  exercised  very  little 
power  indeed  when    any    great  crisis 
came,  and  when  power  should  be  used. 
The  real  power  lay  in  the  body  of  the 
people,  and  it  was  much  better  to  give 
them  the  legal  opportunity  of  expressing 
their  opinion  by  electing  men  who  would 
express  their  opinions  and  carry  out  their 
views.    That  in  the  long  run  would  be 
found  to  be  the  surest  and  best  principle, 
and  he  believed  the  true  Conservatives 
— ^he  did  not  use  the  word  in  a  Party 
sense,  but  those  who  had  respect  for  the 
law — would  largely  benefit  by  the  ox- 
tension  of  the  franchise  proposed  by  the 
Bill.     He  believed  when  they  g^t  into 
Oommittee,  there  would  be  no  disposi- 
tion to  stand  on  hard-and-fast  lines  with 
reg^d  to  this  reform.   They  had  to  give 
and  take,  so  long  as  they  did  not  estab- 
lish separate  representation,  so  long  as 
they  did  not  ask  for  violent  changes,  or 
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to  adopt  anytUng  in  Irdaad  which  was 
not  adopted  in  England.  They  were 
quite  willing  to  discuss  matters  with  the 
other  side  of  the  House*  ITnder  these 
circumstances,  he  respectAilly  appealed 
to  hon.  Members  on  the  other  side  not 
to  kill  the  Bill  by  the  half-past  12  Bule 
as  it  was  on  the  last  occasion  when  before 
the  House.  Let  not  that  be  its  fkte  now; 
but  let  them  approach  the  question  as 
citiaens  of  a  common  country,  and  with 
the  desire  of  arriving  at  the  l>est  possible 
solution  of  the  difficulty  which  had  so 
long  existed.  . 

Mb.  lewis  said,  that  a  large  number 
of  liberals  in  the  constituency  he  repre* 
sented  (Londonderry)  were  opposed  mosft 
decidedly  to  the  measure,  ana  therefore 
he  should  not  be  doing  justice  to  that  dty 
if  he  did  not  at  once  and  most  distinctly 
state  that  he  should  oppose  it  as  frur  as 
he  was  able.    They  HSl  nothiiup  what- 
ever to  do  with  proposals  which  might 
five  it  a  difibrent  shape ;  but,  as  he  un- 
erstood  it,  the  Bill  oefore  the  House 
aimed  at  placing  the  municipal  firanchiaa 
in  Ireland  on  exactly  the  same  basis  as 
it  was  in  England,  with  some  slight 
variations;  but  that  proposal  was  one 
which  he  should  have  objected  to,  even 
had  it  been  a  tm  imUgra^  for  he  did  not 
believe  it  had  been  to  the  advantage 
of  England  to  have  municipal  matters 
absolutely  in    democratic    hands.    He 
believed  it  had  acted  with  gross  in- 
justice to  property,  and    he    did    not 
wish  to  inflict  a  similar  disadvantage 
upon  Ireland.     He  maintained  that  in 
municipal  matters  they  had  a  totally 
distinct  dass  of  interests,  a  totally  die- 
tinct  set  of  reasons,  which  ought  to  be 
attached  to  the  franchise.     The  chief 
duty  of  a  municipal  corporation  was  to 
assess  and  collect  rates,  and  to  spend  the 
money  so  collected,  and  therefore,  ac- 
cording to  the  first  principles  of  justice, 
he  maintained  they  should   have    re- 
gard to  the  interests  of  the  people  who 
Said  those  rates,  and  not  the  people  who 
id  not  pay.    So,  in  reg^ard  to  the  rights 
of  owners,  he  would  be  prepared  at  all 
events  to  take  his  stand  upon  the  Beport 
of  the  Select  Oommittee  which  had  al- 
ready been  presented  to  this  House  in 
the  last  Farbament,  and  which  indicated 
the  mode  of  settling  this  question  in  a 
far  more  righteous  and  proper  manner 
than  did  the  proposal  of  to-day.     His 
hon.  Friends  below  the  Oangpvay  would 
pardon  him  if  he  was  very  candid  on  this 

2H 


ddl  Municipal  Franchise  |  OOMlf 0N8 1 


(Ireland)  BiU. 


933 


question ;  but  he,  for  one,  thought  there 
was  not  much  reason  to  look  with  com- 
placency upon  the  municipal  govern- 
ment principle  as  evinced  in  the  various 
bodies  in  Ireland,  and  he  thought  hon. 
and  right  hon.  Members  opposite  had  as 
good  a  reason  for  looking  upon  them 
with  disfavour  as  he  had.  When  they 
found  that  municipal  corporations  in 
Ireland  were  continually  mixed  up  year 
after  year,  month  after  month,  and  week 
after  week  in  political  affairs,  they  might 
fairly  consider  what  was  likely  to  follow 
upon  the  lowering  of  the  franchise  which 
was  proposed  in  this  Bill.  Only  recently, 
according  to  The  Daily  News,  at  a  special 
meeting  of  the  Cork  Corporation,  a 
resolution  was  passed  condemning  the 
Government  for  naving  imprisoned  Mr. 
Famell,  Mr.  Dillon,  and  Father  Sheehy, 
by  22  members  out  of  26  ;  and  the  meet- 
ing, which  was  semi-public,  pledged  it- 
aelf,  in  case  Mr.  Dillon  were  not  released, 
and  if  he  should  die  in  prison,  to  erect 
a  monument  to  his  memorv,  and  in- 
scribe upon  it  the  names  of  the  three 
principal  Members  of  the  Government 
as  his  murderers.  That  was  the  spirit 
in  which  municipal  government  was 
conducted  in  one  of  the  first  cities  in 
Ireland.  Were  their  memories  so  short 
that  they  had  forgotten  the  very  recent 
action  of  the  Dublin  Corporation  ?  Was 
there  anything  in  the  general  condition 
and  character  of  the  municipal  corpora- 
tions of  Ireland  to  induce  the  House  to 
go  out  of  its  way  for  the  purpose  of 
nullifying  and  de8tro3ring  the  interest 
and  power  of  persons  of  property 
simply  in  the  interests  of  those  who 
paid  an  infinitesimally  small  amount 
in  comparison  ?  So  far  from  approving 
the  proposal  to  assimilate  the  municipal 
law  of  Ireland  to  that  of  England,  he 
should  oppose  it  to  the  best  of  his 
ability,  because  he  regarded  the  muni- 
cipal law  of  England  itself  as  a  bad  one, 
inasmuch  as  it  conferred  upon  those  who 
possessed  no  property  the  right  of  deal- 
ing with  the  property  of  others.  He 
knew  that  in  the  city  he  represented  the 
proposition  contained  in  this  measure 
would  be  looked  upon  with  disfavour 
equally  by  Liberals  and  by  Conserva- 
tives, and  he  challenged  hon.  Gentlemen 
from  the  North  of  !L*eland  to  speak  in 
the  name  of  the  Liberal  Party  in  favour 
of  the  measure.  He  would  be  fulfilling 
the  desire  and  the  mandate  of  a  large 
^xnajoritv  of  his  constituents  in  opposing 
the   Bill,  which,    notwithstanding  the 


modest  sugg^tion  that  it  could  be  made 
innocuous  in  Committee,  he  did  not  be- 
lieve could  be  turned  inside  out,  or  be 
made  anything  else  than  a  measure  for 
the  degpradation  of  the  municipal  fran- 
chise of  Ireland.  Therefore,  although 
on  the  present  occasion  he  would  not 
claim  a  division,  he  must  announce  his 
intention  of  opposing  the  future  pro- 
gress of  the  measure^  in  every  possible 
way. 

Mb.  GBAY  said,  that  the  speech  to 
which  they  had  just  listened  was  pre- 
cisely what  the  House  might  have  ex- 
Sected  from  the  hon.  Member  for  Lon- 
onderry  (Mr.  Lewis),  since  he  had 
always  taken  an  extraordinary  view  with 
respect  to  the  extension  of  the  municipal 
or  Parliamentary  franchise.  They  could 
therefore  expect  nothing  short  of  a  de- 
termined and  straightforward  opposition 
from  that  hon.  Gentleman.  He  (Mr. 
Gray)  did  not  think  it  necessary  to  fol- 
low the  points  which  the  hon.  Member 
had  mentioned,  further  than  to  say  that, 
if  the  hon.  Member's  objection  to  the 
Bill  was  a  political  one — and,  bo  far  as 
he  could  see,  there  was  nothing,  as  the 
municipal  corporations  were  at  present 
constituted,  to  prevent  their  taking  the 
strongest  political  action  open  to  them 
— perhaps  they  might,  by  going  down 
a  little  deeper  in  the  social  scale  of  the 
franchise,  succeed  in  striking  the  Con- 
servative working  man  in  Ireland.  He 
presumed  that  the  political  views  of  the 
great  corporations  could  not  be  more 
obnoxious  to  the  hon.  Member  if  they 
were  based  upon  an  extended  franchise 
than  thev  were  at  the  present  time. 
They  could  not  do  any  worse  in  Ireland 
in  tiie  eyes  of  the  hon.  Member  than 
they  had  already  done;  but  while  he 
was  not  surprised  at  the  speech  of  the 
hon.  Member  for  Londonderry,  he  was 
veiy  much  astonished  at  that  of  the  hon. 
and  learned  Member  for  Limerick  (Mr. 
O'Shaughnessy).  Were  it  not  for  the 
observations  of  the  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman,  he  (Mr.  Gray)  would  not 
have  spoken  in  this  debate.  He  could 
not  concur  in  these  statements,  and  would 
rather  see  the  Bill  rejected  than  pass  on 
the  basis  shadowed  forth  in  the  speech 
of  the  hon.  and  learned  Member.  The 
Irish  Members  were  not  willing  to  con- 
sent to  any  alteration  of  any  kind  which 
would  prevent  an  assimilation  of  the 
franchise  between  the  two  countries.  If, 
as  the  hon.  Member  for  Londonderry 
j  contended;  the  present  "Rnpl^'iih  firancliiso 
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was  miscbievouB,  then  amend  it  and  give 
Ireland  the  benefit  of  the  amendment, 
for  the  Irish  Members  were  willing  to 
consent  to  any  amendment  which  in- 
sisted upon  Ireland  enjoying  the  'same 
priTileges  as  England.  While  they  were 
under  the  same  Parliament  they  claimed, 
at  least,  to  enjoy  such  benefits  as  the 
Union  extended  to  them.  They  should 
have  those  benefits  really  as  well  as 
nominally;  and,  at  the  present  time, 
they  found  in  connection  with  almost 
every  portion  of  the  administration  of 
Public  Business  that,  while  they  were 
nominally  under  the  same  law  as  Eng- 
land, they  were  practically  under  an  en- 
tirely different  law.  The  effect  of  that 
was  nothing  but  that  of  adding  insult 
to  injury.  The  right  hon.  and  learned 
Oentleman  the  Member  for  the  Uni- 
versity of  Dublin  (Mr.  Plunket)  had 
contended  that  the  owners  of  property 
were  not  sufficiently  represented  upon 
the  corporations  in  Ireland,  stating  that 
the  great  desideratum  was  that  men  of 
property  should  take  a  more  active  inte- 
rest in  municipal  affairs.  He  (Mr.  G-ray) 
had  no  objection  to  men  of  property  and 
position  having  an  active  interest  in 
municipal  affairs,  if  they  desired  to  do 
so  ;  but,  after  an  intimate  acquaintance 
of  the  working  of  the  Dublin  Corpora- 
tion, he  could  say  that  it  was  not  the 
men  of  position  or  of  high  social  stand- 
ing in  that  body — although  they  had  a 
good  many  of  them — who  did  the  hard, 
practical,  everyday  work  ;  it  wa8  the  men 
of  lower  social  position  and  with  fewer 
pretensions  who  did  the  work,  and  who 
were  of  the  most  value  to  the  City. 
Some  proof  should  have  been  given  of 
the  assertion  that  if  there  were  more 
representatives  of  property  in  the  cor- 
porations of  Ireland  the  work  would  be 
better  done,  for  that  was  an  old  argu- 
ment that  was  always  urged  by  the 
Conservatives  in  Ireland.  There  were 
two  systems  working  side  by  side.  There 
was  the  Poor  Law  system  and  the  muni- 
cipal system,  and  in  many  cases  they 
performed,  identically  the  same  func- 
tions. For  instance,  all  the  sanitary 
work  in  one  district  was  intrusted  to 
the  corporation  ;  while,  in  another,  at 
a  very  short  distance  from  it,  it  was 
placed  in  the  hands  of  the  Boards  of 
Guardians.  Half  of  the  latter  bodies 
held  their  positions  ex-officio,  and  con- 
sisted usually  of  landlords  and  magis- 
trates. As  a  rule,  throughout  the  whole 
of  Ireland  these  men  seldom  attended 


to  any  of  the  practical  work  of  their 
Boards.  Of  course,  they  attended  when- 
ever there  was  an  election,  and  then  al- 
ways on  political  grounds ;  but  they  left 
the  business  to  be  performed  by  the 
vulgar  herd,  and  did  not  trouble  them- 
selves about  it.  Under  the  election  sys- 
tem of  Poor  Law  Boards,  there  was  a 
property  vote  and  a  property  qualifica- 
tion in  their  entirety,  by  which  system 
the  rich  man  could  have  six  votes,  while 
the  poor  man  had  only  one.  By  means 
of  a  certain  combination  of  qualifications 
the  rich  man  could  have  as  many  as  18 
votes  to  one  of  the  poor  man.  He 
denied  that,  however,  a  better  class  of 
men  were  elected  by  means  of  this  sys- 
tem, and  that  they  did  their  work  any 
better  than  others.  Wherever  there  was 
a  restriction  placed  upon  a  constituency 
there  could  not  be  a  healthy  interest 
in  public  affairs,  which  alone  could  se- 
cure their  equitable  administration.  In 
Dublin,  the  greatest  city  in  Ireland, 
with  a  population  of  250,000,  the  Corpo- 
ration was  elected  by  5,000  men.  Owing 
to  a  restricted  franchise,  wire-pulling 
had  a  great  deal  more  to  do  with  an 
election  than — if  he  might  use  a  sporting 
expression — the  public  "  form  "  of  the 
candidates.  All  that  was  now  asked 
was  that  that  which  had  been  found  to 
work  with  advantage  in  Eng^land  might 
also  be  applied  to  Ireland,  and  that 
while  they  had,  perhaps,  more  than 
their  share  of  the  disadvantages  enjoyed 
by  England,  they  might  also  receive 
some  of  its  advantages.  He  had  no 
hesitation  in  saying  that,  if  such  a  pro- 
position as  that  foreshadowed  by  the 
hon.  and  learned  Member  for  Limerick 
were  inserted  in  the  Bill,  he  (Mr.  Gray) 
would  block  it,  if  no  one  else  did  so ; 
for  he  would  sooner  wait  10  years  for  a 
good  measure  than  allow  the  House  to 
proceed  upon  any  false  assumption  that 
the  Irish  people  would  be  satisfied  with 
a  merely  nominal  concession,  which 
would  be  so  disastrous  in  its  working, 
as  that  made  by  the  hon.  and  leeirned 
Member  for  Limerick. 

Mr.  T.  C.  THOMPSON  said,  he  was 
surprised  to  hear  the  arguments  deduced 
from  the  supposed  failure  of  municipal 
institutions  in  England.  He  thought 
that  if  an  appeal  were  made  to  the  coun- 
try, the  answer  would  show  that  the  ex- 
tension of  municipal  institutions  to  the 
great  towns  of  England  had  done  much 
to  benefit  the  country.  Not  only  had 
they  benefited  the  general  -^to^^^tvVj  ^^ 

2  a  2 


935  Municipal  Franchise  ( OOMMONS  i 


{Ireland)  Bill. 


986 


those  towns,  but  they  had  enormously 
increased  their  wealth  and  health. 
Therefore,  if  the  Bill  depended  upon 
the  answer  of  England,  he  felt  sure 
there  would  be  little  doubt  that  it  would 
receive  a  very  cordial  assent.  Objection 
had  been  made  to  the  Bill  on  the  as- 
sumption that  by  lowering  the  franchise 
they  would  bring  in  a  lower  class  of 
people  into  public  afiPairs.  Had  not  the 
lowering  of  the  franchise  in  England 
been  the  most  beneficial  measure  passed 
during  the  last  40  or  50  years  ?  Through 
its  operation,  the  masses  took  a  keener 
interest  in  national  and  Imperial  affairs ; 
and  he  believed  no  Assembly  could  take 
a  keener  interest  in  the  affairs  of  the 
world  than  this  House  of  Commons, 
which  was  elected  by  the  lowest  fran- 
chise that  had  yet  been  tried.  It  had 
been  said  that  people  of  the  lower  ranks 
of  society  took  no  interest  in  municipal 
institutions.  For  that  very  reason,  then, 
should  the  franchise  be  extended  to 
them ;  for  the  chief  thing  to  be  desired 
in  all  representative  institutions  was 
not  merely  the  result  it  would  have 
on  legislation,  but  the  effect  it  would 
have  upon  the  people  themselves. 
They  never  extended  the  franchise 
towards  a  lower  class  of  people  with- 
out at  once  awakening  in  them  a 
very  deep  interest  in  questions  which 
they  never  thought  of  before,  and  the 
practical  result  was  to  insure  an  excel- 
lent representation  both  in  municipal  in- 
stitutions and  in  that  House.  More  than 
that,  he  regarded  it  as  of  importance 
that  they  should  especially  encourage 
the  feeling  that  Ireland  was  to  be  treated 
in  the  same  manner  as  England.  There 
was  a  feeling  gradually  rising  up — it 
was  found,  not  only  in  the  public  assem- 
blies, but  -in  the  homes  of  England — 
that  Ireland  had  not  been  treated  quite 
fairly  ;  and  the  people  of  this  country 
trusted  that,  by  legislation  like  this, 
would  be  obviated  the  necessity  for 
that  exceptional  legislation  which  had 
been  the  unfortunate  practice  of  the 
House  for  the  last  two  years.  There 
were,  however,  two  points  in  which 
he  thought  the  Bill  should  be  amended 
— these  being,  first,  that  some  provi- 
sion ought  to  be  made  to  prevent  any 
voter  losing  his  vote  by  leaving  one 
town  for  another,  for  he  saw  no  reason 
why  a  man  should  be  compelled  to  re- 
side in  a  town  a  year,  or  in  some  cases 
for  two  years,  before  he  had  the  privi- 
lege of  a  municipal  vote.    On  settling 


in  a  town  he  ought  to  be  able  to  put 
himself  on  the  municipal  register  by  a 
formal  application  to  the  local  autho- 
rity, which  should  hold  good  until  the 
next  revision.  He  further  considered 
it  was  a  very  g^eat  hardship  that 
very  poor  people  who  received  relief 
from  the  public  should  be  excluded 
from  the  franchise.  Considering  the 
many  advantages  that  all  classes  enjoyed 
at  the  public  expense,  it  was  harsh  to 
deprive  men  of  the  rights  of  citizenship 
because  they  were  compelled  by  misfor- 
tune to  throw  themselves  for  a  while  on 
rates  to  which  they  might  long  have 
been  contributors.  He  trusted  that  in 
these  two  matters  at  least  Ireland  would 
show  herself  in  advance  of  England. 

Me.  FINDLATER  said,  in  his  opi- 
nion,  all  the  objections  that  had  been 
raised  to  the  measure  were  only  such  as 
could  be  easily  and  satisfactorily  an- 
swered. In  the  words  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Chief  Secretary  for  Ire- 
land, referring  to  the  cfu*ping  observa- 
tions  of  the  hon.  Member  for  Waterford 
(Mr.  K.  Power),  he  (Mr.  Findlater)  was 
sure  his  hon.  Friend  would  see  that 
those  remarks  had  been  better  unsaid. 
He  could  not  really  think,  if  they  were 
to  look  for  favours  from  the  Govern- 
ment, that  speaking  in  an  angry  spirit 
of  every  act  of  theirs  would  tend  to  get 
what  they  required.  He  said  that  in 
the  most  friendly  spirit  to  the  hon. 
Member  for  Waterford,  and  he  was 
sure  it  would  be  accepted  in  that  spirit 
by  him.  The  hon.  Member  for  London- 
derry (Mr.  Lewis)  challenged  Liberal 
Members  from  the  North  of  Ireland 
sitting  on  that  side  of  the  House  to  say 
whether  the  great  body  of  the  liberals 
of  Ireland  wished  for  this  change  in  the 
franchise.  He  would  accept  the  chal- 
lenge, and  say  that  for  his  part  he  had 
not  the  slightest  doubt,  from  his  expe- 
rience on  the  other  side  of  the  water, 
that  the  great  body  of  the  Liberals  were 
quite  as  desirous  for  the  change  as  was 
the  hon.  Member  who  moved  the  second 
reading  of  the  Bill  (Mr.  M'Coan).  He 
had  very  g^eat  pleasure  in  supporting 
the  Motion  before  the  House. 

The  ATTORNEY  GENERAL  fob 
IRELAND  (Mr.  W.  M.  Johnson)  said, 
it  was  scarcely  necessary  for  him  to  add 
anything  to  what  had  been  said  by  his 
right  hon.  Friend  the  Chief  Secretary 
for  Ireland ;  but  he  rose  to  say  the  prin- 
ciple upon  which  he  should  suppoi^  the 
Bill  was  that  representation  should  w> 
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oompanj  taxation.     He  was  aleo  firmly 
of  opinion  that  a  man  who  was  qualified 
to  exercise   the  trust  of  voting  for  a 
Member  of  Parliament  was  certainly  not 
in  any  way  disqualified  from  exercising 
a  similar  trust  in  voting  for  the  members 
of  a  municipal  corporation.     Those  who 
bad,  he  would  not  say  absolutely  most, 
but  who  certainly  had  a  very  large  in- 
terest in  the  homes  and  the  comfort  of 
the  poor,  were  those  who  themselves 
came  from  the  lower  classes.     In  saying 
that,  he  meant  to  cast  no  reflection  what- 
ever upon  the  upper  classes,  especially 
npon  those  in  the  Oity  of  Dublin,  who 
had,  perhaps,  individually  shown  more 
solicitude  and  interest  in  the  poor  than 
those  of  any  other  city  in  the  United 
Kingdom,     particularly     some     whose 
names  were    well  known,   and  whose 
service  was  coveted  as  affording  com- 
fort and  security.     It  should  not  be  lost 
sight  of  that  the  Corporation  of  Dublin 
occupied  an  anomalous  position  as  com- 
pared with   the  other  corporations  of 
Ireland,  and  that  was  a  grievance  which, 
at  all  events,  ought  to  be   redressed. 
Why  a  person  in  one  city  should  have  a 
vote,  and  a  person  in  the  same  position 
should  not  merely  because  he  Uved  in 
another  city,  he  could  not  understand. 
One  great  principle  might  be  found  in 
Ireland,  that  so  far  as  they  could  en- 
large constituencies  by  introducing  per- 
sons who  had  a  stake  in  the  country,  so 
much  more  would  they  add  to  the  sta- 
bility of  the  country  and  to  the  loyalty 
of  the  population ;  and  the  more  they 
excluded  this  class  of  people  the  more 
would  they,  to  use  a  popular  but  forcible 
expression,  sit  upon    the  heads  of  the 
people,  and  the  less  likely  were  they  to 
make  the  people  loyal.     He  was  very 
glad  to  be  able  to  support  the  second 
reading  of  the  Bill,  although  he  wished 
to  protect  himself  from  implying  that  he 
adhered  to  it  as  it  stood,  as  there  wore 
a  couple  of  matters  which  were,  perhaps, 
more  matters  of  technicality  and  drafting 
than  anything  else,  in  which  he  consi- 
dered it  required  amendment,  but  which 
did  not  in  any  way  affect  its  principle,  to 
which  he  entirely  adhered.     In  Commit- 
tee he  would  feel  himself  at  liberty  to 
support   or   oppose    any   Amendments, 
provided  they  did  not  interfere  with  the 
principle  of  the  Bill. 

Mb.  METGE,  in  supporting  the  Bill, 
said,  he  felt  that  the  Kepresentatives  of 
Irish  constituencies  had  a  right  to  ask 
from  the  only  Irish  Parliament  they  had 


some  fulfilment  of  the  pledges  from  the 
Government,  which  had  been  broken  as 
fast  as  made  ever  since  the  time  of  the 
Union.  With  reference  to  the  remarks 
of  the  hon.  Member  for  Monaghan  (Mr. 
Findlater)  respecting  the  speech  of  his 
hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  Waterford 
(Mr.  B.  Power),  he  would  remind  that 
hon.  Gentleman  that  the  Irish  people 
looked  for  measures  of  this  kind  as  mea- 
sures of  simple  justice,  and  no  more ; 
therefore,  they  could  not  be  said  to  ask 
for  anything  in  a  carping  spirit.  When 
they  were  ffi'&nted,  they  considered  them 
not  in  the  light  of  favours  from  the  Go- 
vernment or  the  English  Parliament, 
but  as  being  passed  by  the  Parliament 
of  the  United  Kingdom.  He  cordially 
supported  the  Bill. 

Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Bill  read  a  second  time,  and  oommitted 
for  To-morrow, 

COUNTY  COURTS  (IRELAND)  BILL. 

(Mr.  Findlater,  Mr.  Oivan,  Mr.  Patrick  Smyth, 

Mr.  Thomas  Dickson.) 

[bill  18.]    SECOim  keaduxq. 
Order  for  Second  Beading  read. 

Mb.  FINDLATER,  in  moving  that 
the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second  time, 
said,  it  was  framed  for  the  purpose  of 
remedying  a  great  injustice  which  at  pre- 
sent existed  with  regard  to  the  appeal  in 
ordinary  cases,  and  also  under  the  Equity 
Clauses  of  the  Irish  County  Court  Act  of 
1877.  It  provided  for  the  hearing  of 
appeals  in  equity  cases  by  Assize  Judges. 
At  present  all  the  cases  went  before  the 
Lord  Chancellor.  In  small  cases  this 
led  to  expenses  which  were  simply 
ridiculous.  Under  the  law  as  it  at  pre- 
sent stood,  in  ordinary  cases  before  a 
suitor  could  appeal  from  the  decision  of 
the  County  Court  Judge,  it  was  necessary 
he  should  obtain  two  sureties  to  enter 
into  a  recognizance  in  double  the  amount 
of  the  decree,  and  the  state  of  the  law 
in  many  cases  caused  very  great  diffi- 
culty where  the  amount  wajs  consider- 
able, say,  £50.  When  the  security  to  be 
given  was  large  in  amount,  practically 
there  could  be  no  appeal ;  and  in  some 
cases  he  had  heard  that  the  County 
Court  Judges  had  fixed  the  security  at 
such  an  outrageous  figure  as  to  preclude 
all  chance  of  appeal,  knowing  the  very 
great  difficulties  there  were  in  the  way 
of  poor  suitors  to  procure  the  neces- 
sary securities,  altViou^Xi,  ol  c.omt%^,  \^^ 
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(Mr.  Findlater)  could  not  speak  from 
perRonal  knowledge  of  any  case.  Another 
difficulty  was  that  appeals  should  be 
made  during  the  session  of  the  Court, 
the  consequence  being  that  very  often, 
where  the  decree  was  made  near  the 
dose  of  the  session,  it  was  almost  im- 
possible to  get  the  opinion  of  counsel 
m  time  to  institute  the  appeal.  The  Bill 
he  had  introduced  would  obviate  that 
grievance.  Although  these  difficulties 
existed  with  regard  to  appeals  in  ordinary 
oases,  appellants  in  those  cases  certainly 
bad  the  advantage  of  appealing  to  the 
going  Judge  of  Assize,  who  was  quite 
accessible ;  and,  in  fact,  there  was  a 
perfect  re-hearing  of  the  case,  and  there 
was  some  certainty  of  justice  being  ad- 
ministered. However,  with  regard  to 
appeals  under  the  equity  jurisdiction  of 
the  Court,  the  case  stood  upon  an  en- 
tirely different  basis.  In  all  cases,  how- 
ever small,  these  must  come  before  the 
Lord  Chancellor,  leading  to  expense 
which  was  simply  ridiculous.  Most  cases 
instituted  under  the  equity  jurisdiction 
of  the  County  Courts  were  cases  for  the 
recovery  of  small  legacies,  and  the 
amount  involved  was  generaUy  so  small 
that  if  a  ridiculous  mistake  happened  to 
be  made  by  the  Chairman,  Uiere  was 
practically  no  appeal  at  all.  Another 
difficulty  was  the  great  delay  that  oc- 
curred in  the  hearing  of  the  appeal 
cases.  It  usually  took  six  months  from 
the  time  a  decree  was  pronounced  be- 
fore the  appeal  was  heard,  and  some- 
times even  longer  than  that.  He  believed 
there  was  one  case  not  long  ago  which 
took  nine  months.  In  a  case,  Murdock  t^. 
Murdock,  the  reversal  of  the  decree 
cost  £20,  and  a  delay  of  five  months. 
The  case  goes  back  to  the  Chairman, 
and  will  be  heard  next  April,  and  the 
parties  are  in  the  meantime  in  a  starving 
condition.  Then,  again,  in  these  equity 
cases,  the  appeal  had  to  be  decided 
maioly  on  the  notes  of  the  evidence  taken 
and  the  points  raised  by  the  County  Court 
Judgus.  He  need  not  point  out  how 
unsatisfactory  it  was  that  the  Judge  of 
Appeal  should  only  have  the  notes  of  an 
inferior  Judge  to  decide  the  facts  of  a 
case  upon.  In  Ireland,  just  as  in  this 
country,  strong  complaints  had  been 
made  by  Judges  as  to  the  incomplete  and 
imperfect  notes  made  by  County  Court 
Judges  in  cases  that  came  before  them 
*  on  appeal.  He  noticed  in  the  London 
2}m$9  of  the  previous  day  a  strong  ex- 
prennon  of  opinion  on  this  point,  and  the 


case  was  sent  back  to  the  County  Court 
Judge.  Things  were  twice  as  bad  in  this 
respect  in  Ireland.  If  such  scandals  took 
place  in  the  Superior  Courts  the  outcry 
would,  no  doubt,  be  very  great  indeed ; 
but  they  attracted  little  attention  when 
they  occurred  before  the  inferior  tribu- 
nals. There  was  also  an  extreme  diffi- 
culty in  getting  these  notes  from  the 
County  Court  Chairman,  imperfect  and 
one-sided  as  they  generally  were.  There 
was  a  case  before  the  ex-Chancellor  (Dr. 
Ball)  in  which  it  took  nearly  six  months 
to  get  the  notes  from  the  Chairman,  and 
the  appeal  had  to  be  ultimately  lodged 
without  the  notes  at  all.  This  irregu- 
larity and  delay  in  lodging  the  notes  was 
a  very  serious  matter.  In  some  cases 
the  disputed  amount  involved  might  be 
nearly  £500 ;  but  it  was  equally  hard  in 
principle  when  the  amount  was  small. 
A  barrister  friend  of  his  (Mr.  Findlater's) 
not  long  ago  came  across  a  case  in  Court 
when  an  equity  civil  bill  for  specific  per- 
formance was  decided  by  a  County  Court 
Judge.  The  defeated  party  sought  ad- 
vice from  the  barrister  as  to  the  pro- 
priety of  appealing,  and  handed  him  the 
Judge's  notes  of  evidence,  when  it  was 
found  that  the  notes  absolutely  left  out 
all  reference  to  the  case  of  the  party  in 
question.  The  name  of  the  case  was 
Simpson  v.  McLelland.  In  this  case  the 
barrister,  of  course,  advised  that  no  ap- 
peal should  be  lodged.  To  put  an  end 
to  the  evils  to  which  he  (Mr.  Findlater) 
had  referred,  the  Bill  proposed  to  refer 
the  equity  appeals  to  the  going  Judge  of 
Assize,  and  not  to  the  Lord  Chancellor, 
who  would  re-hear  the  case  both  as  re- 
garded the  facts  and  the  law.  Surely  it 
would  be  a  considerable  advantage  that 
cases  of  this  kind  should  be  tried  at 
Assizes.  They  would  be  heard  by  Judges 
of  eminence,  who,  as  the  Bar  in  Ireland 
from  which  they  were  taken  did  not  con- 
fine their  practice  to  one  branch  of  the 
Profession,  would  have  the  necessary 
equity  experience.  They  would  not  have, 
as  the  Lord  Chancellor  had  at  present, 
to  decide  the  cases  upon  imperfect  notes 
of  evidence  and  other  matters.  That 
would  be  a  very  great  advantage  in  the 
hearing  of  small  oases.  He  understood 
the  present  eminent  Judge  who  occupied 
the  position  of  Chief  Baron  of  the  Ex- 
chequer in  Ireland  was  strongly  in  favour 
of  the  hearing  of  these  appeals  by 
the  Assize  Judges.  [Mr.  Gibson  :  Have 
you  any  evidence  of  that  ?]  He  did  not 
say  he  had  evidence  of  it ;  but  he  had 
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been  told  it  bj  a  gentlenmu  practisiug 
at  the  Bar,  whose  statomont  ho  believed. 
He  thought  there  was  some  reform 
wanted  in  these  matters,  and  the  Bill 
which  he  now  begged  to  move  should  be 
read  a  second  time  met  all  the  difficulties 
he  had  mentioned  in  the  observations  he 
had  made  to  the  House. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
''That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second 
time." — (Mr.  Findlater,) 

Mb.  GIBSON  said,   it  was  obvious 
that  any  attempt   to  modify  such  an 
important  Act,  passed  so  recently  as  the 
Tear  1877,  required  strong  evidence  for 
its  being  carried  into  effect.     He  was  of 
opinion  that  no  such  case  was  made  out 
by  the  hon.  Member  for  MoDaffhan  (Mr. 
Findlater).  The  Bill  was  one  that  would 
only  be  j  ustified  by  establishing  the  fact 
of  the  great  inconvenience  of  the  pre- 
sent system  as  well  as  the  convenience 
that  would  result  under  the  system  pro- 
posed to  be  adopted.     With  respect  to 
the  objections  made  by  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber to  the  present  system  of  appeal  in 
equity    cases    resting    with    the    Lord 
Chancellor,  he  (Mr.   Gibson)   had  the 
honour  to  be  Chairman  of  the  Committee 
which  sat  upon  the  subject  in  1877,  and 
if  there  was  any  one  point  on  which 
there  was  the  greatest  possible  unani- 
mity it  was  upon  this — the  importance 
of  giving  the  widest  equity  jurisdiction 
to  County  Court  Judges.     There  was  an 
equal  unanimity  on  the  point  that  it  was 
desirable  that  the  comparatively  humble 
suitors  before  County  Courts  should  be 
able  to  appeal  to  the  highest  judicial 
authority    the    country   could    supply. 
Both  the  late  and  present  Lord  Chan- 
cellor, he  knew,  felt  that  no   part  of 
their  duties  required  more  zealous  atten- 
tion than  these  appeals  on  equity  mat- 
ters   from   County  Courts.      The   hon. 
Member  had  complained  that  there  was 
delay  in  the  hearing  of  the  appeals.  That 
delay,  however,  was  not  an  evidence  of 
the  failure  of  the  system,  for  in  the  very 
nature  of  things  there  must  necessarily 
be  some  delay  in  working  a  new  juris- 
diction.    Moreover,  the  delay  had  been 
greatly   obviated   by  the  fact  that  the 
Lord     Chancellor    had    called    in    the 
aid  of  two   of  the  higher   Judges  of 
Equity  to   assist  him   in   his  adminis- 
tration.     He  believed    that   with    the 
assistance  of  the  Vice  Chancellors  and  of 
Judge  Flanagan,  who  had  been  asked 
to    assist    the  Lord  Chancellor,   there 


would  be  very  little  delay  in  future  in 
hearing  these  equity  cases.  The  Bill 
as  at  present  drafted  would  lead  to  the 
greatest  confusion.  As  to  the  power  of 
appeal,  supposing  the  money  amount  in 
the  case  involved  a  long  and  complicated 
account,  as  was  often  the  case,  he  be- 
lieved it  would  not  often  happen  that 
such  cases  could  be  taken  within  the 
short  limits  of  the  Assizes.  That  meant 
a  new  Judge  to  sit  in  the  next  Assizes, 
and  to  decide  on  the  accounts  ordered 
by  the  last  Judge  of  Assize.  He  ven- 
tured to  think  that  if  his  hon.  Friend 
considered  all  those  matters,  he  would 
find  they  involved  very  considerable 
difficulties.  He  (Mr.  Gibson)  thought 
it  premature  at  present  to  make  such 
changes  in  so  short  a  jurisdiction  ;  and, 
under  all  the  circumstances,  he  would 
suggest  that  the  hon.  Gentleman  should 
postpone  the  consideration  of  the  Bill 
until  public  opinion  had  been  elicited 
upon  it — until  it  had  been  ascertained 
what  was  thought  by  the  Judges  as  well 
as  by  the  suitors  regarding  it,  and  until 
they  could  see  what  was  the  effect — the 
tendency — of  the  proposal.  Therefore  he 
would  move,  not  in  any  spirit  of  hostility 
or  disrespect  to  the  legislation  proposea 
by  his  hon.  Friend,  but  to  obtain  an 
expression  of  public  opinion  upon  it,  the 
adjournment  of  the  debate. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
**That  the  Debate  be  now  adjourned." 
— (Mr,  Gibson,) 

The  ATTORNEY  GENERAL  for 
IRELAND  (Mr.  W.  M.  Johnson)  said, 
that,  in  his  opinion,  the  suggestion  oif 
the  right  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman 
opposite  (Mr.  Gibson)  was  one  which  it 
was  highly  advisable  that  his  hon. 
Friend  (Mr.  Findlater)  should  adopt. 
He  (the  Attorney  General  for  Ireland) 
did  not  acquiesce  in  all  the  objections 
raised  by  the  right  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  against  the  Bill ;  but  he 
thought  the  course  proposed  by  him 
was  the  best  to  be  adopted.  He  did 
not  think  Assize  Judges  incapable  of 
taking  long  and  complicated  accounts 
into  consideration  within  the  limits  of 
the  Assize  sessions.  He  had  seen  long 
cases  of  the  kind,  for  instance,  between 
butter  merchants  and  farmers,  with  a 
history  which  extended  over  a  period 
about  12  months,  decided  by  a  Judge 
of  Assize.  But  he  agreed  with  the 
right  hon.  and  learned  Member  for  the 
Dublin  University — and  tli«w\.  "^«&  SXv^ 
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key-note  of  his  objection  to  the  passing 
of  the  Bill  now — tnat  it  was  inadvisable 
BO  soon  to  alter  the  arrangement  oome  to 
in  1877.  He  objected  altogether  to  the 
system  of  the  passing,  and  then  imme- 
diately pulling  up  Bills  when  they  had 
been  in  operation  for  a  short  time  in 
order  to  see  how  they  worked ;  and  he 
thought  on  that  ground  it  would  be  de- 
sirable that  the  debate  should  be  ad- 
journed until  the  subject  was  brought 
before  the  country  and  the  opinion  of 
those  whom  it  afiPected  could  be  ex- 
pressed upon  it.  On  this  subject  he 
might  remark  on  the  state  of  the 
Benches  below  the  Gangway  on  the 
opposite  side,  usually  occupied  by  what 
was  known  as  the  Irish  popular  Party. 
This  was  a  question  which  affected  the 
▼ery  poorest  class  of  suitors  in  Ireland. 
There  was  no  person  so  poor  as  not  to 
be  touched  by  it,  and  yet  those  Benches 
were  altogether  vacant,  the  only  Mem- 
bers of  the  Party  present  being  the 
hon.  Member  for  Youghal  (Sir  Joseph 
M'Kenna)  and  the  hon.  Member  K>r 
Oarlow  County  (Mr.  Macfarlane).  That 
showed  how,  in  one  respect,  Irish  ques- 
tions were  attended  to  by  the  hon. 
Oentlemen.  He  believed  the  County 
Court  decisions,  as  well  as  the  appeals 
before  the  Lord  Chancellor,  gave  satis- 
faction in  Ireland.  The  judicial  capa- 
cities of  the  ablest  and  most  learned 
Judges  were  brought  to  bear  upon 
these  matters,  which  inspired  the  Irish 
people  with  the  greatest  confidence.  He 
did  not  think  himself  that  there  was 
any  authority  for  saying  that  there  was 
any  general  dissatisfaction  with  the  pre- 
sent system  of  appeal,  either  by  the 
suitors  or  on  the  part  of  professional 
men.  In  fact,  he  had  the  highest  autho- 
rity for  saying  just  the  reverse.  The 
delay  complained  of  by  his  hon.  Friend 
would  be  obviated  by  the  recent  regula- 
tion by  which  the  Lord  Chancellor  was 
enabled  to  transfer  his  jurisdiction  in 
certain  cases  to  two  or  three  Equity 
Judges.  Under  all  the  circumstances 
of  the  case,  therefore,  he  thought  it 
would  be  better  if  his  hon.  Friend 
agreed  to  the  adjournment  of  the  de- 
bate, in  order  that  the  matter  should  be 
ventilated  in  the  country  affected  by  it ; 
and  if,  after  the  sense  of  the  country 
should  have  been  obtained,  it  should  be 
shown  that  any  alteration  was  required, 
he  was  quite  sure  that  such  alteration 
would  not  be  objected  to  by  the  House. 

1%$  Atiorney  General  for  Ireland 


Mb.  FINDLATER  said,  he  readily 
accepted  the  proposition  of  the  right 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  (Mr.  Gib- 
son). His  (Mr.  Findlater's)  only  object 
was  to  get  the  subject  well  ventilated. 
It  would  now  be  heard  of  in  Ireland, 
and  he  had  not  the  slightest  doubt  him- 
self as  to  what  the  result  would  be. 

Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Debate  adjourned  till  Wednesday  5th 
April. 

JUDGMENTS  (INFERIOE  COURTS)  BILL. 

{Mr.  Monk,  Mr,  Norwood,  Mr  Anderson,  Mr. 

Corry,  Mr.  Eeid,  Mr.  Serjeant  Simon.) 

[bell   44.]      SECOND   RBADINO. 

Order  for  Second  Heading  read. 

Mr.  monk,  in  moving  that  the  Bill  be 
now  read  a  second  time,  said,  that  it  was 
a  very  simple  one.  The  object  of  the 
Bill  was  to  make  judgments  obtained 
in  an  Inferior  Court  in  any  pcurt  of  the 
United  Kingdom  valid  in  other  parts 
of  the  United  Eangdom.  It  had  oeen 
brought  in  last  Session,  but  was 
blocked,  and  had  to  be  withdrawn.  It 
was  an  onward  step  towards  assimilat- 
ing the  laws  of  England,  Scotland,  and 
Ireland,  and  he  hoped  no  hon.  Mem- 
ber from  the  Sister  Country  would 
be  found  to  oppose  the  second  reading. 
The  Bill  proposed  to  extend  the  prin- 
ciple of  an  Act  passed  in  1868 — the 
31  &  32  Fiet.  c.  64 — which  provided 
that  the  judgments  or  decreets  of  the 
Superior  Coiirts  in  England,  Scotland, 
and  Ireland  should  be  respectively  efifec- 
tual  in  any  other  part  of  the  United 
Kingdom.  The  Bill  therefore  applied 
to  the  judgments  which  might  be  ob- 
tained in  the  County  Courts  of  the 
United  Kingdom.  A  judgment  ob- 
tained in  a  County  Court  in  England 
would,  on  registration  and  on  a  certifi- 
cate of  that  judgment  being  produced 
in  a  County  Court  of  Scotland  or  Ire- 
land, be  valid  there,  and  vice  versd.  He 
had  had,  he  said,  many  letters,  especi- 
ally from  Scotland,  of  persons  who  were 
in  favour  of  the  principle  of  the  Bill. 
The  Act  of  1868  had  been  productive  of 
very  good  results,  and  he  trusted  the 
present  Bill,  which  extended  the  prin- 
ciple of  that  Act,  would  meet  with  no 
opposition.  The  hon.  Member  concluded 
by  moving  the  second  reading  of  the 
Bill. 
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Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second 
time."— ( Ifr.  Monk,) 

Mr.  FINDLATER  said,  that  he  had 
no  intention  of  opposing  the  second 
reading  of  the  Bill,  as  he  considered 
that,  practically,  its  principle  might  be 
advantageously  accepted.  He  wished, 
however,  to  warn  the  House  that  it 
would  require  serious  consideration 
when  it  got  into  Committee,  in  order 
that  clauses  might  be  inserted  to  guard 
against  the  hardships  that  would  arise 
from  defendants  being  compelled  to  ap- 
pear and  plead  at  long  distances  from  their 
homes.  It  must  not  be  permitted  that 
persons  residing  in  London  should  have 
the  right  to  drag  people  over  from  the 
middle  of  Ireland  to  attend  their  cases 
in  this  country.  It  would  not  be  fair 
that  a  man  residing  in  London  should 
be  able  to  issue  process  here  against  an 
Irishman  for  the  recovery  of  a  very 
email  debt,  perhaps,  and  in  effect  com- 
pel him  to  come  over  here  to  defend 
himself.  This  danger,  which  had  arisen 
under  the  Rules  framed  by  the  Judges 
in  pursuance  of  the  Judicature  Act  of 
1876,  had  excited  the  protest  of  Scotch 
Members,  i^nd  security  should  be  given 
against  ito  recurrence. 

The  lord  ADVOCATE  (Mr.  J.  B. 
Balfour)  :  Sir,  on  the  part  of  Scotland, 
I  entirely  endorse  what  has  been  said 
by  my  hon.  Friend  (Mr.  Findlater).  If 
the  views  as  to  jurisdiction  were  iden- 
tical in  all  parts  of  Great  Britain  and 
Ireland,  there  could  be  no  possible  ob- 
jection to  the  principle  of  such  a  Bill 
as  this ;  but  it,  unhappily,  is  true  that 
the  views  upon  jurisdiction  are  not  the 
same  in  the  different  parts  of  the  island, 
because  while  the  general  principle,  I 
believe,  is  that  the  pursuer  in  a  suit 
must  follow  the  defendant  with  that  suit 
to  the  place  of  his  domicile,  or  to  a  place 
where  there  is  either  real  or  personal 
property  attachable,  that  principle  is  not 
recognized  in  England,  and  the  result 
is  that  a  process  is  very  often  issued  out 
of  the  Superior  Courts  of  England,  under 
the  Rules  of  1875  and  1876,  convening 
Scotchmen  into  the  Courts  in  England 
who  are  not  personally  resident  in  Eng- 
land, and  have  no  property  in  England 
either  real  or  personal.  In  short,  it  has 
been  found  in  experience  that  not  merely 
in  cases  where  one  of  many  defendants 
is  a  Scotchman,  but  where  a  Scotchman 
is  the  sole  defendant,  he  is  liable  to  be 


convened  when  all  he  has  done  has  been 
to  write  a  letter  ordering  goods  in  Eng- 
land, or  perhaps  to  send  an  accepted 
bill  to  England,  and  the  result  has  been 
very  great  hardship  to  the  mercantile 
and  trading  community  of  Scotland.    So 
strongly  has  the  grievance  been  felt  that 
many  of  the  Chambers  of  Commerce  and 
the  Convention  of  the  Scottish  Burghs 
— which  I  think  I  may  say  is  one  of  the 
most  highly  representative  bodies  of  the 
commercial  ana  trading  classes  of  Scot- 
land— have  within  the  last  few  months 
addressed  the  strongest  protests  aeainst 
that  exercise  of  jurisdiction  which  is 
now  prevalent  under  the  Rules  of  1876 
and  1876.     Unless  this  Bill  is  so  safe- 
guarded that  it  shall  be  made  perfectly 
clear  that  nothing  of  that  kind  will  result 
from  the  practice  of  the  Inferior  Courts, 
I  should  certainly  feel  it  my  duty  to 
oppose  the  second  reading.    Unless  my 
hon.  Friend  in  charge  of  the  Bill  indi- 
cates a  general  assent  to  the  principle 
that  it  shall  not  be  competent  to  convene 
the  natives  of  Scotland,  or  rather  to 
register  and  execute  judgments  against 
natives  of  Scotland,  unless  those  natives 
have  been  at  the  time  when  the  judg- 
ments have  been  pronounced  subject  to 
the  jurisdiction  of  the  Inferior  Courts 
of  England  or  Ireland  on  the  principles 
recognized  by  general  jurispru^nce,  and 
by  Common  Law  of  Scotland,  I  shall 
oppose  the  Bill.     But  if  that  is  quite 
understood,  I  shall  be  ready  to  propose 
in  Committee  clauses  which  would  be 
directed,    and,    in    my   judgment,    be 
effectual,  to  prevent  any  such  evil  taking 
place  ;  and  if  he  will  indicate  his  assent 
to  such  clauses  being  introduced  in  Com- 
mittee, I  shall  not  consider  it  my  duty 
to  go  further  into  this  matter  just  now. 
Otherwise,  I  should  feel  bound  to  bring 
before  the  House  the  grievance  under 
which  the  Scottish  mercantile  commu- 
nity are  suffering  under  the  Rules  of 
1876  and  1876.     It  may  not  be  known 
to  many  hon.  Members  that  that  is  really 
a  new  grievance,  because,  while  I  be- 
lieve it  has  long  been  the  practice  of  the 
Courts  of  Chancery  in  England  to  issue 
processes  against  persons  resident  out- 
side of  the  jurisdiction,   I  understand 
that  this  was  not  customary  in  the  case  of 
the  Common  Law  Courts  until  1876. 
There  was,  if  I  am  not  mistaken,  under 
the  Common  Law  Procedure  Act  of  1852, 
a  distinct  exception,  both  of  residents  in 
Scotland  and  in  Ireland,  from  the  issue 


947        Juigm&nit  (In/srior 


(CfOMUONSI 


CfourU)  BiU. 


948 


of  sucli  process ;  and  it  did  not  occur  to 
any  Scotch  Member,  or  probably  to  any 
Irish  Member  either,  that  when  the  Boles 
.  applicable  to  a  purely  English  Judica- 
ture Act  were  laid  on  the  Table  of  this 
House,  there  would  be  anything  affect- 
ing the  citizens  of  their  respective  coun- 
tries—  for  the  provisions  of  the  new 
Hules  were  not  discovered  until  they 
were  in  actual  operation.  I  believe  that 
is  the  case,  because  those  who  were  for- 
merly Members  of  the  House  from  Scot- 
land have  told  me  that  whenever  this 
matter  was  mooted  in  their  time,  they 
invariably  brought  before  the  House 
objections  similar  to  those  which  I  have 
now  urged.  I  do  not  desire  to  detain  the 
House  by  raising  the  whole  question  of 
private  International  Law  wnioh  is  in- 
volved. I  merely  desire,  in  accordance 
with  what  I  believe  is  the  universal  wish 
of  the  mercantile  and  trading  commu- 
nity of  my  country,  to  intimate  that,  un- 
less this  BiU  is  safeguarded  by  such 
clauses  as  I  venture  to  suggest,  I  shall 
feel  bound  to  oppose  it. 

The  ATTOENEY  GENERAL  foe 
IRELAND  (Mr.  W.  M.  Johnson)  said, 
he  desired  to  follow  his  right  hon.  and 
learned  Friend  the  Lord  Advocate,  be- 
cause he  did  not  exactly  acquiesce  in  the 
observations  which  had  fallen  from  him. 
As  he  understood  the  Bill,  it  did  not  deal 
with  the  preliminary  stages  of  tbe  suit ; 
but  it  took  up  the  suit  at  the  stage  in 
which  judgment  had  been  obtained, 
and  it  applied  the  principle  of  the  exist- 
ing Act  in  reference  to  the  Superior 
Courts  to  the  case  of  the  Inferior  Courts. 
The  practical  effect  of  the  Bill  as  to  Ire- 
land would  be  that  if  a  debtor  in  Ireland 
was  sued  by  an  English  creditor  in  the 
Inferior  Court  in  Ireland  and  judgment 
was  recovered  there  against  him,  and  if, 
although  he  was  there  in  person,  he  had 
no  property  to  be  levied  upon  iu  the 
jurisdiction  of  that  Court,  but  had  ample 
property  in  the  jurisdiction  of  a  County 
Uoiurt  in  England,  then,  except  for  the 
natural  objection  which  he  supposed 
men  had  to  pay  at  all — [**  No,  no  ! "] — 
Well>  he  would  withdraw  that  expres- 
sion, and  say  that  there  was  no  reason 
why  if  the  debtor's  property  was  within 
the  jurisdiction  of  any  English  County 
Court,  the  sum  recovered  should  not  be 
levied  there,  and  viee  v§nd.  He,  there- 
fi>re,  did  not  object  to  the  principle  of 
the  Bill,  and  would  not  oppose  its  second 
Nading,  althoiughy  in  oraer  to  adapt  it 

Th$  Lord  Advocate 


to  the  peculiar  jurisdiction  of  the  Irish 
County  Courts,  it  would  be  essential  in 
Committee  to  alter  some  of  the  details 
of  the  measure. 

Mb.  CALLAN  said,  he  could  not  con- 
gratulate the  Treasury  Bench  on  its 
unanimity  on  this  subject,  and,  as  an 
Irish  Member,  he  was  inclined  to  adopt 
the  view  indicated  by  the  right  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  the  Lom  Advocate, 
rather  than  that  expressed  by  the  right 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  the  Attor- 
ney General  for  Ireland.  Indeed,  he 
intended  to  move  that  the  Bill  be 
read  a  second  time  that  day  six  months, 
so  that  they  should  have  on  record  the 
divided  action  of  the  Government  ia 
that  matter.  That  Bill  extended  the  de- 
parture from  an  old  principle  that  was 
made,  for  the  first  time,  not  by  the  Act 
of  1875,  but  by  the  Rules  of  Court, 
which,  unfortunately,  when  laid  on  the 
Table,  were  allowed  to  have  the  force  of 
law.  If  the  Bill  of  1 875  had  embraced 
that  departure  from  the  old  principle,  it 
would  have  been  objected  to ;  but  it  had 
been  given  effect  to  through  its  having 
probably  escaped  the  attention  of  Scotch 
and  Irish  Members  when  the  Rules  of 
Court  were  laid  on  the  Table.  The 
principle  of  the  Bill  was  not  limited  to 
County  Courts,  but  extended  to  any 
Court  in  England,  even  to  the  Lord 
Mayor's  Court,  to  police  magistrates, 
and  petty  sessions  in  rural  districts, 
without  due  safeguards  against  injustice. 
If,  moreover,  such  a  measure  was  to  be 
brought  in  at  all,  it  ought  only  to  be  in- 
troduced on  the  responsibility  of  the 
Gt)verDment.  For  tnese  reasons,  he 
should  move  the  rejection  of  the  Bill. 

Amendment  proposed,  to  leave  out 
the  word  ''now,"  and  at  the  end  of  the 
Question  to  add  the  words  ''  upon  this 
day  six  months." — {Mr,  Callan.) 

Question  proposed,  "  That  the  word 
*  now'  stand  part  of  the  Question." 

Mb.  GREGORY  said,  he  entertained 
very  grave  doubts  as  to  the  expediency 
of  the  Bill,  and  shared  the  feeling  ex- 
pressed in  regard  to  it  by  the  right  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman  the  Lord  Advo- 
cate. He  had  always  been  of  the 
opinion  that  Parliament  had  s'one  a 
^eat  deal  too  far  in  passing  skeleton 
Acts,  thereby  giving  most  extensive 
jurisdiction  to  tribunals  to  make  rules 
which  did  not  appear  on  the  face  of  the 
Aoty  and  which  were  little  considered  by 
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the  House  and  might  lead  to  serious 
and  unexpected  consequences,  and  it 
behoved  them  to  be  very  careful  how 
they  went  further  in  that  direction. 
S[nowing  what  the  County  Courts  were, 
he  objected  to  the  proposed  extension  of 
their  jurisdiction  as  to  the  enforcement 
of  their  process.  Those  tribunals  dealt 
with  very  small  amounts;  and  practi- 
tioners in  them  knew  that  many  of  those 
amounts  were  recoyered  by  agencies  and 
oombinations  which  went  about  snatch- 
ing judgments,  so  that  a  man  might 
feel  himself  saddled  with  some  small 
claim  to  which  he  was  not  liable  really 
before  he  knew  where  he  was.  He  did 
not  think  that  any  extension  of  the 
power  of  enforcing  those  claims  could  be 
safely  granted.  Men  living  at  a  long 
distance  from  a  County  Court  would 
sometimes  think  it  better  to  submit  to 
imposition  rather  than  incur  all  the 
trouble  and  expense  of  resisting  unjust 
claims,  and  run  the  risk  of  paying  the 
oosts  to  which  they  might  ultimately  be 
made  liable.  Process  was  also  served 
somewhat  loosely  and  irregularly,  and 
they  could  not  always  depend  on  persons 
having  notice  of  the  claim  before  judg- 
ment was  issued.  He,  therefore,  felt  a 
strong  objection  to  the  Bill. 

Mr.  HINDE  palmer  said,  he 
should  like  to  know  from  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Gloucester  (Mr.  Monk)  whether 
the  Bill  was  intended  to  affect  the  earlier 
stages  of  jurisdiction,  so  that  a  defen- 
dant and  his  witnesses  might  be  dragged 
from  his  place  of  residence  to  another 
place  far  distant?  As  he  (Mr.  Hinde 
i^almer)  understood  it,  the  object  of  the 
Bill  was  simply  to  enforce  a  judgment 
which  had  been  regularly  obtained 
against  a  defendant  in  one  jurisdiction 
in   another  where  he  might  have  pro- 

Eerty  available  to  answer  that  judgment, 
f  that  would  be  its  only  effect,  he  would 
support  the  second  reading. 

Mr.  WARTON  said,  he  was  glad  to 
have  an  opportunity  of  renewing  the 
protest  which  he  made  last  Session 
against  power  beiug  given  to  Judges  to 
make  Bules  to  carry  out  the  supposed 
intentions  of  Parliament.  The  difficulty 
in  this  case  had  arisen  from  the  hurried 
passing  at  the  end  of  the  Session  of  a 
body  of  Hules  which  gave  to  Judges' 
Begulations  the  force  of  legislative  Acts. 
The  Judges  were  too  fond  of  making 
Bules,  and  sought  every  occasion  of 
magnifying  their  office.     A  Committee 


of  Judges  was  sitting  now  for  the  pur- 
pose of  repealing  all  sorts  of  Acts  of 
Parliament.  That  was  the  result  of  the 
House  allowing  them  to  draw  up  Bules. 
The  hon.  Member  for  Gloucester  (Mr. 
Monk),  who  brought  in  so  many  of 
those  ill-oonsidered  Bills,  had  brought 
in  this  measure  also,  and  the  House  did 
not  know  whether  it  affected  the  initial 
stages  of  a  process,  or  the  judgment. 
Of  course,  they  were  told  that  it  was 
only  the  judgment  that  was  affected ; 
but  he  had  no  doubt  that  the  Bill  would 
affect  not  only  the  judgment,  but  the 
initial  process.  There  was  now  much 
hot  haste  for  legislation,  as  shown  by 
the  proceedings  of  the  Government ;  but 
other  hon.  Gentlemen  also  were  distin* 
guished  for  their  voracity,  and  none 
more  than  the  hon.  Member  for  Glou- 
cester, who  was  quite  proud  of  his 
success.  He  (Mr.  Warton)  was  not  a 
Scotchman  or  an  Irishman  ;  but  he  wa^ 
ready  to  assist  Irishmen  or  Scotchmen 
in  obtaining  the  redress  of  their  griev« 
anoes.  He  protested  against  this  terrible 
voracity  of  legislation,  and  hoped  there 
would  De  a  combination  of  Scotchmen, 
Irishmen,  and  Englishmen  to  reject  the 
BiU. 

Sir  JOSEPH  M*KENNA  said,  that 
if  the  Bill  were  to  pass,  all  an  English 
creditor  of  an  Irishman  or  Scotchman 
would  have  to  do  was  to  get  his  debtor's 
name  on  a  bill  of  exchange,  and  then,  if 
not  paid  in  due  time,  enter  judgment  in 
his  own  County  Court  and  hand  it  over 
to  be  executed — say,  at  Bally mena,  or 
Balmoral.  That  would  be  giving  capi- 
talists and  creditors  greater  rights  than 
they  had  against  debtors  at  present,  and 
the  House  ought  to  pause  before  giving 
its  sanction  to  such  a  measure  unless  it 
was  introduced  upon  the  responsibility 
of  the  Government. 

The  SOLICITOR  GENERAL  for 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Porter)  said,  that 
there  appeared  to  be  some  misconcep- 
tion as  to  the  scope  of  the  Bill.  It  was 
a  plain  and  practical  measure,  framed  to 
remedy  an  undoubted  grievance.  In 
1868  a  Bill  was  passed  enabling  cre- 
ditors to  put  into  operation  a  judg- 
ment obtained  in  one  of  the  Superior 
Courts  in  England,  Ireland,  or  Scot- 
land against  debtors  in  a  different 
part  of  the  United  Kingdom,  and  since 
the  passing  of  the  Bill  he  had  never 
heard  any  complaint  in  either  of  the 
three  countries  against  it,  and  he  should 
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be  as  muoli  opposed  as  anyone  to 
interference  with  its  principle.  In  the 
Bill  of  the  hon.  Member  for  Gloucester 
(Mr.  Monk)  there  was  a  similar  pro- 
yision  with  regard  to  judgments  ob- 
tained in  the  Inferior  Oourts.  The  Bill 
left  all  the  preliminaries  exactly  as  they 
were,  nor  could  the  remedies  it  proposed 
be  put  into  operation  until  judgement 
was  obtained.  That  judgment  could 
not  be  obtained  in  Ireland  on  a  civil 
bill  process,  except  after  personal  ser- 
yice  of  the  process  within  the  jurisdiction 
of  the  Court  or  at  the  abode  of  the  debtor. 
This  Bill  did  not  propose,  he  understood, 
to  interfere  with  that  rule.  He  supposed, 
in  Ireland,  the  case  of  a  creditor  having 
obtained  a  decree  against  his  debtor  in 
an  Irish  Oourt,  in  a  suit  properly  insti- 
tuted, in  which  the  debtor  was  first 
serred  personally.  As  the  law  now 
stood,  suppose  the  debtor  in  a  decree  so 
served  should  go  to  England,  he  could 
remain  there  safe  from  the  operation  of 
the  decree,  unless  he  acquired  property 
in  Ireland.  This  Bill  simply  proposed 
in  such  a  case  to  transfer  the  de- 
cree so  obtained,  by  bringing  it  to 
the  English  Oourt,  where  it  would  be 
registered  as  if  it  were  a  decree  of  that 
Oourt,  and  could  then  be  put  in  force 
against  the  debtor.  This  was  only  a 
proceeding  consonant  with  common 
sense  and  in  relief  of  the  debtor,  who, 
but  for  this  enactment,  would  have  to  be 
sued  again  in  the  country  where  he  re- 
sided, a  proceeding  which  would  be  at- 
tended with  additional  expense  to  him. 
Hon.  Members  had  drawn  attention  to 
the  power  the  Bill  gave  to  the  Judges  to 
make  Bules.  He  thought  much  might 
be  said  on  the  subject.  A  delegation  to 
Judges  of  what  ought  to  be  done  by  Par- 
liament was  most  objectionable ;  but  the 
Bill  did  not  give  any  such  power — it 
merely  gave  the  Judges  power  to  frame 
Bules  for  the  conduct  of  the  business,  a 
function  which  was  purely  Ministerial. 
As  he  had  said,  it  was  a  plain  and  prac- 
tical measure,  following  out  previous 
legislation,  in  reference  to  which  he  had 
not  heard  any  objection,  except  what 
appeared  to  be  founded  on  misconcep- 
tions. As  such,  he  thought  it  ought  to 
receive  the  sanction  of  the  House. 

Mb.  monk,  in  reply,  said,  he  had  to 
thank  his  hon.  and  learned  Friend  the 
Solicitor  Qeneral  for  Ireland  for  his  clear 
and  able  exposition  of  the  Bill.  As  to 
what  had  been  said  by  the  right  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman  the  Lora  Advo- 
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cate,  he  (Mr.  Monk)  would  point  out 
that  a  man  might  obtain  judgment  for 
£1,000  in  a  County  Oourt  in  Scotland, 
and  that  judgment  would  be  valid  only 
in  Scotland,  and  not  in  England  or 
Ireland.  But  if  he  were  to  obtain  judg- 
ment for  merely  £50  in  a  Superior  Court 
in  Scotland,  that  judgment  would  be 
valid  in  England  and  Ireland.  Surely 
that  discrepancy  was  an  injustice  which 
ought  to  be  remedied.  If  the  fears  of 
^  the  right  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman, 
however,  were  at  all  well-grounded,  he 
(Mr.  Monk)  would  have  no  objection, 
after  the  second  reading,  to  introduce 
any  safeguards  that  might  be  deemed 
necessary. 

Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Main  Question  put,  and  oyrMd  to. 

Bill  read  a  second  time,  and  committed 
for  Friday, 

LAND    L\W    (IRELAND)    ACT     (1881) 

AMENDMENT  (No.  3)  BILL. 

(Jfr.  Findlater,   Mr.  Givan,  Mr,  P,  J.   Smyth, 

Mr.  Thomai  Dickson.) 

[bill  48.]   SBOoin)  bsadino. 
Order  for  Second  Beading  read. 

Mr.  FINDLATER,  in  moving  that 
the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second  time,  said, 
it  was  a  very  short  and  simple  Bill,  and 
its  object  was,  if  possible,  to  remove  the 
present  congestion  of  business  which  un- 
doubtedly existed  in  the  Land  Oourt 
by  enabling  fair  rents  to  be  settled  and 
ascertained  without  the  necessity  of  con- 
tinuing adverse  proceedings  between 
landlord  and  tenant.  He  thought 
everyone  would  admit  if  that  could 
be  done  in  a  simple  manner  it  would 
be  extremely  satisfactory  to  the  people 
of  Ireland,  and  he  thought  the  manner 
suggested  by  the  Bill  was  extremely 
simple  and  satisfactory.  It  appeared 
by  the  last  Eetum,  dated  the  24th  of 
February,  that  there  were  72,408  ap- 
plications to  the  Oourt  to  fix  fair  /rents, 
and  that  up  to  that  period  onli^  3,206 
cases  had  been  disposed  of,  f  exclu- 
sive of  2,180  cases  settled  by-  agree- 
ment.    At  the  rate  of  progresa  which 

'  was  now  going  on,  there  wias  not 
much  chance  for  a  considerable  slpace  of 

'  time  of  the  rest  of  the  cases  bemg  de- 
bided  ;  therefore  it  was  obvious  th  «tt  some 
facilitating  progress  was  requi^^fed,  and 
it  would  be  supplied  in  this  wJlfay.  The 
Bill  proposed  that  when  an  ^  jriginating 
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notioe  had  been  lodged*  iiutead  of  pro- 
oeeding  with  the  hearing  of  the  case  aa 
a  oontentions  matter  likdy  to  ezoite  bad 
fteling  between  landlord  and  tenant, 
the  (%>urt  ahooldy  proprio  mo^m,  send 
down  two  Talnen  to  Tflilae  the  property  | 
and  aaoertain  what  wonld  be  a  nir  rent; 
notioea  Bhoold  be  given  to  both  the  land- 
lord and  the  tenant  of  the  attendance  of 
the  Taluers,  and  also  of  the  amount  of 
Taloation  when  it  had  been  returned 
into  Oourt.  Then,  if  neither  party  ob- 
jeoted  within  one  month,  the  yalnere' 
award  should  be  aooepted  by  the  Oom- 
miBsionerB,  and  fixed  as  a  judicial  rent. 
That  would  be  equiralent  to  a  settle- 
ment out  of  Oourt,  without  the  necessity 
of  wDlJ  negotiations  between  the  parties. 
He  belieTed  this  method  would  be 
larffely  availed  of,  and  that  both  land- 
lords and  tenants  would  have  confidence 
in  it.  The  BiU  also  proposed  to  make 
the  Purchase  Glauses  of  the  Land  Act 
of  1881  more  operative  than  they  were 
at  present  by  removing  an  obstacle  in 
the  sale  of  an  estate  held  by  a  tenant 
for  life.  At  present  the  proceeds  must 
be  invested  in  Three  per  dent  Stock, 
which  reduced  the  amount  of  income. 
The  BUI  would  enable  a  valuation  to  be 
made  of  the  interest  of  the  tenant  for 
life,  and  then  the  tenant  for  life  should 
either  receive  the  amount,  or  it  might 
be  invested  in  Gt)vemment  or  India 
Stock,  or  in  Bank  of  Ireland  Stock, 
which  would  produce  a  larger  income. 
These  provisions  were  very  easily  under- 
stood, and  he  hoped  the  Bill  would  be 
assented  to  by  the  Government,  so  that 
it  might  be  read  a  second  time. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second 
time."— (Ifr.  FindlaUr.) 

Thb  ATTORNEY  GENERAL  fob 
IRELAND  (Mr.  W.  M.  Johnson)  said, 
as  it  would  be  impossible  for  the  Go- 
vernment to  accept  the  Bill,  it  would  be 
impossible  to  let  it  proceed  to  a  second 
reaoing.  The  object  of  the  Bill  appeared 
to  him  to  be  this — that  whereas  cases 
might  now  be  heard  judicially  in  one 
way,  or,  by  the  consent  of  the  parties, 
disposed  of  in  another  way  out  of  Oourt, 
the  hon.  Member  for  Monaghan  (Mr. 
Findlater)  proposed  to  establish  a  third 
method,  under  which  valuers  were  to  go 
down  and  make  a  report  which  would 
dispose  of  the  case.  It  appeared  to  him 
that  if  this  were  adopted,  all  agreements 
oat  id  Oourt  would  be  at  once  put  an 


end  to,  whilst  judicial  action  would  ba 
postponed,  and  an  unneoessary  step 
would  be  added  to  the  action  of  the 
Oourt  The  present  mode  of  settlement 
by  consent  was  rearj  simple,  and  con- 
sisted in  the  appointment  of  one  valuer 
by  the  landlora  and  another  by  the  ten- 
ant. He  would  call  attention  to  a  case 
that  occurred  the  other  day  of  a  large 
property  in  the  South  of  Oork,  in  which 
the  two  valuers  having  taken  three  days 
to  make  their  valuation,  the  whole  mat- 
ter as  between  landlord  and  tenant  was 
settled  in  three  hours,  except  with  regard 
to  10  tenantSf  who  were  remitted  to  aa 
umpire  appointed  by  the  valuers.  Itwaa 
unaesirable  to  discourage  that  prooeea 
of  settlement  by  a  new  one,  and  the 
object  was  to  keep  up  a  good  feeling 
as  far  as  possible.  Aa  to  uie  proposed 
dealinff  with  the  Purchase  Olausea,  it 
was  wnolly  insuflftcient ;  and  on  these 

Sounds  he  asked  tiiie  House  to  reject 
e  Bill.        

Mb.  PLUNKET  said,  he  would  not 
take  part  in.  the  controversy  between  the 
hon.  Member  for  Monaghan  (Mr.  Find- 
later)  and  the  Government  But  any 
arrangement  which  would  have  the  eflbot 
of  mitigating  the  delay  and  ezpenaes  of 
the  present  system  of  procedure  in  the 
Land  Oourt,  and  of  fsdhtating  the  opera- 
tion of  the  Purchase  Olauses  would  cer- 
tainly have  his  support.  Whatever  else 
might  be  said  for  or  against  the  working 
of  ^e  Act,  therecould  be  no  doubtthatthe 
expenses  it  entailed  were  out  of  all  pro- 
portion to  any  good  it  could  possibly  do. 
On  the  one  hand  the  tenants  were  in- 
volved in  a  very  considerable  expense, 
and  on  the  other  hand  the  landlords  were 
actuaUy  getting  their  backs  broken  by 
the  expense  of  litigating  these  questions 
in  the  Land  Oourt.  He  heard  from  land- 
lords every  day  who  said  that  almost  the 
worst  effect  of  the  Act  was  the  frightful 
cost  it  entailed.  As  to  the  working  of 
the  Purchase  Olauses  of  the  Land  Act, 
they  were  positively  paralyzed,  and  had 
no  effect  at  all.  It  was  quite  certain  that 
they  were,  so  far,  wholly  inoperative,  and 
yet  they  were  to  his  mind  the  most  im- 
portant by  far,  for  they  were  the  only 
part  of  the  Act  which  was  at  all  likely 
to  put  an  end  to  the  unfortunate  contro- 
versy between  landlord  and  tenant 
Therefore,  if  he  could  only  see  that  this 
Bill  would  facilitate  the  working  of  these 
clauses,  and  would  cut  down  the  ex- 
penses of  the  present  procedure,  he 
should  be  yexy  glad  to  support  it.  Ho^r* 
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ever,  after  the  answer  of  the  riffht  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman  the  Attorney 
General  for  Ireland,  it  seemed  almost 
useless  to  proceed  with  the  consideration 
of  the  measure.  He  would  impress  upon 
the  Government  the  necessity  of  putting 
an  end  to  the  consequences  which  in- 
directly followed  from  the  operation  of 
the  Land  Act,  in  putting  large  sums  of 
money  into  the  pockets  of  the  lawyers, 
accumulating  costs  against  both  land- 
lord and  tenant,  further  embittering  the 
relations  between  them,  and  making 
them  less  hopeful  than  ever  that  they 
would  ever  get  out  of  this  apparently 
endless  litigation. 

Major  O'BEIBNE  said,  he  could 
corroborate,  in  some  measure,  what  had 
fallen  from  the  right  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  the  Uni- 
versity of  Dublin  (Mr.  Plunket).  He 
(Major  O'Beime)  was  one  of  those  who 
voted  for  the  Land  Act ;  but  he  never 
would  have  done  so  if  he  had  thought  it 
would  be  worked  as  it  was  at  present.  In 
fact,  he  considered  the  manner  in  which 
the  Act  was  worked  was  simply  a  decep- 
tion and  a  fraud,  and  numerous  speeches 
of  the  Prime  Minister  could  be  quoted 
in  support  of  that  opinion.  No  one 
supposed  for  a  moment,  when  it  was 
passed,  that  the  enormous  expense  was 
to  be  thrown  upon  the  landlords  of 
valuing  their  own  property.  That  was 
an  expense  which  ought  to  be  borne  by 
the  Gt>vernment  itself,  and  in  that  way 
the  working  of  the  Land  Act  had  been 
most  unjust.  It  had  been  most  unjust 
to  the  tenants  also,  for  in  one  case  which 
had  been  quoted  by  the  hon.  Member 
for  Wexford  (Mr.  Healy)  in  the  papers 
that  morning  a  tenant,  in  order  to  get  a 
reduction  of  £4  in  his  rent,  had  to  pay 
£105  to  the  lawyers.  That  case  alone 
showed  the  utter  absurdity  of  the  Land 
Act  as  it  was  at  present.  He  would  be 
very  glad,  indeed,  to  give  his  support 
to  the  Bill  if  he  could  see  any  chance  of 
the  controversy  being  carried  on  to  that 
length. 

Mr.  J.  N.  RICHAKDSON  said,  that 
although  he  could  not  sympathize  with 
much  that  had  fallen  from  either  of  the 
last  two  speakers,  inasmuch  as  he  be- 
lieved the  Land  Act  contained  germs  of 
great  benefit  to  the  people  of  Ireland 
as  regarded  both  landlords  and  tenants, 
jet  he  was  quite  prepared  to  support 
the  measure  of  amendment  which  was 
now  before  the  House.  He  did  not 
know  if  hia  hon.  Friend  (Mr.  Findlater) 


intended  to  divide  the  House ;  but,  if  he 
did,  he  (Mr.  Richardson)  should  certainly 
follow  him  into  the  Lobby.  Not  that  he 
believed  exactly  that  the  means  which 
his  hon.  Friend  advocated  were  the  best 
for  facilitating  the  operation  of  the  Act ; 
but  he  wished  to  record  the  strong  feeling 
he  entertained  that  something  must  be 
done  beyond  what  was  being  done  to 
quicken  the  hearing  of  the  cases  before 
tne  Commission.  In  the  county  which  he 
had  the  honour  to  represent — Armagh — 
there  were  5,000  cases  awaiting  hearing, 
and  in  Tyrone  there  were  more  than 
that  number;  making  about  11,000  oases 
for  the  two  counties.  There  was  only 
one  Sub-Oommission  for  hearing  those 
cases,  and  when  they  were  to  be  heard 
Heaven  only  knew.  In  the  meantime, 
the  relations  between  landlord  and  ten- 
ant in  Ireland  were,  to  a  certain  extent, 
strained.  The  other  night  he  put  a 
Question  on  the  Paper,  asking  the  (Go- 
vernment if  any  increased  facilities 
would  be  given  for  hearing  the  number 
of  cases  which  clogged  the  Courts  in 
Armagh  and  Tyrone,  and  the  answer  he 
received  was  not  very  satisfactory. 

The  attorney  GENERAL  tor 
IRELAND  (Mr.  W.  M.  Johnson)  said, 
the  subject  of  expediting  the  hearing  of 
the  cases  was,  he  believed,  eng^aging  the 
attention  of  the  Land  Commission. 

Mr.  J.  N.  RICHARDSON,  resuming, 
said,  that  the  House  was  very  well  aware 
of  the  enormous  amount  of  business 
which  had  fallen  upon  the  Land  Com- 
mission, and  he  should  not  feel  it  right 
to  be  severely  critical  either  upon  those 
gentlemen  or  on  the  Government;  but 
he  did  impress  on  the  Gx)vernment, 
in  the  most  respectful  way,  the  feeling 
that  he  entertained,  and  which  was 
brought  before  him  every  day  in  letters 
from  his  constituents,  that  something 
must  be  done  to  reduce  the  block. 

Mr.  SYNAN  said,  it  appeared  to  him 
to  be  evident  that  this  Bill  was  only  an 
XJbter  bfidloon  sent  up  in  order  to  see 
whether  the  Government  would  accept 
any  amendment  of  the  Act  or  not.  [Mr, 
Findlater:  No,  it  is  not.]  Well,  the 
hon.  Member  who  had  just  sat  down 
(Mr.  Richardson)  said  that  if  his  hon. 
Friend  (Mr.  Findlater)  wished  to  go 
into  the  Lobby,  he  would  go  with  him ; 
but  he  (Mr.  Synan)  doubted  very  much 
whether  the  hon.  Member  for  Monaghan 
intended  to  go  into  the  Lobby  at  all. 
What  was  the  objection  of  the  right 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  the  Attor-^ 
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ney  General  for  Ireland  to  the  Bill? 
Only  that  it  would  interfere  with  the 
arrangements  between  landlord  and  ten- 
ant. How  would  it  interfere?  If  the 
landlord  and  tenant  voluntarily  arranged 
to  arbitrate,  their  arrangement  was  taken 
by  the  Court  as  final.  If  they  had  not 
90  arranged,  the  Court  was  simply  to 
adopt  a  cheap  mode  of  fixing  the  value 
of  the  farm  ;  and  then,  if  the  landlord 
or  tenant  did  not  object,  that  value 
would  be  made  a  rule  of  the  Court.  It 
would  be  a  part  of  the  judicial  proceed- 
ings of  the  Court ;  but  if  the  landlord 
or  tenant  did  object,  then  they  would  go 
into  the  Court  and  prove  their  objection. 
Surely  that  would  not  interfere  with  any 
voluntary  arrangement,  and  he  thought 
it  was  not  a  bad  method  of  dealing  with 
the  congestion  of  business.  What  he 
wanted  to  know  was  whether  the  Gk>- 
vemment  intended  to  keep  up  the  pre- 
sent congestion  in  the  Court  or  not? 
Did  they  mean  to  tell  the  House  that, 
whereas  the  Act  required  that  the  rents 
of  Ireland  should  be  re- valued  in  14 
years,  as  a  matter  of  fact,  it  could  not 
DO  done  in  30  years  ?  If  not,  they  must 
adopt  some  method  of  coping  with  it ; 
and  if  this  method  was  not  sufficient, 
let  them  point  out  one  which  would  be 
sufficient,  or  let  them  amend  the  pro- 
posal in  Committee.  He  thought  it  was 
much  better  to  have  two  valuers  than 
two  Sub-Commissioners,  who  simply 
made  a  flying  visit  to  the  farm,  and 
valued  it  as  they  would  a  cheese,  by 
simply  putting  a  stick  into  it,  and  then 
went  away  within  half-an-hour.  Surely 
it  was  much  better  to  have  competent 
valuers;  and  he  had  been  astonished 
the  first  moment  that  the  Act  came  into 
operation  to  find  that  the  farms  were 
not  being  valued  by  competent  valuers. 
Independent  valuers  were  much  better 
fitted  for  the  work  than  men  having 
judicial  authority,  who  were  exposed  to 
the  influence  either  of  the  Government 
or  of  the  landlords.  For  his  own  part, 
the  result  of  the  discussion  was  almost 
a  matter  of  indiflference,  for  if  a  division 
was  forced  upon  the  Ulster  Members 
after  the  opposition  of  the  Government, 
he  should  not  be  surprised  to  see  them 

g)   into   the  Lobby  against  their  own 
ill. 

Mk.  WILLIS  said,  that  as  an  English 
Member  he  cordially  supported  the  Bill, 
because  he  believed  it  would  not  only 
not  interfere  with,  but  would  aid,  the 


working  of  the  Land  Aot,  and  would 
diminish  litigation  and  its  cost.  He  was 
sorry  that  the  subject  was  discussed  with 
reference  to  the  manner  in  which  the 
Land  Act  was  passed,  and  that  the  epi- 
thets of  deception  and  fraud  were  used, 
because  there  was  no  foundation  for 
them,  for  it  was  not  supposed  at  the  time 
of  the  passing  of  that  measure  that  the 
cost  of  litigation  would  be  anything  like 
so  great  as  it  had  proved  to  be.  It 
appeared  to  him  that  two  valuers,  ap- 
pointed under  the  Land  Aot,  would 
enable  both  landlord  and  tenant  to 
abstain  from  the  employment  of  lawyers 
until  after  their  report  had  been  made, 
and  he  thought  those  valuers  should  be 
paid  by  the  country,  and  not  by  the 
suitors.  He  supported  this  measure 
because  he  believed  it  would  be  to  the 
interest  of  England  as  well  as  Ireland 
that  the  Land  Act  should  become  gene- 
rally operative,  and  he  should  be  s^lad 
now  to  support  any  measure  by  which 
the  value  of  the  farms  could  be 
determined  without  the  employment  of 
lawyers.  He  trusted  that  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Monaghan  (Mr.  Findlater)  would 
press  his  BiU  to  a  division.  If  so,  he 
(Mr.  Willis)  should  vote  with  him,  be- 
cause it  would  be  one  step  towards  re- 
lieving the  Courts  and  providing  a  cheap 
method  of  determining  fair  rents. 

Mr.  O'SHEA  said,  &e  working  of  the 
Act  so  far  had  been  a  great  disappoint- 
ment to  the  tenant  farmers  in  the  county 
Clare,  who  understood  that  official  valu- 
ers would  be  appointed.  He  had  spoken 
with  many  of  them,  and  they  objected  to 
a  partly  perambulating  tribunal,  some 
members  of  which  went  about  valu- 
ing land  on  their  own  account.  He 
thought  the  Commission  ought  to  sit 
permanently  in  the  towns,  and  take  the 
advice  of  qualified  professional  men  as  to 
the  value  of  the  property  with  which 
they  were  dealing.  The  appointment  of 
valuers  ought  to  be  for  a  certain  num- 
ber of  years,  because,  in  order  to  keep 
men  impartial,  they  must  have  a  consider- 
able tenure  of  their  places.  He  was 
extremely  sorry  to  find  that  the  Bill  was 
brought  in  more  as  a  matter  of  form 
than  with  the  view  of  passing  it. 

Mr.  findlater  :  That  is  not  my 
intention.  I  purpose  dividing  upon  the 
Bill. 

Mr.  O'SHEA  was  very  glad  to  hear 
that.  However,  it  would  be  very  advan- 
tageous to  know  whether  the  Govern* 
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ment  intended  to  bring  in  a  Bill  tliiB 
year  for  the  amendment  of  the  Act,  be- 
cause there  was  a  most  important  point 
upon  which  the  Act  ought  to  be  amended, 
and  that  was  with  regard  to  arrears. 
The  whole  advantage  of  the  Act  would 
be  lost  to  a  great  part  of  the  Irish 
tenants,  unless  the  Government  took 
clearly  into  view  the  fact  that  the  Arrears 
Clause  had  hitherto  been  of  no  use  what- 
ever. When  Parliament  passed  that 
clause,  it  was  distinctly  laid  down  that 
tenants  in  arrear  should  have  as  much 
right  as  any  others  to  consideration 
under  the  Bill.  That  principle  ought 
now  to  be  carried  out,  and  some  means 
ought  to  be  devised  which  would  give  an 
inducement  to  landlords  to  settle.  There 
was  no  doubt  some  temptation  must  be 
offered  if  they  were  to  have  any  finality 
in  this  Act  as  a  remedial  measure.  There 
was  another  point  to  which  he  wished  to 
call  the  attention  of  the  House — namely, 
that  the  provisions  for  making  loans  to 
tenants  were  greatly  hindered  by  the 
limitation  of  farms  to  £100  value.  There 
were  a  g^eat  number  of  improving, 
steady  tenants,  who  would  be  very  glad  to 
take  advantage  of  these  provisions,  but 
the  valuation  of  their  farms  was  not 
sufficient  to  make  them  eligible.  Only 
the  other  day  he  put  before  the  Trea- 
sury the  case  of  a  mem  who  had  more 
than  one  farm,  neither  of  which  was  in 
itself  sufficiently  large  to  entitle  him  to  a 
loan,  whereas,  put  together,  they  ex- 
ceeded the  valuation,  and  yet  he  was  re- 
fused a  loan.  Instead  of  laying  down  a 
hard-and-fast  rule,  shutting  out  thou- 
sands of  industrious  and  solvent  tenants 
by  reason  of  a  small  deficiency  in  the 
amount  of  their  rents,  all  cases  of  the  sort 
he  had  instanced  ought  to  be  considered 
on  their  merits,  not  only  carefully,  but 
rapidly,  because,  if  they  were  going  to 
have  the  advantages  which  they  were 
led  to  expect  from  the  Bill,  time  was 
an  essential  element.  Any  Bill  of  the 
kind  now  before  the  House,  which  went 
in  the  direction  of  amending  the  Act, 
as  experience  proved  it  ought  to  be 
amended,  was  worthy  of  support. 

Me.  W.  E.  FORSTER  said,  he  would 
not  follow  the  last  speaker  (Mr.  O'Shea) 
into  the  question  of  arrears  or  advances 
to  tenants,  because  they  were  outside 
the  scope  of  the  Bill.  With  regard  to 
the  actual  measure  before  the  House,  he 
understood hon.  Members  who  supported 
it  to  say  they  thought  it  very  desir- 
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able  to  remove  the  congestion  in  the 
Land  Court,  and  that  acny  change  which 
would  have  that  tendency  would  be  a 
decided  improvement.  He  did  not,  in 
fact  it  was  impossible  to,  deny  that 
there  was  a  very  large  number  of  cases 
before  the  Land  Courts,  and  that  no 
very  large  proportion  had  yet  been 
settled  ;  but  there  were  one  or  two  facts 
to  be  considered.  In  the  first  place,  the 
number  of  cases  which  had  been  dis- 
posed of  recently  had  been  greater  in 
proportion  than  it  was  before  ;  and, 
unless  his  information  misled  him,  the 
number  of  cases  settled  out  of  Court  was 
very  much  increasing.  He  did  not  think 
that,  at  the  present,  they  were  in  a  con- 
dition to  know  how  far  the  congestion  of 
business  would  continue,  or  to  what  ex- 
tent it  would  exist  in  two  or  three  months 
hence.  He  submitted  to  the  House, 
therefore,  that  it  would  be  a  serious 
matter  to  take  such  a  step  as  that  of  ac- 
cepting the  second  reading  of  the  Bill, 
which  would  induce  parties  interested  in 
Ireland  to  expect  a  change  in  the  pro- 
cedure which  was  very  carefully  sanc- 
tioned last  year,  and  they  ought  not  to 
take  any  such  step  unless  they  were 
quite  clear  that  the  change  would  be  for 
the  better.  The  question  of  valuers  was 
discussed  last  year,  and  the  House  came 
to  a  decision  against  appointing  valuers 
in  connection  with  every  Sub- Commis- 
sion. [Mr.  Synan  :  The  Court  has  power 
under  the  Act  to  appoint  valuers.]  His 
hon.  Friend  would  find,  if  he  referred  to 
the  Act,  that  it  was  a  question  whether 
the  Sub-Commissioners  or  valuers  were 
to  inspect  the  farms,  and  that  question 
had  been  decided  against  the  valuers. 
In  order  to  get  over  the  difficidty,  the 
hon.  and  learned  Member  for  Colchester 
(Mr.  Willis)  had  proposed  that  there 
should  be  two  valuers ;  out  if  the  method 
now  proposed  were  carried  out,  the 
number  would  be  more  likely  200.  [Mr. 
Wnjjs  :  I  mean  200,  if  they  are  neces- 
sary.] In  that  case,  if  the  Bill  were  to 
pass,  he  thought  he  should  have  to  ask 
for  the  assistance  of  his  hon.  and  learned 
Friend  to  help  the  Land  Commission  to 
find  valuers,  for  that  would  not  be  a  very 
easy  thing  to  do.  Bat  there  was  this 
great  doubt  about  the  proposal.  He 
was  by  no  means  clear  that  the  proposal 
would  not  be  simply  to  add  another 
stage  to  the  litigation  under  the  Act, 
and  that  would  make  things  not  better, 
but  worse,    If  the  House,  while  agree- 
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ing  ibat  {here  should  be  valners,  shoold 
abo  immre  the  acceptance  of  tilie  deci- 
sions of  the  valuersy  then  there  would  be 
no  great  ground  for  the  objection ;  but 
lie  mought  there  was  very  utile  ground 
for  belie?inff  that  the  decisions  of  the 
Taluers  would  be  accepted.  Again,  it 
was  not  at  all  dear  that  the  two  valuers 
would  agree  together,  and  their  dis- 
agreement woljd  necessitate  ttie  ap- 
pointment of  a  third  as  umpire.  Me 
did  not  deny  that  the  working  of  the  Act 
required  the  closest  attention  on  the  part 
of  the  Oovemment  and  of  Parliament ; 
but  he  did  not  think  they  were  in  a 
position  to  make  any  chajige.  If  the 
non.  Member  for  Monaffhan  (Mr.  Find- 
later)  pressed  his  Bill  l^at  day,  the  Gh>- 
Temment  would  certainly  be  obliged  to 
Tote  against  it,  because  the  reading  the 
Bill  a  second  time  would  be  to  excite  ex- 
pectations in  Ireland  of  a  change  which 
would  be  very  undesirable.  E^  would 
raggost  that  it  would  be  as  well  to  ad- 
journ the  debate ;  but,  in  saving  that,  he 
did  not  wish  to  create  any  false  impres- 
sion. He  did  not  say  that  two  or  mree 
montiis  hence  the  Gbvemment  would  ac- 
cept the  BiU.  What  he  meant  was  that 
if  the  congestion  in  the  Courts  increased, 
or  did  not  considerably  diminish,  un- 
doubtedly it  would  be  the  duty  of  the 
Government  to  look  about  for  a  proposal 
to  deal  with  the  difficulty ;  and,  without 
saying  they  would  accept  it,  he  would  be 
sorry  that  the  proposal  of  his  hon.  Friend 
should  be  shut  out. 

Mb.  J.  LOWTHER  said,  he  thought 
the  announcement  which  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Chief  Secretary  for  Ire- 
land (Mr.  W.  £.  Forster)  had  just  made 
had  taken  the  House  somewhat  by 
surprise.  The  right  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  the  Attorney  General  for 
Ireland  (Mr.  W.  M.  Johnson),  a  few 
moments  ago,  had  given  two,  and  to  his 
(Mr.  J.  Lowther's)  mind  very  convincing, 
reasons  why  the  House  should  not  con- 
sent to  the  second  reading  of  the  Bill,  and 
a  g^ood  deal  had  apparently  happened  in 
the  meantime.  The  hon.  Member  for 
Limerick  (Mr.  Synan)  threw  out  the  sug- 
gestion that  the  promoters  of  the  Bill  were 
not  in  earnest,  and  that  in  the  event  of  its 
not  receiving  the  support  of  the  Govern- 
ment it  would  not  be  persevered  with. 
It  appeared  that,  whether  or  not  the 
promoters  were  in  earnest.  Her  Majesty's 
Government  had  not  yet  made  up  their 
ininds.    The  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 

VOL.  0C5LXVn.    [third  skbibs.] 


Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland  had,  how- 
ever, made  one  very  considerable  advance 
since  the  discussion  £rom  which  he  was 
conspicuously  absent  the  other  day,  for 
he  said  the  working  of  the  Land  Act 
required,  in  his  opmion,  "the  closest 
attention  on  the  part  of  the  Govern- 
ment," and,  he  was  good  enough  to 
add,  ''of  Parliament;"  but  the  dose 
attention  of  Parliament  had  been  ex- 
pressly repudiated  by  Her  Majesb^s 
Government.  [Mr.  Gladstonb  ms- 
sented.1  The  Fnme  Minister  shook  his 
head ;  out  he  (Mr.  J.  Lowther)  would 
remind  the  House  that  this  discussion 
occupied  a  fortnight  of  the  attention  of 
Parhament,  and  much  time  was  engaged 
in  discussing  the  proposal  brought  for- 
ward by  the  right  non.  Gentleman,  upon 
the  expressly-stated  ground  that  any 
inquiry  at  the  hands  of  Parliament  was 
unnecessary  and  inexpedient.  He  (lb. 
J.  Lowther)  was  glad  to  find  that  the 
result  of  that  important  discussion  had 
not  been  without  effect  on  the  minds  ai 
Her  Minesty's  Government;  but  there 
were  other  lessons  which  the  House 
miffht  draw  fiN>m  the  discusrion  which 
had  taken  place  that  afternoon.  He 
was  sorry  the  Prime  Minister  was  not 
in  the  House  when  he  might  have  heard 
the  candid  opinion  expressed  as  to  the 
merits  of  this  great  so-called  "  remedial 
Act"  by  the  hon.  and  gallant  Member  for 
Leitrim  (Major  O'Beime).  The  views 
of  any  hon.  Member  sitting  in  that 
part  of  the  House,  or  the  views  of  any 
Irish  Member  who  acted  independently, 
would,  he  was  well  aware,  carry  no 
great  weight  with  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman ;  but  his  (Mr.  J.  Lowther's)  im- 
Sression  was  that  the  hon.  and  gallant 
[ember  for  Leitrim  was  classed  amongst 
those  who  were  the  habitual  Supporters 
of  Her  Majesty's  Government,  idid  what 
were  his  opinions  as  to  the  Act  of  Par- 
liament which  had  been  in  operation 
now  for  some  months,  and  from  the 
working  of  which  such  great  expecta- 
tions were  entertained  f  He  said,  first 
of  all,  that  the  Act  was  nassed  by  decep- 
tion and  fraud.  He  (Mr.  J.  liowther) 
would  venture  to  say  nothing  of  the 
sort,  for  if  he  did,  he  did  not  know 
but  that  some  right  hon.  Gentleman  on 
the  opposite  Bench  might  call  the 
Speakers  attention  to  the  matter,  and 
would  ask  whether  the  law  of  the  land 
ought  to  be  spoken  of  in  any  such 
terms,   or  whether  the  action   of   the 
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Government  and  their  motives  should 
be  thus  criticized  ?  The  hon.  and  gal- 
lant Gentleman  went  on  to  speak  of 
some  of  the  provisions  of  the  Act  as 
''  most  unjust ; "  and  that  was  a  remark 
which,  if  it  had  emanated  from  any  other 
part  of  the  House,  would  have  called 
forth  some  scathing  observations  from 
the  Ministerial  Bench.  Then  he  went  on 
to  speak  of  the  **  absurdity  of  the  Act." 
That  was  a  climax  which  would  have 
succeeded  in  arousing  the  Prime  Minister 
to  indignation.  He  (Mr.  J.  Lowther) 
did  not  make  himself  responsible  for 
the  endorsement  of  those  epithets ;  but, 
at  the  same  time,  he  was  not  pre- 
pared to  occupy  the  time  of  the  House 
by  refuting  them.  The  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  Mover  of  the  Bill  (Mr.  Find- 
later)  had  pointed  out  that  there  was 
a  complete  block  in  the  Land  Court, 
and  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland  himself  ad- 
mitted that  the  progress  of  business  in 
that  Court  was  not  eminently  satisfac- 
tory, and  said  that  close  attention  thereto 
on  the  part  of  Parliament  was  desirable. 
Now,  the  right  hon.  and  learned  At- 
torney General  for  Ireland,  in  the  rea- 
sons which  he  urged  against  the  Bill, 
omitted  to  mention  one  very  strong 
one — namely,  that  these  valuers  were 
to  be  appointed  by  the  Land  Com- 
mission ;  and  he  (Mr.  J.  Lowther)  em- 
phatically said  the  impartiality  of  that 
Land  Commission  had  not  been  clearly 
demonstrated.  The  Land  Commission 
was  a  tribunal  constituted  in  a  singu- 
larly one-sided  Party  manner;  and  he 
thought  it  did  not  commend  itself  to 
those  whose  interests  were  affected,  that 
the  two  valuators  to  decide  between  the 
contending  parties  should  not  be  nomi- 
nated one  by  each  of  the  contending  par- 
ties, as  was  the  case  elsewhere,  and  that 
they  should  appoint  an  umpire  to  decide 
between  them,  instead  of  the  indefen- 
sible plan  that  both  should  be  appointed 
by  a  tribunal  which  had  certainly  not 
proved  itself  to  be,  as  the  Prime  Minister 
would  say  in  relation  to  certain  other 
bodies,  '*  wholly  devoid  of  prejudice  or 
bias."  When  the  proposal  was  made 
that  a  fair  and  impartial  Parliamentary 
inquiry  shoiild  be  made  into  the  whole 
working  of  the  Land  Act,  they  were  told 
by  Her  Majesty's  Government  that  it  was 
inexpedient,  and  that  they  could  not  en- 
tertain it,  although,  as  he  mentioned  just 
now,  it  was  a  matter  of  satisfaction  that 
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the  education  of  the  Government  with 
regard  to  that  subject  was  proceeding  at 
a  vory  rapid  rate.  But  what  reason  had 
the  Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland  given 
for  throwing  over  his  Law  Officers  and 
adjourning  this  discussion  ?  He  asked 
that  the  House  should  adjourn  this  dis- 
cussion ;  but  what  reason  did  he  give  ? 
They  thought  that  something  might 
occur  in  the  meantime  which  would 
throw  light  upon  the  situation.  He 
(Mr.  J.  Lowther)  thought  the  Govern- 
ment were  bound  to  state  clearly  whe- 
ther, in  their  opinion,  any  amendment 
of  the  law  was  required.  If  an  amend- 
ment of  the  law  was  needed,  that  amend- 
ment should  be  introduced  by  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Government,  they  having  for- 
mally undertaken  to  deal  with  the  ques- 
tion of  the  Land  Laws  in  Ireland,  and 
they  should  not  delegate  to  a  private 
Member,  however  intimately  he  might 
be  connected  with  their  Party,  the  duty 
of  remed3ring  the  transparent  and  glaring 
defects  in  the  Act  which  should  be  under- 
taken by  themselves.  That  the  Act  had 
completely  collapsed,  and  that  the  pro- 
ceedings of  the  Land  Court  were  gene- 
rally repudiated,  not  merely  by  one  class 
of  tiie  Irish  people,  but  by  all  classes 
and  interests  in  the  community,  was  evi- 
denced by  these  discussions,  and  must,  he 
thought,  make  manifest  to  the  Govern- 
ment, as  many  Bepresentatives  of  eveiy 
political  Party  in  Ireland  had  pointed 
out,  that  there  were  very  serious  hin- 
drances and  evils  in  the  present  system. 
They  had  had  Bepresentatives  of  the 
landlords  denouncing  the  block  of  Busi- 
ness, and  in  many  cases  the  gross  in- 
justice of  the  tribunals  appointed  by  the 
Government.  Members  representing  the 
Irish  interests  below  the  Gangway  on 
this  side  of  the  House  had  not  been  at 
all  remiss  in  the  force  of  their  argument. 
They  had  pointed  out  the  defects  from 
their  point  of  view,  which,  of  course,  dif- 
fered wholly  from  his  (Mr.  J.  Lowther's.) 
[Mr.  Gladstone  made  an  observation 
which  was  inaudible.]  He  (Mr.  J.  Low- 
ther), unfortunately,  was  unable  to  catch 
the  remark  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman, 
which  he  concluded  must  have  been  to 
the  effect  that  a  general  consensus  of 
opinion  throughout  all  classes,  sections, 
and  interests  in  Ireland  had  distinctly 
pronounced  itself  against  the  measure 
of  last  year.  However,  the  House  was 
clearly  entitled  to  a  definite  expression 
of  the  opinions  of  Her  Majesty's  Go- 
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Tommeat,  as  to  wheilier  they  were  pr^ 
pared  eiflier  to  Bupport  or  oppose  the 
seoond  readme  of  the  BilL 

Mb.  MTTOHELL  HENBY,  in  rising 
to  more  the  adjournment  of  the  debate, 
said,  he  did  not  desire  to  force  the 
OoTemment  to  any  premature  decision 
upon  the  question  under  consideration, 
neither  would  he  enter  into  the  debatable 
matter  which  had  been  spoken  of  by 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  opposite  (Mr. 
J.  Lowther).  He  thought  that  circum- 
stances were  far  too  serious  for  them  to 
make  this  a  matter  of  Party  politics ; 
but  he  was  sure  they  could  only  regret 
from  what  they  heard  that  the  right 
hon.  Gtondeman  was  not  a  Member  of 
the  House  when  the  Land  Law  (Ireland) 
Bill  jiassed  into  the  Statute  Book,  as  he 
might  hare  contributed  his  yaluable  as- 
flistanoe  in  aid  of  that  operation.  There 
was  a  desire  to  settle  this  debatable 
auflstion  in  a  way  that  would  be  con- 
audTe  to  the  tranquillity  of  the  go- 
Twnment  of  the  country ;  and,  in  nis 
opinion,  it  would  be  a  very  serious 
matter  if  his  right  hon.  Friend  the  Ohief 
Secretary  for  Iraland  were  to  fall  behind 
the  real  meaning  of  the  words  that  fell 
from  him  just  now.  He  spoke  of  an 
improvement  taking  place  in  Ireland  in 
the  direction  of  the  working  of  the  Land 
Act  within  the  last  two  or  three  months, 
and  said  that  if  an  improvement  did  not 
take  place,  he  should  feel  it  his  duty  to 
consider  the  whole  position  of  affairs. 
Now,  he  (Mr.  Mitchell  Henry)  had  al- 
ways held  that  his  right  hon.  Friend  had 
been  a  g^eat  deal  too  sanguine  in  his 
views  about  Lish  affairs.  Lreland  was 
very  much  like  a  patient  whom  the  doctor 
assured  was  always  improving,  but  in  the 
end  the  patient  died  of  good  symptoms. 
That,  he  thought,  was  very  much  the  state 
of  Ireland  now.  He  had  rather  see  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  boldly  grapple  with 
the  situation  as  it  existed,  and  say  either 
he  believed  that  nothing  more  was  neces- 
sary, or  that  he  would  set  his  mind  to 
remedy  the  great  evils  that  existed.  No 
one  could  doubt  that  the  Act  was  not 
working  in  the  way  that  Ireland  ex- 
pected, that  the  Courts  were  blocked, 
and  nobody  could  hope  that  anything  in 
Uie  shape  of  a  real  clearance  of  that 
block  could  be  made  for  a  great  length 
of  time.  He  ventured  to  say  the  Bill 
before  them  was,  as  a  rule,  simply  revert- 
ing to  the  original  intention  of  Parlia- 
ment in  passing  the  Act  at  all.   The  right 


hon.  Gentleman,  in  his  opinion,  fell  iiLto 
one  tremendous  mistake  when  he  came 
to  carry  out  this  Act.  He  fell  into  that 
legal  abyss  which  existed  in  Dublin 
wUh  open  mouth  and  ravening  jaw 
ready  to  convert  everything  into  the 
benefit  of  the  Legal  Profession.  He 
(Mr.  Mitchell  Henry)  had  repeatedly 
pointed  out  during  the  passing  of  the  Act 
through  Parliament  that  the  endeavour 
should  be,  not  to  make  the  Bill  a  matter 
of  legal  administration,  but  rather  to 
make  the  Oourts  Courts  of  Conciliation ; 
and  over  and  over  again  he  urged  that, 
in  the  appointments,  persons  should  be 
chosen  who  would  go  about  in  different 
parts  of  the  country  to  different  estates 
with  noto-book  in  hand  and  without 
legal  records  or  paraphernalia  of  any 
kind,  and  endeavour  to  reconcile  tlie 
differences  between  landlordsand  tenants 
as  to  their  rents.  Instead  of  that,  what 
was  done  was  this  —  Lnmediately,  *a 
number  of  Courts,  with  barristers  and 
attorneys  at  the  head  of  them,  were 
constituted  and  sent  through  Ireland, 
every  one  of  them 

kk.  SPEAKEB:  I  have  to  pohit  out 
to  the  hon.  Member  that  the  question 
before  the  House  does  not  touch  the 
Land  Act  of  last  Session,  and  I  must  ask 
the  hon.  Member  to  keep  to  the  question 
before  the  House. 

Mb.  MITCHELL  HENRY  said,  the 
object  of  the  House  was  to  appoint 
arbitrators  to  stand  between  the  land- 
lords and  the  tenants,  and  he  was  en- 
deavouring to  show  that  the  Bill  was 
only  reverting  to  the  orig^al  intention 
of  the  Act.  In  the  most  ridiculous  re- 
ductions, say,  a  reduction  of  £2,  the  cost 
to  the  tenant  was  an  enormous  sum; 
and  that  arose  entirely  from  the  mode  in 
which  the  Act  was  carried  out.  It  was 
never  intended  that  Sub  -  Commissions 
should  be  appointed  of  three  persons  to 
go  round  the  country,  and  that  tnese  were 
to  sit  like  Judges  of  Assizes  to  determine 
trumpery  questions  as  to  the  value  of 
land.  The  only  persons  who  had  bene- 
fited by  the  Act  were  the  Legal  Profes- 
sion and  the  amateur  valuators.  Ireland 
was  inundated  with  amateur  valuators, 
who  went  about  the  country,  telling  the 
tenants  that  they  would  be  sure,  if  they 
would  only  allow  them  to  value  their 
lands,  to  get  a  reduction  of  their  rents. 
They  were  levying  upon  those  poor 
ignorant  creatures  a  fine  of  Itf.  in  the 
pound,  and  people  who  knew  nothing 
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whatever  about  land,  some  of  whom 
were  publicans,  and  others  broken-down 
persons  not  very  scrupulous  in  their 
ways,  were  extracting  from  the  people 
hundreds  and  hundreds  of  pounds.  If 
the  Government  were  to  appoint  reput- 
able men  as  valuers,  they  might  expect 
some  improvement  to  be  made.  His 
right  hon.  Friend  evidently  thought 
much  good  would  be  done  by  the  Act, 
and  he  (Mr.  Mitchell  Henry)  went  with 
him  some  way  in  that  direction ;  but  he 
believed  more  good  would  be  done  if 
hon.  Gentlemen  would  agree  to  take 
the  opinions  of  those  Irish  Members  who 
were  anxious  for  the  tranquillity  of  the 
country,  and  not  of  those  who  sup- 
posed the  only  wisdom  to  be  found 
was  amongst  the  permanent  officials  of 
the  Government,  wno  had  the  manage- 
ment of  the  country  from  first  to  last, 
and  who  had  advised  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  to  make  this  Act  a  matter  of 
legal  Courts  and  expensive  processes. 

Me.  W.  E.  F0E8TER  said,  it  was 
not  a  matter  in  which  there  was  any 
necessitv  for  consulting  them. 

Mr.  MITCHELL  HENRY  supposed, 
then,  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  ex- 
cogitated his  own  method  of  proce- 
dure and  consulted  nobody.  He  could 
not  for  the  life  of  him  see  how  this 
Act  would  work  at  all.  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  had  not  been  remark- 
able for  paying  any  attention  to  the 
wishes  of  those  who  were  anxious  for 
the  tranquillity  of  Ireland.  He  (Mr. 
Mitchell  Henry)  found  himself  in  the 
greatest  difficulty  in  making  any  sugges- 
tions. ["Oh,  oh!"]  He  knew  it  was 
very  disagreeable  to  hon.  Members  who 
thought  everything  the  Government  did 
was  right ;  but  the  question  was  of  the 
country  in  which  he  lived,  and  he  knew 
the  condition  in  which  it  was  now,  and 
what  it  was  likely  to  be.  Unless  some- 
thing was  done  immediately,  and  unless 
a  totally  dififerent  view  was  taken  of  the 
circumstances,  Ireland  would  get  from 
bad  to  worse.  He  therefore  took  this  op- 
portunity of  declaring  that  as  his  opinion 
— and  he  did  so  on  his  responsibility  as 
a  Member  of  Parliament,  quite  regard- 
less whether  that  opinion  was  agreeable 
or  disagreeable — because  he  believed  it 
to  be  true.  He  hoped,  therefore,  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  would  reconsider  mis 
Bill ;  and  he  believed,  even  now,  if  the 
Government  appointed  a  number  of 
really  well-disposed  men — men  of  ex- 
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perienoe— to  go  round  about  amongst 
the  tenants  as  arbitrators,  where  tenants 
were  willing  to  accept  their  services,  a 
great  impetus  might  be  given  to  tiie 
working  of  the  Land  Act.  But  as  long 
as  they  relied  upon  attorneys  and  barris- 
ters, on  pleading  and  expenses,  that 
could  not  be  expected.  He  had  just  re- 
ceived a  letter,  which  had  also  appeared 
in  the  papers,  in  which  he  was  informed 
that  nearly  £300  had  been  expended 
with  the  result  of  reducing  a  rental  by 
£3  or  £4.  He  could  hardly  stop  to 
speak  of  some  of  the  thing^s  that  had 
been  done  in  Connemara — how  many 
persons  had  gone  from  there,  and  how 
many  were  starving  on  the  hillsides  who 
had  been  ejected  from  their  homes,  and 
how  there  was  no  more  chance  of 
their  benefiting  by  the  Courts  than 
there  was  10  years  ago.  This  matter  of 
arbitration  was  urgent.  Then  the  evic- 
tions must  be  dealt  with ;  and,  thirdly, 
some  means  must  be  adopted  for  dis- 
posing of  the  question  of  arrears,  which 
the  tenants  could  not  pay,  and  which 
the  landlords  could  not  do  without. 
Unless  these  things  were  attended  to, 
the  troubles  of  Ireland  would  continue 
unabated,  and  undoubtedly  they  would 
get  no  benefit  whatever  from  the  work- 
ing of  the  Land  Act.  He  begged  to 
move  the  adjournment  of  the  debate. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"  That  the  Debate  be  now  adjourned.'' 
— {Mr.  Mitchell  Henry,) 

Mb.  macartney  asked,  whether 
it  was  originally  intended  that  the  Com- 
mission appointed  to  carry  out  the  Land 
Act  should  appoint  deputies  to  adminis- 
ter it  throughout  Ireland?  That  was 
one  of  the  things  he  had  strongly  objected 
to  in  the  first  instance,  and  yet  it  was 
now  proposed  that  these  deputies  should 
have  deputies,  who  should  do  the  work 
in  their  places.  It  was  quite  evident 
that  if  valuers  were  appointed  in  every 
county  in  Ireland  to  value  the  property, 
and  if  it  was  to  be  optional,  in  the  first 
place,  for  the  landlords  and  the  tenants 
to  adopt  their  valuations  as  a  basis  of 
agreement  for  15  years,  the  other  parties 
would  go  to  the  Land  Court  lor  the 
purpose  of  having  the  cases  decided,  and 
their  valuators  would  be  the  arbitrators 
of  the  land.  He  did  not  know  what 
would  be  the  effect  if  that  conclusion 
were  carried  out.  If  the  Government 
were  going  in  any  way  to  agree  to  have 
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laiid  valued  by  Government  officials,  in 
Heaven's  name  let  them  have  a  valua- 
tion over  15  years,  as  Ghiffith's  valuation 
wafi.  But  if  they  were  going  to  have  a 
helter-skelter  method  of  two  men  here 
and  there,  whether  those  men  had  any 
education  or  not,  they  would  have  the 
same  kind  of  criticism  as  they  had  now 
about  the  Sub-Commissioners,  asking 
who  they  were,  where  they  came  from, 
and  what  title  they  had  to  be  rulers  of 
the  destinies  of  the  Land  Question  in 
Ireland  ?  He  thought  that  after  the  Bill 
was  passed  so  short  a  time  ago  as  last 
year,  and  if  there  was  an  objection 
against  having  a  question  asked,  either 
by  that  House  or  by  the  House  of  Lords, 
as  to  the  working  of  the  Bill,  it  was 
really  a  little  too  soon  to  have  the  whole 
thing  upset  by  making  a  new  arrange- 
ment. 

Mk.  GLADSTONE :  Sir,  the  discus- 
sion appears  to  me  to  have  wandered 
from  that  which  is  before  us.  The 
question  before  the  House  appears  to 
me  to  be  one  confined  in  narrow  and 
reasonable  limits  by  the  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Mover  of  the  Bill  (Mr.  Findlater), 
and  by  the  general  sense  of  the  House. 
It  is  not  a  question  of  inquiring  into 
the  operations  of  the  Land  Act ;  it  is 
not  a  question  of  how  we  are  to  deal 
with  the  Law  of  Eviction  or  the  Law  of 
Arrears,  or  whether  we  are  to  attempt 
to  reform  the  processes  of  law  alto- 
gether, or  to  lay  down  a  legal  system  to 
increase  the  ease  and  facility  with 
which  voluntary  arrangements  may  be 
made.  These  are  all  very  large  ques- 
tions, but  they  are  not  the  questions 
before  the  House.  The  question  before 
the  House  is  whether  the  time  has  come 
when  it  is  necessary  to  attempt  to  intro- 
duce an  improvement  into  the  machinery, 
or  to  adopt  an  extension  of  the  machinery 
provided  to  give  effect  to  the  Land  Act, 
in  consequence  of  the  vast  mass  of  busi- 
ness which  has  arisen  for  the  Courts  to 
transact,  in  comparison  with  that  which 
they  have  transacted  ?  That  is  not,  I 
think,  an  unfair  statement  of  the  case. 
Of  course,  it  is  not  to  be  expected  that 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member 
for  North  Lincolnshire  (Mr.  J.  Low- 
ther),  who  has  come  back  fresh  after  a 
short  recess  of  liberty,  should  not  avail 
himself  of  his  opportunity  to  prosecute 
his  great  design  of  casting  opprobrium 
on  the  Land  Act,  especially  when  he 
had  such  a  godsend  presented  to  him  as 


that  of  a  speech  for  the  first  time  on 
this  side  of  the  House  indicating  an 
opinion  that  the  interests  of  landlords 
were  being  unjustly  dealt  with.  I  feel 
too  much  respect  for  the  right  hon  Gen- 
tleman to  expect  from  him  such  self- 
denial  as  that  he  should  forbear  making 
such  a  declaration  as  he  has.  The  right 
hon  Gentleman  again  avowed  his  hos- 
tility to  the  Land  Act,  and  avowed  that 
hon.  Gentlemen  below  the  Gangway  on 
that  side  of  the  House  were  likewise 
not  remiss  in  the  duty  of  discrediting 
and  endeavouring  to  destroy  it ;  but,  as 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  said,  they 
acted  from  a  different  point  of  view.  I 
made  an  observation  to  my  right  hon. 
Friend  (Mr.  Forster),  and  in  order  that 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman's  curiosity 
may  not  remain  unsatisfied,  I  will  now 
venture  to  say  what  that  observation 
was.  It  was  that  the  fact  of  a  great 
difference  in  point  of  view  between  hon. 
Gentlemen  who  sit  above  the  Gttngway 
and  hon.  Gentlemen  who  sit  below  the 
Gangway  did  not  appear  to  me  to  con- 
stitute any  great  obstacle  to  tolerably 
hearty  and  frequent  co-operation.  How- 
ever, the  right  hon.  Gentleman  made  a 
substantive  proposition  in  his  speech, 
with  which  I  agree.  He  stated  that  this 
is  a  matter  fbr  the  responsibility  of 
Government.  In  that  I  quite  agree, 
not  meaning  thereby  exclusively  the 
Executive  responsibility  of  the  Govern- 
ment, but  meaning  that  it  is  the  duty 
of  the  Government  to  provide,  as  they 
may  believe  to  be  best  with  the  powers 
at  their  command,  proper  machinery 
for  giving  effect  to  the  Act,  and  in  case 
the  powers  were  insufficient  it  is  their 
duty  to  come  to  Parliament  and  ask  for 
further  powers.  The  Motion  just  made 
by  my  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  Gal- 
way  (Mr.  Mitchell  Henry)  is  in  con- 
formity with  an  invitation,  if  not  a 
suggestion,  in  the  speech  of  my  right 
hon.  Friend  the  Chief  Secretary  for 
Ireland.  We  are  of  opinion  that  it 
would  be  highly  advantageous  not  to 

E renounce  an  opinion  which  would  per- 
aps  seem  to  have  the  effect  of  reject- 
ing a  Bill  of  this  kind,  and  to  pronounce 
on  the  15th  March  in  this  year  1882, 
that  it  is  quite  clear  that  the  machinery 
of  the  Act  will  require  no  legislative  ad- 
dition. We  do  not  wish  to  pronounce 
an  opinion  upon  that  at  this  date.  We 
would  much  rather  that  the  question 
stand  over.     We  fully  admit  that  it  l& 
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the    duty  of  the  Goyemment  to  pro- 
nounce a  responsible  judgment,  in  the 
first  instance,  upon  that  question  at  the 
proper  time ;  but  the  question  is,  What 
IS  the  proper  time  ?    There  will  also  be 
the  further  question,  What  is  the  pro- 
per addition  to  make  to  the  machinery, 
if  an  addition  should  be  made  ?    Now, 
with  regard  to  time,  the  House  will  not 
fail  to  observe  that  there  has  been,  al- 
though the  congestion  of  business  may 
still  be  said  to  continue,  yet  there  has 
been  a  very  considerable  acceleration  in 
the  practical  proceedings  of  the  Courts 
— that  the  Ketum  for  the  month  of 
February  is,  in  fact,  quite  a  different 
Betum    as  to  the  quantity  of  g^und 
covered  from  the  Eetums  that  had  pre- 
ceded it,  and  we  wish  to  see  yet  for  a 
certain    time    longer    what    the    real 
powers  of  the  Courts  are  before  con- 
sidering the  question  whether  any  new 
mode  of  action  should  be  provided  for 
the  machinery  in  order  to  cope  more 
effectually  wifli  the  great  duty  devolv- 
ing upon  them.      Therefore,  my  sug- 
gestion would  be  that  we  should  support 
the  Motion  of  my  hon.  Friend.  And  if  I 
am  asked  what  I  mean  by  this  adjourn- 
ment, and  if  the  Government  is  to  be 
the  Mover  of  the  Bill  after  an  adjourn- 
ment of,   say,  a  couple  of  months,  or 
whether    the    Government    will  leave 
the    Mover    of   the   Bill  to    take    his 
chance,    in  the    still    more    congested 
Business  of  this  House,  for  raising  the 
question? — my  answer  is,  I  do  not  mean, 
in  acceding  to  the  proposition  for  ad- 
journment, that  the  Gt)vemment  should 
take  up  the  Bill,  but  that  at  or  about 
that  time  it    would  be    our  duty    to 
give    a    statement    of    the    view    of 
the  course  it  were  best   to   take  with 
regard  to  this  machinery.     Criticisms 
have  been  made  as  if  the  Commissioners 
have  done  something  extraneous  from 
the  Act,  or  something  apart  from  the 
views  with  which  the  Act  was  passed  by 
Parliament.      It  has  been  suggested  by 
some  that  the  three  gentlemen  whose 
names  were  inserted  in  the  Act  ought 
to  have  conducted  personally  the  whole 
business  arisiDg  under  the  Act,  and  that 
there  has  been  some  virtual  contraven- 
tion of  the  intention  of  Parliament  in 
appointing  a  large  number  of  Sub-Com- 
missioners,  who  have    gone  over  the 
oountry  and  attended  to  me  cases  to  the 
beet  of  their  ability.     But,  on  the  one 
hand,  it  is  quite  dear  that  no  man  could 

Mr.  OhdiUne 


prophecy  at  the  time  when    the  Act 
passed  what  would  be  the  actual  and 
exact  amount  of  business    before  the 
Court,  and  it  is  equally  clear,  I  think, 
that  every  reasonable  man  must  have 
foreseen  that  at  least  it  might  happen 
that  a  large  amount  of  business  might 
come  before  the  Court ;  and  that,  if  so, 
it  was  quite  inevitable  that  a  very  large 
number  of  Sub-Commissioners  must  be 
appointed,  and  that  the  principal  Com- 
mission could  discharge  only  a  very  small 
proportion  of  that  business.    Therefore, 
I  must  hold  that  my  right  hon.  Friend 
the  Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland  and  the 
Lord  Lieutenant  have  simply  performed 
the  duty  which  it  was  obvious  for  them 
to  perform  in  the  appointment  of  these 
Sub-Commissioners,  and  that  they  have 
endeavoured  to  constitute  these  Courts 
in  the  very  way  Parliament  meant  them 
to  be  constituted.      That  is  to  say,  that 
whilst  they  should  be  in  substance  and 
in  operation  Courts  of  Justice,  acting 
solely  under  judicial  motives  and  con- 
siderations, whilst  we  clearly  approve  of 
the  intention  of  Parliament,  yet,  on  the 
other  hand,   they  should  have  among 
them  a  number  of  members  who  should 
be  competent  to  deal  practically  with 
agricultural  questions,  and  on  that  ac- 
count they  would   be  able  to  transact 
the  business  more  rapidly,  more  easily, 
more  cheaply,  and  more  effectually  than 
if  the  Court  had  been  composed  almost 
altogether  of  professional  persons.  That 
was  the  reason  why  Parliament  seemed 
so  little  disposed  to  g^ve  any  practical 
share  of  its  confidence  to  the  BiU  Courts 
of  Ireland ;  and  I  think  I  remember  ex- 
erting myself  considerably  to  be  able  to 
keep  for  the  Civil  Bill  Courts  as  an  alter- 
native the  place  which  they  now  have 
in  the  Act.   My  right  hon.  Friend,  then, 
in  asking  for  an  adjournment,  has  most 
justly  and  necessarily  reserved  the  free- 
dom of  judgment  of  the  Government ; 
while  Parliament,  of  course,  will  reserve 
its  own  freedom  with  respect  to  the 
nature  of  the  amendment  which  may 
have  or  may  not  have  to  be  made  in  the 
machinery  of  the  Act.     It  may  be  our 
duty  to  consider  in  the  interval,  if  the 
debate  be  adjourned,  whether  we  ought 
not  still  further  to  enlarge  the  machinery 
that  is  now  at  work  by  some  further  ap- 
pointments. With  respect  to  the  method 
suggested  by  my  hon.  Friend  the  Mover 
of  mis  Bill  to  appoint  valuators,  I  at 
once  recognize  the  perfect  uprightness, 
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in  the  Parliamentary  sense,  of  the  inten- 
tion of  my  hon.  Friend,  which  is  directed 
to  forwarding,  and  not  to  altering,  the 
Act;  but,  at  the  same  time,  the  hon. 
Oentleman  has  originated  a  yery  great 
difflonlty  in  the  method  of  proceeding 
fliat  is  suggested.    One  has  to  consider 
in  what  way  this  Bill,  if  it  were  carried, 
wonld  work ;  and  my  hon.  Friend  who 
has  just  sat  down  (Mr.  Macartney)  has 
pointed  to  considerations  in  that  direc- 
Qon  that  are,  in  my  opinion,  of  very 
great  weight.     The  question  at  once 
azisesy  Are  we  to  appoint  and  select  with 
great  care  a  very  limited  number  of 
Taluators,  upon  whose  authority  implicit 
rdianoe  oomd  be  placed,  and  if  we  select 
Uiat  necessarily  very  limited  number, 
how  are  we  to  suppose  that  some  of  them 
will  always  be  foxthcoming  in  every  suit 
to  oonduot  the  initiatory  process  ?    We 
nuiy  get  into  the  same  difficulty  with 
TBpm,  to  an  adequate  number  of  com- 
petent valuators  that  we  seem  now  to  be 
m  with  regard  to  the  number  of  Courts 
as  compared  with  the  work  they  have  to 
do.    And  there  is  another  consideration. 
Ton  must  observe  that  these  valuators, 
in  order  to  give  them  confidence,  would 
zequire  to  be  appointed  for  a  term  of 
years.      My  hon.   and  learned  Friend 
the  Member  for  Colchester  (Mr.  Willis) 
seemed  to  allude  to  the  appointment  of 
two  valuators,  and  it  was  suggested  that 
it  was  more  likely  to  be  200,  and  my 
hon.  and  learned  Friend  said  he  was 
quite  ready  for  200  valuators.     Well, 
before  a  Bill  of  this  kind  is  passed,  it 
would  be  well  to  understand  whether  we 
should  appoint  200  valuators  in  Ireland, 
and  each  of  them  for  a  term  of  years,  to 
obtain  and  to  give  confidence  to  the 
parties.     I  only  say  this  in  reserving  to 
ourselves  freedom,-  and  not  as  implying 
that  there  is  any  foregone  concluBion 
absolutely  adverse  to  the  ideas  which 
are  embodied  in  the    measure.      Our 
meaning  is  that,  recognizing  the  neces- 
sity of  considering  carefully  the  question 
whether  it  may  be  necessary  or  not — 
upon  that  I  do  not  at  all  give  an  opinion 
— to  have  any  extension  of  machinery 
under  the  Land  Act  during  the  present 
year,  that  at  any  rate  the  time  has  not 
yet  arrived,  and  therefore  we  hope  that 
the  House  will  be  disposed  to  accede  to 
the  Motion  which  has  been  made  to  ad- 
journ the  debate. 

Colonel  NOLAN,  in  supporting  the 
BiUi  said,  that  if  there  were  to  be  Land 


Courts  at  all,  they  ought  to  work  speedily ; 
and  the  question  concerning  the  valua- 
tors was,  whetiier  thqr  would  proceed 
at  a  quicker  rate  than  tiie  present  Courts? 
In  his  opinion  it  was  quite  likely.  As 
the  present  Court  was  composed  of  legal 
and  non-legal  members,  carrying  out 
the  judicial  work  with  the  work  of  valua- 
tion, the  one  had  to  wait  upon  the  otheri 
and  considerable  delays  were  inevitable. 
The  consequence  was  that  a  dead-look 
ensued,  for  the  legal  members  of  the 
Court  were  doing  nothing,  while  the 
others  were  going  round  and  valuing 
the  farms.  He  would  suggest  ttiat  the 
valuators  to  be  appointed  by  the  Bill 
should  value  whole  lots  of  land  together ; 
and  he  believed  if  that  were  carried  out, 
it  would  facilitate  the  valuation  of  lam 
districts,  and  the  result  of  that  would  be 
that  ten  times  the  number  of  oases  woi^d 
be  settled  out  of  Court.  It  would  supply 
the  defect  in  the  machinery  of  the  Land 
Act,  and  winnow  the  uncontested  from 
the  litigated  oases,  thus  expediting  the 
settlement  of  the  country  ana  doing  in- 
jury to  none  but  the  lawyers.  It  was 
penectly  impossible  that  Ireland  oould 
prosper  or  get  rich  in  the  present  condi- 
tion of  affairs,  and  he  earnestly  trusted 
some  remedy  would  be  speedily  effected. 
Mb.  MULHOLLAND  said,  he  could 
not  quite  understand  from  the  Prime 
Minister's  speech  the  exact  object  he 
had  in  view  in  adjourning  the  debate ; 
because,  if  the  Government  after  a  time 
decided  to  bring  forward  a  measure  for 
further  improving  the  machinery  of  the 
Land  Act,  he  (Mr.  Mulholland)  did  not 
see  why  they  could  not  do  it  equally 
well  if  they  gave  a  direct  negative  to  the 
Motion  now  before  the  House.  He  need 
hardly  say  that  he  was  in  favour  of  such 
a  change  of  procedure  as  would  have  the 
effect  of  diminishing  the  excessive  costs 
to  which  the  landlords  and  tenants  were 
being  put  in  the  Land  Courts,  and  also 
putting  an  end  to  the  present  suspense 
and  anxiety ;  but  in  the  present  Bill  it 
was  impossible  to  find  any  solution  of 
these  matters.  In  regard  to  valuation, 
he  thought  that  if  the  present  Parlia- 
ment was  to  fall  back  upon  the  principle 
of  valuation  suggested,  it  would  be  more 
mischievous  than  beneficial.  If  there 
was  to  be  anything  in  the  shape  of 
valuation  in  Ireland,  it  was  needless  to 
say  that  the  grearest  care  should  be 
taken  that  the  valuation  should  be  a 
just  and  impartial  valuation  maie  b^ 
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professional  men  without  bias,  wlio 
would  have  laws  laid  down  for  these 
valuations.  It  was  said  by  the  Prime 
Minister  when  the  Land  Bill  was  passing 
through  the  House  that  the  Sub-Com- 
missioners should  not  be  mere  valuators  ; 
but  he  (Mr.  Mulholland)  now  asked  them 
what  it  was  they  really  were  ?  It  had 
been  confessed  by  the  Commissioners 
themselves  that  the  evidence  which  came 
before  them  was  not  very  valuable,  and 
that  many  of  the  valuations  made  were 
mere  opinions.  He  saw  where  a  Sub- 
Commissioner  the  other  day  said  the 
evidence  of  the  tenant  was  ridiculous, 
and  another  Sub-Commissioner  said  he 
attached  no  importance  to  the  evidence 
of  paid  valuators.  That  was  clearly  not 
the  intention  of  the  Act ;  and  he  asked  if 
it  was  too  late  to  fall  back  on  such  a 
system  of  valuation  as  would  be  both 
willed  and  consistent?  The  landlord 
could  get  no  evidence  except  that  of  paid 
valuators,  so  that  if  the  evidence  of  the 
landlord  and  tenant  were  disregarded 
they  could  only  fall  back  upon  their  own 
valuation.  He  had  foreseen  from  the 
first  that  the  Sub- Commissioners  under 
the  Land  Act  would  be  simply  valuers, 
but  the  suggestion  was  always  repudi- 
ated. With  respect  to  the  Bill  before 
the  House,  he  quite  agreed  that  the  final 
settlement  of  the  disturbing  element  in 
the  air  of  Ireland  was  more  to  be  looked 
for  in  the  satisfactory  working  of  the 
Bright  Clauses  than  any  other ;  but 
as  yet  they  had  been  quite  imperative. 
He  trusted,  however,  that  as  they  had 
been  particularly  alluded  to  in  the  de- 
bate, they  would  receive  the  considera- 
tion of  the  Prime  Minister.  He  was 
glad  to  hear  there  was  a  prospect  of  that 

Eart  of  the  Act  being  revised  ;  but  pro- 
ably  the  Government  were  awaiting 
the  result  of  the  inquiry  in  "  another 
place." 

Mb.  T.  a.  DICKSON  said,  he  thought 
it  was  a  matter  beyond  dispute  that 
something  must  be  done  in  regard  to  the 
administration  of  the  Land  Act,  and  the 
Prime  Minister,  if  he  understood  him 
rightly,  promised  him  that  something 
should  be  done  when  the  proper  time 
arrived.  Taking  into  consideration  the 
administration  of  the  Act  in  a  few  coun- 
ties in  Ulster,  he  thought  the  proper 
time  had  arrived  when  something  should 
be  done  to  facilitate  the  working  of  the 
Act,  or  else  it  would  be,  and  would  re- 
main in  many  counties,  a  dead  letter. 

Mr.  IlulAolland 


In  one  small  district  in  Ireland — that 
where  he  resided — there  were  1,500  cases 
entered  for  the  fixing  of  fair  rents. 
These  cases  were  entered  in  November 
last,  and  up  to  the  present  only  23  of 
them  had  been  decided.  The  Commis- 
sion had  only  sat  once  in  the  district  to 
which  he  referred.  In  the  counties  of 
Tyrone  and  Armagh,  with  which  he  was 
intimately  acquainted,  there  had  been 
10,000  cases  entered,  and  only  a  few 
hundreds  had  yet  been  decided.  No 
matter  how  speedily  the  Commissioners 
did  their  wo»[,  fresh  cases  would  take 
the  place  of  those  settled  out  of  Court ; 
and,  at  the  present  rate  of  progress,  it 
would  take  seven  years  for  the  present 
staff  sitting  in  Tyrone  and  Armagh  to 
get  over  the  cases  already  enter^  for 
hearing.  He  estimated  that  during  that 
time  about  10,000  or  11,000  more  cases 
would  be  entered  for  hearing,  so  that  the 
Commissioners  would  always  be  about 
that  number  of  cases  in  arrears.  Under 
the  present  system  of  working,  the  bene- 
fits of  the  Land  Act  could  not  be  ex- 
tended for  six  or  seven  years  to  tenants 
in  whose  interest  the  measure  had  been 
passed.  They  were  all  anxious  for  the 
restoration  of  peace  and  settlement  in 
that  country ;  but  that  was  utterly  im- 
possible so  long  as  the  benefits  of  the 
Land  Act  were  withheld  from  the  people. 
He  advocated  the  amalgamation  of  the 
valuators  and  the  Sub-Commissioners, 
in  order  that  the  tenants  might  have  the 
advantage  of  trained  and  skilled  wit- 
nesses to  give  evidence  to  the  Court. 
The  Oovemment  might,  perhaps,  suc- 
ceed in  adjourning  the  question  now,  on 
the  ground  that  it  would  interfere  with 
the  working  of  the  Land  Act ;  but  they 
would  yet  have  the  difficulty,  and  he 
would  suggest  that  they  should,  by 
taking  counsel  with  the  Land  Commis- 
sion, see  in  what  way  the  working  of  the 
Land  Act  could  be  facilitated  and  the 
benefits  of  the  Act  conferred  upon  the 
people  within  a  reasonable  time. 

Mb.  BIGGAE  said,  he  very  much 
concurred  with  the  observations  of  the 
hon.  Member  for  Galway  (Mr.  Mitchell 
Henry).  He  thought  the  hon.  Member 
who  brought  forward  the  Bill  (Mr.  Find- 
later)  would  have  acted  better  if  he  had 
brought  forward  a  Bill  which  would 
amend  the  Land  Act  in  other  particulars 
as  well  as  in  those  special  parts  to  which 
reference  was  made.  He  (Mr.  Biggar) 
held  that  the  Bill  before  them  woiud  be 
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of  no  particular  value,  and  that  it  would 
not  meet  the  requirements  of  the  case  as 
regarded  the  fixing  of  a  fair  rent.  The 
four  hon.  Gentlemen  whose  names  were 
on  the  back  of  the  Bill  were  sterling 
Supporters  of  the  Ooyernment,  and,  by 
becoming  parties  to  the  Bill,  they  ad- 
mitted that  the  Land  Act,  at  any  rate 
with  regard  to  the  fixing  of  a  fair  rent, 
had  hopelessly  broken  down.  p'No, 
no !  "1  So  far  as  he  could  see,  it  was 
something  like  treason  to  the  Govern- 
ment  to  find  any  fault  whatever  with  the 
Act  of  last  Session.  [Mr.  T.  A.  Dick- 
son :  I  never  said  so.l  He  did  not  mean 
to  say  that  the  hon.  Member  said  so ;  but 
that  was  the  contention  of  the  Liberal 
caucuses  of  England  and  of  the  sup- 
porters of  the  Government  in  different 
parts  of  L:eland.  The  cases  before  the 
Court  represented  only  one-eighth  part 
of  the  number  of  tenancies  in  Lreland, 
and  at  the  present  rate,  according  to  the 
calculation  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
Tyrone,  it  would  take  48  years  for  all 
the  holdings  in  Ireland  to  get  a  judicial 
rent  fixed.  If  that  was  not  a  very  con- 
siderable amount  of  failure  he  was  very 
much  mistaken.  The  only  advantage  he 
saw  from  the  present  discussion  was  the 
intimation  by  both  right  hon.  Gentie- 
men — the  Prime  Minister  and  the  Chief 
Secretary  for  Ireland — that  it  was  pos- 
sible that  at  no  distant  date — in  fact, 
within  a  couple  of  months — the  Govern- 
ment would  review  the  state  of  affairs 
with  regard  to  the  Land  Act  of  last 
Session.  He  thought  that  was  a  very 
valuable  concession.  With  regard  to  the 
present  Bill  before  the  House,  he  did 
not  think  it  was  of  much  value,  except 
as  an  expression  of  opinion  of  the  failure 
of  the  Bill  of  last  year.  He  did  not 
think  there  would  be  any  practical  ad- 
vantage derived  from  it,  because  the 
valuators  would  be  gentlemen  of  less 
social  standing  than  the  Sub-Commis- 
sioners, and  their  decisions  would  have 
even  less  value  than  the  decisions  of  the 
Sub-Commissioners.  Their  appointment 
would  be  only  loss  of  time.  With  re- 
gard to  the  Purchase  Clauses  of  this  Bill, 
he  did  not  think  that  they  would  have 
any  appreciable  advantage  with  regard 
to  the  matter  to  which  they  referred. 
The  purchase  system  was  the  only  one 
that  could  settie  the  Land  Question.  A 
deal  more  of  reform  was  necessary  than 
that  proposed  in  the  Bill  now  before  the 
House,  which  would  have  no  appreciable 


effect  upon  that  part  of  the  Act  of  last 
Session.  He  thought  that,  but  for  the 
expression  of  opinion  it  contained,  the 
provisions  of  the  present  Bill  did  not 
meet  the  case.  A!b  the  Bill  was  before 
them  on  the  second  reading,  he  would 
vote  for  it,  because,  although  he  did  not 
think  it  would  do  any  good,  it  would, 
were  he  not  to  do  so,  be  proclaimed  on 
every  Whig  platform  that  himself  and 
other  Irish  Members  sitting  on  his  side 
of  the  House  did  not  want  any  reform, 
but  wanted  to  keep  up  the  agitation,  and 
would  oppose  everything  except  what 
was  proposed  by  themselves.  He  did 
not  believe  it  would  do  the  smallest 
amount  of  good ;  but  he  would  vote  in 
the  way  he  had  said  for  the  purpose  of 
saving  himself  the  trouble  of  defending 
his  own  personal  conduct  hereafter. 

Mb.  LEWIS  said,  he  had  no  doubt 
that  this  was  only  the  commencement  of 
a  long  series  of  discussions  that  they 
would  have  on  the  subject.  AU  he  had 
to  say  was,  that  all  the  remedies  he  had 
heard  suggested  from  the  other  side  of 
the  House  with  reference  to  the  strength- 
ening of  the  Sub-Commissioners  seemed 
to  him  to  be  entirely  beside  the  mark. 
The  real  question  of  increasing  the 
number  of  Conmiissioners  he  thought 
should  be  with  reference  to  the  full 
Court  of  the  Commission.  It  was  all 
very  well  to  send  12  or  20  Sub-Commis- 
sioners all  over  Ireland  in  the  first  in- 
stance ;  but  the  real  business,  after 
all,  in  the  shape  of  final  and  conclu- 
sive re-hearings,  was  before  the  full 
Court  in  DubUn.  He  wanted  to  know 
whether  the  suggestions  he  had  heard 
with  reference  to  the  appointment  of 
additional  Sub-Commissioners  were  not 
really  playing  with  the  difB.culty  ?  The 
real  point  was  the  strengthening  of 
the  Commission  trying  the  cases  finally. 
There  could  be  no  advantage  in  in- 
creasing the  number  of  Sub-Commis- 
sioners, if  that  only  tended  to  block  up 
the  Court  of  Appeal.  He  had  expressed 
the  opinion  on  a  former  occasion,  and  it 
had  been  found,  according  to  their  ex- 
perience, that  the  disposal  of  500  or 
600  cases  by  the  full  Commission  in  the 
course  of  the  year  would  be  about  as 
great  a  rate  of  progress  as  they  could 
expect.  He  wanted  to  know  what  pos- 
sibility there  was  of  the  Chief  Commis- 
sioners disposing  of  the  number  of  cases 
which  were  certain  to  arise  upon  the 
books  of  the  Land  Commission?    He 
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agreed  with  the  hon.  Member  for  Tyrone 
(Mr.  T.  A.  Dickson),  when  he  stated 
that  in  his  district  it  would  take  seven 
years  for  the  Sub-Oommissioners  to  dis- 
pose of  the  cases,  and  he  ventured  to 
say  that  the  full  Court  would  not  get 
through  these  cases  for  1 4  years.  They 
should  remember  that  all  the  small 
streams  of  the  Commission  flowed  into 
the  main  channel  of  the  full  Court.  The 
discussion  to-day  was  only  the  be- 
ginning of  a  number  of  similar  dis- 
cussions. ["  Oh,  oh  !  "]  He  was  per- 
fectly certain  that  such  discussions  would 
be  endless.     They  must  necessarily  pro- 

fress  from  day  to  day,  because  the  Act 
ad  been  taken  up  and  worked  from  the 
wrong  end ;  and  that  was  why  they 
found  the  country  in  the  dilemma  in 
which  it  now  stood.  As  he  had  said 
over  and  over  again,  he  believed  every 
one  of  these  so-called  remedies  was 
of  very  little  value,  because  the  only 
way  to  settle  the  matter  was  by  turn- 
ing the  occupier  into  the  owner  by 
parchment.  Any  other  way  of  attempt- 
ing to  solve  the  question  would  be  only 
roUing  stones  up  a  hill  to  have  them  roll 
down  again — only  a  change  of  place. 
The  only  chance  of  a  permanent  settle- 
ment of  the  Irish  Question  would  be  to 
give  the  go-by  to  the  clauses  that  were 
obnoxious  to  the  landlords  and  the 
tenants  of  Ireland,  and  to  take  up  and 
endeavour  to  work  to  their  best  ad- 
vantage, with  the  greatest  and  most  im- 
partial assistance  that  the  Government 
oould  by  any  possibility  devise,  those 
clauses  which  were  found  to  work  well. 
Mb.  GEAY  said,  he  thought  that  if 
the  Bill  was  passed  it  might  do  some 
good  ;  but  the  really  important  point  in 
the  discussion  was,  that  the  Government 
had  at  last  come  to  realize,  by  the  men- 
tion of  some  legislation,  the  fact  that  the 
present  machinery  of  the  Land  Act  was 
not  working.  Once  the  Government  re- 
coflpiized  that,  they  would  see  that  the 
principle  of  the  Act  was  deficient.  He 
(Mr.  Gray)  desired  to  see  the  Act  work  ; 
but  it  was  evident  to  everyone  that  it 
was  not  working,  and  something  better 
than  the  clauses  in  the  Bill  would  be 
necessary  to  make  it  work.  lu  fact,  if 
the  Act  were  not  entirely  re-modelled,  it 
would  be  useless  to  expect  any  good 
from  it.  The  hon<  Member  in  charge 
of  this  BUI  (Mr.  Findlater)  had  made  a 
proposal  to  meet  the  difficidty,  and  it  was 
a  very  sweeping  one.    His  (l£r.  Gray's) 
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suggestion,  however,  would  be  simply 
to  fix  a  Governmental  valuation,  which 
should  be  payable  pending  the  fixing  of 
the  judicial  rent,  and  if  the  judicial  rent, 
when  fixed,  was  different,  let  the  diffe- 
rence be  paid.  That  would  settle  the 
whole  question  at  once.  The  Prime 
Minister,  in  a  remarkable  speech  made 
some  time  ago,  stated  that  there  were 
only  two  living  powers  in  Ireland — the 
Land  League  and  the  Land  Act.  He 
(Mr.  Gray)  would  read  a  letter  to  show 
him  how  one  of  these  powers — the  Land 
Act — was  working,  and  in  order  to  show 
the  House  that  until  something  was 
done  to  facilitate  the  progress  of  business 
the  Act  could  not  work.  He  would  read 
a  portion  of  the  letter.  It  was  from 
Kildare,  and  dated  the  1 3th  instant,  and 
was  from  a  reverend  gentleman,  who  at 
one  time  was  a  very  warm  admirer  of 
the  Prime  Minister.  There  were  50 
cases  listed  for  hearing  at  Athy,  and  the 
Sub- Commissioners  just  heard  five  of  the 
cases,  and  then  adjourned  sine  die.  A 
parishioner  of  the  reverend  gentleman's, 
Mr.  Edward  Lee,  had  entered  the  Land 
Court,  on  his  advice,  to  have  his  rent 
fixed.  He  had  his  solicitor  in  attendance 
on  Monday,  Tuesday,  and  Wednesday, 
and  he  had  his  barrister,  Mr.  Adams, 
and  his  valuator  also  in  attendance ;  and 
on  Wednesday  at  luncheon- time,  the 
Sub-Commissioners  adjourned  the  Court 
sine  die,  leaving  him  to  continue  paying 
his  rack  rent,  and  to  pay  the  £20  costs 
he  had  been  put  to.  There  were  44  poor 
tenants  loft  in  precisely  the  same  posi- 
tion. The  proceedings  of  this  CJourt 
were  a  complete  farce,  lawyers  raising 
poiuts  of  law,  and  Mr.  Homney  receiving 
them,  and  the  Court  being  unable  to  de- 
cide anything.  The  tenants  and  those 
who  represented  them  were  indignant 
at  the  farce  enacted,  and  at  one  time 
there  was  a  proposition  to  retire  from 
the  Court  in  a  body  and  not  attempt  to 
seek  redress  through  that  channel.  [Mr. 
Gladstone  :  Who  is  the  letter  from  ?J 
It  was  from  the  Hev.  James  Cavanagh, 
palish  priest  of  Kildare,  who  was  well 
known  to  the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  who 
had  met  him.  He  was  at  one  time  Pre- 
sident of  Carlton  College,  and  was  at 
present  parish  priest  of  Kildare.  [Mr. 
Gladstone  intimated  that  he  knew 
the  reverend  gentleman.]  The  matter 
should  be  dealt  with  in  a  sweepine  man- 
ner, as  it  would  be  utterly  hopeless  to 
meet  it  otherwise. 
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Mb.  HESALY  saidi  he  thought  it  was 
sfanuige  to  find  on  the  back  oi  the  BiU 
ihe  names  of  four  of  the  staunoheet 
Snpporten  of  the  Government.  He  was 
eqnally  sniprised  to  find  the  name  ol  a 
Grenileman  who  had  stated  "that  the 
Land  Aot  of  1881  was  a  final  settlement 
of  the  qnestion." 

Mb.  T.  a.  DIOESON,  interposing, 
said,  he  wished  to  oorreot  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber, who  had  seyeral  times  made  tiiat 
statement.  What  he  (Mr.  Diokson)  had 
reallT  said  in  his  election  address  was 
that  ne  thought  the  Land  Aot  was  the 
first  instalment  of  justice. 

Mb.  HEALY  said,  the  next  time  he 
made  the  statement,  which  he  hoped 
soon  to  do,  he  would  show  chapter  and 
Tsrae  fi>r  it  from  the  letter  written  by 
die  hon.  Gentleman  to  his  constituents 
on  the  occasion  of  his  election.  Accord- 
ing to  the  BiU  the  Land  Oommiesion 
should  hare  the  appointment  of  the 
Talnators,  and  they  would  ap^int  men 
like  John  E.  Barrett.  What  possible 
adyanta^  would  it  be  to  the  tenants  to 
have  their  lands  valued  for  them  by  gen- 
tlemen appointed  by  the  Land  Oonmiis- 
sion  ?  Ete  agreed  with  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Oarlow  (Mr.  Ghray)  as  to  the 
injustice  consequent  upon  the  present 
working  of  the  Act,  which  this  Bill 
would  not  mitigate  in  the  slightest  de- 
gree. At  the  same  time,  as  a  protest 
against  the  existing  measure,  he  would 
not  be  prepared  to  vote  against  the  Bill. 
He  should  say  that  the  entire  way  in 
which  matters  were  working  in  Lreland 
went  to  prove  the  great  wisdom  shown 
by  his  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  the 
City  of  Cork  (Mr.  Pamell)  in  the  action 
he  took  in  connection  with  the  Lrish 
Land  Question.  He  considered  it  most 
fortunate  in  regard  to  this  matter  that 
he  was  arrested  by  the  Government,  for 

if   he   had    not  [Mr.   Wakton: 

Question !]  It  was  the  question.  If  his 
hon.  Friend  (Mr.  Pamell)  had,  if  he 
might  so  term  it,  been  let  loose,  and  the 
Act  had  then  become  discredited,  it 
would  have  been  said  that  he  had  dis- 
credited it,  and  the  Party  who  worked 
with  him.  If  the  hon.  Member  had  not 
been  muzzled,  and  locked  up  in  gaol, 
and  confined  with  his  staunchest  sup- 
porters    ICnet    of    "Oh!"     and 

"  Question  i"V 

Mb.  SPEAKEB:  I  must  call  upon 
the  hon.  Member  to  speak  to  the  Bill 
belbre  the  House. 


Mb.  HEALY  explained  that  he  was 
onlv  pointing. out  the  defects  of  the  Act 
of  tast  year,  which  wereproposed  to  be 
remedied  by  this  BiU.  I^emporary  mea- 
sures of  this  kind  were  altogether  in- 
adequate. The  newsj^pers  whiohhad 
been  engaged  in  pointmg  out  the  defects 
of  the  Act  had  oeen  suppressed,  and 
there  was  no  adequate  expression  from 
Ireland  as  to  what  the  tmI  defects  of 
the  Land  Aot  were.  The  gentlemen 
who  would  have  pomted  out  these  de- 
fects had  been  muzzled.  In  oonsequenoe 
of  that  state  of  things  hon.  Gtontiemen 
brought  in  Bills  such  as  the  present, 
thinkmff  that  thev  would  remedy  the 
case  before  there  had  been  any  expres- 
sion of  opinion  from  Lreland  as  to  the 
working  of  the  Land  Act.  He  did  not 
think  the  present  Bill  would  be  of  the 
smallest  servioe,  or  mend  matters  in  the 
least  degree,  and  upon  that  ground  he 
was  not  altoffother  sorry  that  the  Qo- 
vemment  had  taken  the  step  of  pro- 
posing its  postponement.  That  was 
perfectly  in  aooordance  with  their  policy 
m  Ireland,  which  was  to  let  matters 
drift.  The  right  hon.  Ctontleman  the 
Ohief  Secretary  for  Ireland  argued  for 
the  postponement  of  the  Bill  for  two 
montns.  In  two  months'  time,  he  (Mr. 
Healy)  might  tell  them,  the  situation 
in  Ireland  would  be  precisely  what  it 
was  to-day. 

Mb.  SEXTON  said,  he  could  not  help 
feeline  that  the  Land  Act  was  a  mass  of 
impeiiections.  That  was  disclosed  every 
day  by  its  inability  to  cope  with  the 
situation.  The  effect  of  the  passing  of 
the  Bill  would  be  to  create  a  misleading 
impression  in  the  minds  of  the  Irish 
people  that  the  Land  Act  did  not  re- 
quire immediate  amendment  on  very 
important  points,  and  it  was  because  he 
was  im  willing  to  lend  himself  to  holding 
out  such  a  false  impression  that  he 
should  vote  against  the  measure. 

Mb.  FINDLATEB  said,  he  would 
accept  the  Motion  of  the  hon.  Member 
for  Qalway  (Mr.  Mitchell  Henry).  With 
reference  to  the  remarks  of  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  late  Chief  Secretary 
for  Ireland  (^Mr.  J.  Lowther),  he  (Mr. 
Findlater)  wished  to  say  that  in  brmg- 
ing  in  the  Bill  he  was  not  actuated  by 
any  hostility  to  the  Land  Act.  Indeed, 
he  should  distinctly  say  that  he  entirelv 
repudiated  any  intention  of  the  kind, 
and  he  must  express  his  regret  that 
the  right  hon.  urentleman  haid  found 


988      Paimts  for  Invmiions  [  COMMONS  ] 


{No.  2)  Bill. 


984 


it  necessaxy  to  make  such  an  inaiiiTia- 
tion. 

Sib  JOSEPH  M'EENNA  (who  rose 
amid  great  interruption)  said,  he  was  of 
opinion  that  the  House  ought  to  decide 
upon  the  Bill  at  once,  one  way  or  an- 
omer,  and,  so  to  speak,  put  it  out  ofpain. 
It  appeared  to  him  that,  after  the  Keso- 
lution  they  came  to  the  other  day,  ques- 
tioning the  propriety  of  making  even 
an  inquiry  into  the  Land  Act,  it  would 
be  alto^ther  absurd  to  send  a  Bill  to  the 
Upper  House  proposing  to  amend  that 
Act.  He  should  therefore  be  most  happy 
to  vote  against  the  Motion  for  adjourn- 
ment ;  and  afterwards,  when  the  Main 
Question  was  put,  he  should  also  be 
happy  to  vote  against  the  Bill.  Not  that 
he  was  disposed  to  characterize  the  Bill 
as  '*  peddhng,"  or,  to  use  a  more  fami- 
liar Parliamentary  expression,  **  tinker- 
ing,'' though  he  thought  there  had  been 
scarcely  any  Bill  presented  to  that  House 
which  was  more  amenable  to  such  an 
imputation.  The  Land  Act  was  not 
working  so  badly  after  all,  nor  was  it 
working  so  slowly.  He  himself  had 
some  experience  of  it ;  he  had  a  tenant 
who,  since  the  passing  of  the  Act, 
appealed  to  the  Land  Commission  to 
have  a  judicial  rent  fixed.  Forty-three 
years  ago  the  rent  of  his  farm  was 
£113  lOs.  lOd.;  but  it  was  afterwards 
reduced  to  £93  10«.  lOd.,  and  while 
under  that  reduction  he  (Sir  Joseph 
M*Kenna)  became  the  purchaser  of  the 
estate  25  years  ago.  Although  the 
times  had  improved  very  much  siuce 
then,  he  never  raised  the  rent,  but  con- 
tinued the  reduction.  The  tenant,  taking 
advantage  of  the  Act,  however,  as  he  had 
a  right  to  do,  came  before  the  Commis- 
sioners, who  reduced  the  rent  to  £75,  or 
£38  lOtf.  lOd.  less  than  the  rent  he  came 
in  under  43  years  ago.  Inasmuch  as  he 
(Sir  Joseph  M'Kenna)  contributed  to  the 
passing  of  that  Act,  perhaps  as  much  as 
any  individual  Member  of  a  quiet  class 
sitting  on  that  side  of  the  House,  he  had 
sufficient  good  taste  not  to  object  to  it, 
when  fairly  administered,  though  he  felt 
the  effect  of  it  himself ;  but  he  wished 
to  ask  the  Government  how  they  could 
expect  any  class  in  Ireland  to  be  satis- 
fied with  that  Act  out  and  out,  through 
and  through  ?  When  the  Bill  was  be- 
fore the  House,  he  ventured  to  say  that 
it  did  not  go  sufficiently  far  for  the  ten- 
ant ;  that,  though  it  took  something  from 
tii0  landlord,  it  did  not  take  enough; 

Mr.  Findiator 


and  that  it  did  not  compensate  the  land- 
lord  for  what  it  proposed  to  take  away. 
He  was  then  met  byhon.  Gentlemen  oppo- 
site saying  the  Act  would  take  away  no- 
thing ;  but  he  had  some  idea  of  what  it 
would  do,  though  he  assured  the  House 
that  he  was  not  thinking  about  himself. 
The  Irish  people  felt  that  no  legislation 
was  safe  or  was  calculated  to  attract  and 
retain  the  confidence  of  the  community, 
unless  it  was  fair  on  both  sides.  In  his  opi- 
nion, the  only  way  of  arriving  at  a  settle- 
ment of  the  Irish  Land  Question  was  by  a 
complete  and  thorough  modification,  in 
a  liberal  and  Imperial  spirit,  of  the  Pur- 
chase Clauses  of  the  Land  Act.  He  did 
not  say  that  as  a  follower  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  the  City  of  Cork  (Mr.  Par- 
nell),  because  he  had  held  those  opinions 
long  before  that  hon.  Gentleman  had  ex- 
pressed them.  Fortunately,  or  unfortu- 
nately,however,he(SirJosephM'£enna) 
had  expressed  them  Constitutionally,  and 
in  a  mild-  sort  of  way,  that  produced  no 
ill  effects,  nor  any  appreciable  o^ood. 
The  hon.  Member  for  the  City  of  Cork, 
however,  had  expressed  his  views  in  a 
wav  that  produced  a  very  dolorous  effect 
on  himself.  [Mr.  Healy  :  No,  no !]  The 
hon.  Member  for  Wexford  said  **  No, 
no!"  He  was  glad  to  hear  the  hon. 
Member  did  not  think  so. 

Mb.  speaker  :  I  must  ask  the  hon. 
Member  to  address  himself  to  the  Chair, 
and  also  to  the  Bill  before  the  House. 

Sir  JOSEPH  M'KENNA  said,  he 
could  assure  the  House  that  he  did  not 
rise  for  the  purpose  of  talking  the  Bill 
out,  but  rather  with  the  object  of  leaving 
sufficient  time  for  two  divisions  upon  it. 
He  would,  therefore,  now  leave  the 
matter  in  the  hands  of  other  hon.  Mem- 
bers. 

Question  put. 

The  House  divided: — Ayes  171; 
Noes  86  :  Majority  86.  —  (Div.  List, 
No.  48.) 

Debate  adjourned  till  Wednoeday  10th 
May. 

MOTIONS. 

PATENTS  FOB  INVENTIONS  (NO.  2)   BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Sir  John  Lubbock,  Bill  to 
amend  the  Law  relating  to  Patents,  ordered  to 
be  brought  in  by  Sir  John  Lubboox,  Mr.  Wil- 
liam HxNRT  Smith,  and  Mr.  Gompton  Law- 

BAMCB. 

BiMpreeenUd,  and  read  the  first  time.  [BUI  104.] 
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BOHOOI.  BO&XDa  Bnj., 
On  HotJon  of  Vx.  Rio»iu>  Torki,  Bill  to 
altw  th«  laddMioe  of  ths  expetuM  of  School 
Board*  and  th*  period  fat  tliB  aleotioii  of  School 
Bottdi,  vrdmd  to  ba  bronglkt  in  "bj  Vt.  Eiai- 
■Aui  ToKza  and  Colonel  Knfoaoon. 
Bm#nM*M,Bnd  nad  thaflnt  tima.  [Bill  lOS.] 

Hooae  a^IaoRiBd  at  Ats  minntea 
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■1KUTB8.]— PvBuo  Baia— JVrri 
Foment  of  Wagea  in  Pablio-honaai  ProhiU- 
tion>(41). 

JIM  S»adimg  —  Blate  ICnea  (Onnpowder)  * 
(18),  and^Mwd. 

FAKUAHENT— OLAIUS  TO  TOTB  FOB 
BlTBEBENTATIVi:  PEEB8  FOB  IBE- 
LAKD-STANDma  OBDEB  LZ3X 

KOTKnr. 

Ths  Easl  or  EEDE8DAI1E  (Ohaik- 
■KkB  of  OoHinTTKBB)  moved  that  Stand- 
ing Order  No.  LXXX.  be  amended  by 
inserting  after  the  words  ("  admitted  b; 
the  House  of  Lords")  the  following 
TOrds;  ris., 

("  or  by  TirtaB  of  an^  Peerage  in  wbioh 
the  limitatioiia  in  tha  Inah  Pataat,  the  Peti- 
tioner being  11  Peer  of  England,  Qreat  Britain, 
or  the  United  Kingdom,  shall  ba  the  same  aa 
the  limitations  in  the  Patent  in  right  of  vbich 
the  Petitioner  ntn  in  the  HouM  of  Lordi  oa  a 
Peer  of  Ensland,  Qreat  Britain,  or  the  United 
Kingdom.") 

Motion  agrttd  to. 

BGTPT  —  FOREIGN    AND    EUROPEAN 

BESIDKNTtl  AND  EMPLOYES. 

QITESnOir.      OBBBRVjiTtOSa. 

Eabl  DE  la  WABB  aebed  Her 
Uajesty's  Govemment,  Whether  there  is 
any  objection  to  laying  upon  the  Table  of 
the  House  a  Betum  of  the  number  of 
Foreigners  and  Europeans  in  the  employ- 
ment of  the  Egyptian  Qovemment,  and  of 
the  amount  of  the  salaries  which  they  re- 
oeire ;  also  any  correspOLdence  or  infor- 
matioQ  ou  the  mbjeot  of  exemption  txom 
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certain  taxes  enjoyed  by  fbi«ign  nd- 
dents  in  Egypt  ?  The  noble  Eul  lud, 
he  did  not  wish  upon  this  qaestion  to 
say  anything  that  miRht  laad  to  a  di*. 
ousaion  at  thiB  time;  but  nnoe  the  finan- 
cial affairs  of  Egjpt  were,  to  a  great  ex- 
tent, under  the  oontrol  and  under  the 
regulation  of  the  Anglo-Frenoh  Ajfenti, 
he  thought  it  was  n^  unreasonable  to 
ask  that  the  Papers  relating  to  the  £ai4i 
to  which  he  had  referred  s^nild  be  laid 
before  Parliament ;  and,  therefore,  h» 
hoped  that  the  noble  Earl  the  Seer^aiy 
of  State  fbr  Foreign  Aibizs  would  not 
see  any  objection  to  granting  the  Be- 
turns  which  he  now  asked  for. 

Easl  OBANTILL]^  in  i^l^,  said, 
that  with  rMsid  to  the  first  J  " 
the  noble  Earl's  Quei 
etoto  that  a  short  time  a«o  instnutiona 
were  sent  to  ffir  Edward  Halet  to  obtain 
Betoms  with  lefereooe  to  the  number  of 
Europeans  employed  in  Eenpt,  with  • 
statoment  of  their  salaries.  The  Gorem- 
ment  had  not  yet  reoeiTed  any  answer, 
and  he  was  not  sure  whether  ha  would 
be  able  to  giro  fall  and  aeoorato  B«- 
tuins.  If  the  information  ehoold  be  re- 
oeiTAd,  he  did  not  amticipato  that  there 
would  be  any  objection  to  I^ing  it  be- 
fore Parliament,  "^th  rward  to  the 
seoond  portion  of  the  noble  Earl's  Quee- 


poition  of 
he  had  to 


tion,  he  might  say  that  about  a  year 
go  —  namely,  in  March,  1881 — Her 
[ajesty's  GoTemment  had  some  oorre- 
pondence  with  the  T  ■  •  " 
ment  as  to  the  right  o 
pose  taxes  upon  foreigners  resident  in 
Egypt.  That  CoTreBpondenoe  was  not 
yet  complete ;  but  when  it  was  there 
would,  he  believed,  be  no  objection  on 
the  part  of  the  Foreign  Offloe  to  laying 
it  upon  the  Table. 

ti-Tluan  07  VAOBS  IN  PUBLIO-HOUSU 
FBOBIBinOir  BILL.  [h.L."] 
A  Bill  to  prohibit  the  payment  of  wsgM  to 
workmen  io  pablic-honaea  and  certain  other 
placaa— Waa^rvtmtMibjTlia  Earl  Snirson; 
read  1».     (No.  *1.) 

Bonaa  adjooned  at  a  qoarter  paat 

Kts  o'dook,  tiU  To-morrow, 

half  fMt  Tan  o'clock. 
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MINTJTESJ— Supply— «wf#iVfor«<  in  CommitUe 

— Navt  Estimates. 
Resolutions  [March  131  reported. 
Public  Bills — Second  Heading — Turnpike  Roads 

(South  Wales)*  [101]  ;  Places  of  Worship 

Sites*  [971. 
Committee — Bills  of  Sale  Act  (1878)  Amendment 

[8]— R.P. 

QUESTIONS. 

LAW  AND    POLICE  (IRELAND)— ILLE- 
GAL USE  OF  FIREARMS. 

Mb.  BIGGAE  asked  Mr.  Attorney 
General  for  Ireland,  If  his  attention  has 
been  drawn  to  a  case  decided  at  Arva 
Petty  Sessions,  on  the  1st  instant,  be- 
fore a  Mr.  Tanner,  J.P.  who  fined  a  man 
named  Bobert  Connolly  in  the  nominal 
sum  of  \b.  for  firing  a  revolver  at  a  girl 
named  Brady ;  and,  if  he  intends  to  re- 
monstrate with  the  magistrate  for  what 
appears  to  be  a  miscarriage  of  justice  ? 

The  ATTORNEY  GENEEAL  fob 
lEELAND  (Mr.  W.  M.  Johnson)  :  Con- 
nolly was  summoned  to  Arva  Petty 
Sessions  under  the  Summary  Jurisdic- 
tion (Ireland)  Act,  1851,  section  10,  for 
"  discharging  a  firearm  on  the  public 
road.''  The  maximum  penalty  for  that 
offence  is  10«.,  and  Connolly  was  fined  U. 
It  is  not  within  the  province  of  the  At- 
torney General  to  review  the  judicial 
action  of  a  magistrate ;  but,  if  it  was,  I 
Bee  nothing  illegal  in  the  present  deci- 
sion. 

POST  OFFICE— REPLY  TELEGRAMS. 

Mb.  Aldebman  W.  LAWRENCE 
asked  the  Postmaster  General,  If  he 
would  consider  whether  it  would  not 
be  of  advantage  to  the  public,  and  pro- 
fitable to  the  Post  Office,  if  a  prepaid 
reply  telegram  form,  available  for  ten 
words,  were  issued  on  payment  of  an 
additional  sixpence  to  the  price  of  a 
telegram  sent  ? 

Mb.  FAWCETT:  I  regret  to  say  that, 
after  giving  careful  consideration  to  the 
Bubject,  I  do  not  see  my  way  to  accede 
to  me  suggestion  contained  in  the  Ques- 
tion of  my  hon.  Friend, 


IRELAND  —  BLESSTNGTON    ROAD 
SESSIONS. 

Mb.  sexton  (for  Mr.  Healy)  asked 
the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieu- 
tenant of  Ireland,  If  his  attention  has 
been  called  to  the  action  of  the  magis- 
trates of  Blessington,  who,  at  a  road 
sessions  on  the  10th  of  January  last, 
gave  the  works  presented  for  by  Miles 
Quin,  Patrick  Byrne,  and  Joseph  Leg- 
grew,  to  others  whose  tenders  were  in 
each  case  double  theirs ;  whether  this  is 
in  direct  violation  of  the  statute;  and, 
whether  the  grand  jury  can  be  directed 
to  give  the  contracts  to  the  lowest  ten- 
ders at  the  approaching  assizes  at  Wick- 
low? 

Mb.  W.  E.  FORSTER,  in  reply, 
said,  he  was  informed  that  it  had  been 
decided  by  the  Judges  that  the  lowest 
tender  for  public  works  was  not  neces- 
sarily to  be  accepted,  and  the  Govern- 
ment had  not  any  authority  to  inter- 
fere. 

POST  OFFICE— TELEGRAPH  AND 
SORTING  CLERKS. 

Mb.  ARNOLD  MORLEY  asked  the 
Postmaster  General,  Whether  pre-trans- 
fer  or  post-transfer  telegraph  clerks  can 
be  legally  compelled  to  do  the  work  of 
sorting  clerks  in  post  offices  ? 

Mb.  FAWCETT :  There  can,  in  my 
opinion,  be  no  doubt  that  the  power  to 
which  reference  is  made  in  the  Question 
can  be  legally  exercised. 

PROTECTION  OF  PERSON  AND  PRO- 
PERTY (IRELAND)  ACT,  1881— MR. 
G.  OTOOLE. 

Mb.  W.  J.  CORBET  asked  the  Chief 
Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ire- 
land, If  Mr.  George  0' Toole,  farmer,  of 
Baltinglass,  in  the  county  of  WicHow, 
has  been  confined  as  a  ''suspect"  in 
Dundalk  Gaol,  100  miles  from  his  home, 
for  the  last  five  months ;  whether  Mr. 
O'Toole  recently  asked  to  be  let  out  on 
parole  for  a  few  days  to  buy  seeds  for 
his  farm  and  give  directions  as  to  sowing 
his  crops,  and  was  refused  ;  whether  he 
is  aware  that  Mr.  O'Toole  has  no  male 
relative  or  friend  to  manage  his  affairs 
during  his  imprisonment ;  and,  whether, 
under  these  circumstances,  he  will  con- 
sent to  his  liberation  on  parole  for  a 
week  or  ten  days  for  the  purpose  indi- 
cated? 
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1^  W.  E.  FOBSTEB,  in  reply,  said, 
that  {here  would  be  no  objection  to  this 
man  being  liberated  for  10  days  on  the 
understanding  that  hia  return  to  Baltin- 
glaas  wonld  not  be  made  tfie  oooasion  of 
any  public  demonstration  or  dirolayy  and 
that  ne  would  strictly  confine  hmiself  to 
priyate  business. 

r.AW  AND  POLICE— THE  SALVATION 

ARMY. 

Mm.  ONSLOW  asked  the  Secretary 
of  State  for  the  Home  Department, 
Whether  his  attention  has  been  called 
to  the  performances  of  a  so-called  re- 
ligious body  entitled  the  "Salvation 
Army;"  and,  whetiier  he  will  issue 
special  instructions  to  the  local  magis- 
trates to  suppress  the  street  processions 
of  this  body,  processions  which  have 
eaused,  and  are  likely  to  cause,  serious 
rioting ;  which  tend  also  to  create  gross 
profimity;  and  which  have  been  the 
means  of  greatly  disturbing  the  peace 
and  quiet  of  respectable  citizens  f 

Mb.  HUOH  mason  asked  the  Se- 
oretaiy  of  State  for  the  Home  Depart- 
ment, If  he  will  be  so  good  as  to  devise 
some  means  of  protection  from  mob- 
ruffianism  and  occasional  magisterial 
weakness  for  the  loyal  and  law-abiding 
people  called  the  "Salvation  Army," 
who  are  endeavouring  to  rescue  from 
vice  and  crime  the  very  dregs  of  the 
population  not  hitherto  cared  for  by 
the  great  religious  organisations  of  the 
Country? 

Mb.  GAINE  asked  the  Secretary  of 
State  for  the  Home  Department,  If  he 
has  received  a  Memorial,  accompanied 
by  sworn  information,  from  several  of 
the  leading  tradesmen  of  Basingstoke, 
with  regard  to  the  riots  which  have 
taken  place  in  that  town  recently,  and 
at  recurring  intervals  during  the  last 
twelve  months,  caused  by  the  persistent 
efforts  of  an  or&^anised  gang  of  roughs 
to  suppress  by  violence  and  intimidation 
the  processions  and  meetings  of  a  re- 
ligious body  known  as  the  **  Salvation 
Ajrmy ;  "  whether  he  has  instituted  any 
inquiry,  with  a  view  of  ascertaining  the 
names  and  position  of  those  who  are 
well  known  to  be  the  rinfi^leaders  of  this 
dangerous  mob ;  and,  if  he  will  take 
prompt  and  immediate  steps  to  secure 
for  the  **  Salvation  Army  "  that  protec- 
tion from  injury  and  outrage  which  the 
magistrates  and  police  of  Basingstoke 
do  not  afford  them  ? 


Sib  WILLIAM  HAB00T7BT :  There 
are  no  lees  than  seven  Questions  on  thia 
subiect  on  the  Fbper,  and,  if  the  House 
will  allow  me,  I  wiU  answer  them  all  at 
onoe.  First  of  all,  I  will  say  with  re- 
ference to  most,  if  not  all,  the  Questions^ 
that  they  seem  to  be  founded  upon  an 
erroneous  impression  as  to  tihe  relation 
of  the  Secretary  of  Stato  to  the  magis- 
trates. They  ask  me  if  I  would  ffive 
directions  to  the  magistrates  to  do  tiiis, 
ornottodothat.  Now,  the  Seoretaryof 
Stato  has  no  power  to  direct  Ae  magis- 
trates, either  m  their  judicial  or  in  ^eir 
executive  caj^adty.  Those  who  are  in 
the  Oommission  of  the  Peace  have  the 
responsibilit;|r  to  preserve  the  peace  as 
they  think  right.  If  magistrates  oome 
to  me  Secretary  of  Stato,  he  is  bound  to 
give  them  such  advice  as  he  oan,  and  to 
render  such  assistance  as  he  is  able. 
Now,  as  TwpecAM  Basingstoke,  there 
were  great  disturbances  Sus  time  last 
year.  The  Mayor  and  manstrates  did 
what  was  very  proper,  niere  being 
these  processions  of  the  '*  Salvation 
Army ''attacked  by  the  mob,  thev  made 
every  effort  to  protect  the  *'Army." 
They  had  out  their  own  constables,  whibh 
were,  I  believe,  16  in  number,  and  swore 
in  100  sDedal  constables,  and  had,  be- 
sides, a  detachment  of  ArtiUerv.  Then 
the  magistrates,  expecting  tne  thine 
would  happen  again,  came  to  me,  and 
said,  what  was  very  reasonable,  that 
they  could  not  expect  to  have  a  detach- 
ment of  ArtiUery  every  Sunday,  and  that 
special  constables,  with  their  best  clothes 
on  ready  for  going  to  church,  did  not 
want  to  fight  with  the  mob  on  Sunday. 
They  asked  me  what,  under  the  circum- 
stances, I  would  advise  them  to  do.  I 
naturally  looked  to  see  what  my  Plre- 
decessors  had  done.  I  found  that  the 
matter  had  been  settled  by  eminent  Law 
Officers  of  the  Grown— first  of  all.  Sir 
John  Karslake,  Lord  Justice  Brett,  and 
afterwards  confirmed  by  the  present 
Lord  Chief  Justice,  the  present  Ifastor 
of  the  Bolls,  and  Lord  Young.  I  wrote 
the  letter,  which  has  always  been  written 
for  several  years,  applicable  to  those 
circumstances,  and  which  I  saw  in  some 
of  the  newspapers  was  said  to  be  bad 
law,  and  worse  sense.  I  have  quoted 
the  authorities  for  the  law,  and,  as  for 
the  sense,  it  was  acted  upon  by  Mr.  Oa- 
thome  Hardy,  Mr.  Bruce,  and  by  all  their 
successors.  The  magistrates  accepted 
the  advice  in  that  letter;  and,  as  there 
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ia  such  high  authority  for  it,  I  shall  be 
happy  to  lay  it  on  the  Table,  if  the  hon. 
Member  who  has  asked  the  Question 
with  reference  to  it  (Mr.  Gaine)  will 
move  for  its  production.  Having  ac- 
cepted the  advice  contained  in  the  letter, 
they  issued  a  proclamation  forbidding 
the  procession,  and  peace  was  preserved 
in  Basingstoke  from  April  to  August. 
But  a  change  took  place,  either  in  the 
personnel  or  the  opinions  of  the  Bench. 
They  disregarded  the  advice  I  had  ten- 
dered, and  withdrew  the  proclamation. 
[Mr.  ScLATEB-BooTH :  No,  no.]  Well,  I 
beg  pardon.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
says  **  No ;  "  but  I  had  my  information 
from  the  Mayor,  who,  finding  there  was 
a  majority  against  him,  no  longer  issued 
the  proclamation,  and,  therefore,  a  dis- 
turbance took  place.  The  consequence 
was  that  there  had  been  disturbances 
ever  since.  The  magistrates  made  no 
further  application  to  me,  as  it  is  not 
very  likely  they  would  do.  I  have  given 
them  my  advice,  and  it  was  not  followed 
— that  is  aU  I  can  do  in  the  matter.  I 
offered  that  advice  at  Exeter,  at  Stam- 
ford, and  at  Salisbury.  It  has  been 
followed  in  all  those  places,  and,  as  far 
as  I  know,  it  has  answered  its  purpose — 
namely,  the  preservation  of  peace.  It 
is  not  in  my  power  to  compel  the  magis- 
trates to  do  what  they  do  not  see  fit  to 
do.  If  they  do  not  preserve  the  peace 
they  are  liable  to  a  criminal  information 
for  failing  to  do  their  duty.  In  1832 
proceedings  of  that  kind  were  taken 
with  regard  to  the  Mayor  of  Bristol.  I 
cannot,  as  I  am  at  present  situated,  issue 
any  instructions  to  the  magistrates.  If 
I  am  asked  for  an  opinion  I  am,  of 
course,  bound  to  give  it.  I  may  say  that 
those  people  cannot  be  too  strongly  con- 
demned who  attack  persons  who  are  only 
meeting  for  a  lawful  and,  I  may  say, 
laudable  object;  but,  on  the  other  hand, 
I  cannot  but  condemn  the  imprudence 
of  those  who  encourage  these  proces- 
sions, which  experience  has  shown  must 
lead  to  disorder  and  violence. 

Mb.  CAINE  said,  that,  in  consequence 
of  the  answer  he  had  received,  he 
should  move  for  the  whole  of  the  Oorre- 
spondence  between  the  ma^strates  of 
Basingstoke  and  the  Home  Office. 

SOUTH  AFRICA— THE  TRANSVAAL 
GOVERNMENT  AND  MONTSIOA. 

Sm  MIOHAEL  HI0K8  -  BEACH 
'aaked  the  Under  Secretary  of  State  for 

Sir  WiOiam  Earcmri 


the  Colonies,  Whether,  in  acoordanoe 
with  the  Transvaal  Oonvention,  the 
British  Resident  has  been  the  medium 
of  communication  between  the  Trans- 
vaal Government  and  the  Native  chief 
Montsioa,  who  was  recently  attacked  by 
other  Natives,  aided  by  a  Boer  contin- 
gent ;  whether  the  provision  of  the  Con- 
vention, under  which  such  a  dispute 
might  be  referred  to  the  arbitration  of 
the  British  Besident,  was  acted  on; 
and,  whether  a  Report  of  the  Resident's 
proceedings  in  the  matter  has  been  called 
for  and  will  be  presented  to  Parlia- 
ment? 

Mr.  COURTNEY:  As  far  as  the 
information  at  present  received  by  Her 
Majesty's  Government  and  communi- 
cated to  Parliament  goes,  the  Transvaal 
Government  has  had  no  disagreement 
or  dispute  with  these  Natives,  and 
therefore  no  communication  to  make  to 
them  through  the  Resident  under 
Clause  h  of  sub-section  3  of  Article  18 
of  the  Convention.  No  dispute  has 
been  referred  to  the  Resident  by  Trans- 
vaal residents  and  Natives  outside  the 
Transvaal  under  Clause  e  of  sub-section 
3  of  Article  18.  A  telegram  recently 
sent  to  Sir  Hercules  Robinson  explained 
to  him  that  a  Report  upon  the  recent 
fighting  was  expected  from  the  Resi- 
dent ;  and  a  despatch  will  be  sent  by 
to-night's  mail  repeating  the  request 
for  such  a  Report. 

ARMY  — THE    ROYAL    HIBERNIAN 
MILITARY  SCHOOL,  DUBLIN. 

Mb.  W.  J.  CORBET  asked  the  Secretary 
of  State  for  War,  Whether  an  inquiry 
has  been  recently  held  relating  to  the 
government  of  the  Royal  Hibernian 
Military  School,  Dublin ;  and,  if  so,  by 
whom,  and  what  was  the  immediate  ob- 
ject of  that  inquiry  ? 

Mr.  CHILDERS  :  If  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber was  in  the  House  when  I  moved  the 
Army  Estimates  early  on  Tuesday  morn- 
ing, he  may  have  heard  me  say  that  in 
consequence  of  the  effect  of  short  service 
on  the  number  of  pensioners,  and  on  the 
marriage  of  soldiers  and  the  number  of 
soldiers'  children,  it  had  become  de- 
sirable to  institute  a  thorough  inquiry 
as  to  the  present  condition  and  the 
prospective  requirements    of    the    two 

freat  hospitals  at  Chelsea  and  Ellmain- 
am,  and  the  two  schools,  the  Duke  of 
York's  and  the  Royal  Hibernian.  The 
Committee  to   whom  this  inquiry   has 
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been  intrusted,  and  who  are  now  con- 
duoting  it,  consists  of  Lord  Morlej,  Mr. 
Campbell- Bannerman,Lieutenant-Gene- 
rals  Sir  Beauchamp  Walker  and  E.  0. 
H.  Taylor,  Major-General  Harman,  the 
Rev.  J.  W.  Sharpe,  Sir  P.  Keenan,  and 
Mr.  C.  Dilke  Loveless.  Considering  the 
recent  changes  at  the  Hibernian  School, 
it  was  considered  desirable  that  they 
should  visit  that  institution  and  Kilmain- 
ham  first.  When  Her  Majesty's  Go- 
vernment have  decided  what  action  to 
take  on  the  Beport  of  the  Committee, 
which,  however,  is  not  likely  to  be  com- 

fleted  for  some  time,  it  is  probable  that 
shall  be  able  to  lay  it  on  the  Table  of 
the  House. 

METROPOLIS— NEW  METROPOLITAN 
FISH  MARKET. 

Me.  duff  asked  the  Chairman  of  the 
Metropolitan  Board  of  Works,  If  the 
attention  of  the  Metropolitan  Board  of 
Works  has  been  called  to  the  fact  that, 
during  the  last  month,  twenty-one  tons 
of  fish  have  been  seized  by  the  officers 
appointed  by  the  Fishmongers'  Com- 
pany as  being  unfit  for  human  food ; 
that  seventeen  tons  of  that  amount  were 
land-borne  fish ;  that  Mr.  Spencer  Wal- 
pole,  in  the  Report  to  the  Home  Secre- 
tary in  1880,  attributed  much  of  the  loss 
in  fresh  fish  to  the  distance  it  had  to  be 
carried  from  the  Railways  to  Billings- 
gate ;  and,  whether,  under  these  circum- 
stances, he  can  state  to  the  House  what 
steps,  if  any,  are  being  taken  by  the 
Metropolitan  Board  of  Works  to  furnish 
the  public  with  a  suitable  fish  market, 
so  imperatively  demanded,  near  the  ter- 
mini of  the  Railways  on  the  north  side 
of  London  ? 

Sir  JAMES  M'GAREL-HOGG :  In 
reply  to  the  hon.  Member,  I  beg  to  say 
that  my  attention  has  frequently  been 
called  to  the  seizure  of  fish  at  Billings- 
gate, and  I  am  cognizant  of  the  Report 
to  which  he  refers.  The  Metropolitan 
Board  of  Works  had  the  whole  question 
before  them  last  autumn  ;  but  the  time 
at  their  disposal  was  not  sufficient,  in 
the  opinion  of  the  majority,  to  enable 
them  to  decide  upon  a  site  for  a  market 
before  the  period  fixed  for  the  deposit  of 
Parliamentary  Bills,  and  they  are  not, 
therefore,  taking  any  steps  in  the  pre- 
sent Session ;  but  the  matter  is  still  re- 
ceiving consideration. 

YOL.    CCLXyil.       [third  SERIES.] 


CRIMINAL  LAW— VENUE  IN  CRIMINAL 

CASES. 

Sir  WILLIAM  HART  DYKE  asked 
the  Secretary  of  State  for  the  Home 
Department,  By  whose  authority  the 
sitting  magistrate  at  Westminster  has 
had  under  investigation  a  case  of  murder 
committed  at  Yalding  in  Kent ;  whether 
several  witnesses  have  been  brought  up 
to  London  from  Kent  for  examination ; 
and,  whether  such  course  is  in  conformity 
with  the  usual  practice  of  magisterial 
investigation,  and  can  be  supported  by 
nrecedeut  r 

Sib  WILLIAM  HAECOUET :  I  have 
inquired  about  this  matter  of  the  Solicitor 
to  the  Treasury,  who  has  charge  of  it. 
It  appears  it  was  doubtful  wnere  the 
offence  was  committed ;  but  it  was  sup- 
posed at  first  to  have  been  within  the 
jurisdiction  of  the  magistrate  at  West- 
minster. The  point  is  not  even  now 
clearly  established ;  but  if  it  should  turn 
out  that  the  offence  was  committed  in 
Kent,  the  case  will  be  remitted  to  the 
magistrates  there. 

STATE  OF  IRELAND— THE  CONSTA- 
BULARY  AND  THE  ENNISCORTHY 
DRAMATIC  ASSOCIATION. 

Mr.  BYRNE  asked  the  Chief  Secre- 
tary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland, 
Whether  he  is  aware  that  one  of  the 
rules  of  the  Literary,  Musical,  and  Dra- 
matic Association,  established  at  Ennis- 
corthy,  county  Wexford,  at  the  end  of 
last  year,  is,  "  That  nothing  of  a  politi- 
cal or  sectarian  nature  be  discussed  at 
any  of  its  meetings,  or  on  its  premises; " 
that  the  said  Association  embraced  within 
its  roll  of  members  men  of  different 
classes,  creeds,  and  political  leanings; 
that  it  had  permission  from  George  C. 
Roberts,  esquire,  J.P.  to  hold  its  meet- 
ings in  the  Market  House,  Enniscorthy, 
subject  to  the  non-political  and  sectarian 
condition ;  that  a  meeting  was  publicly 
announced  to  be  held  aoout  the  20th 
December  last ;  whether  it  has  been 
brought  to  his  knowledge  that,  previous 
to  such  meeting  being  held,  the  sub- 
inspector  of  police  (Mr.  Innes)  informed 
the  chairman  that  the  proposed  meeting 
could  not  be  held,  and,  should  it  be  pro- 
ceeded with,  he,  the  chairman,  would 
incur  great  risk ;  that  he  had  already 
gone  far  enough,  too  far  for  his  own 
safety ;  and  that  if  he  did  not  want  to 
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go  to  Kilmaisfaam  he  had  b«tt6r  drop  inapeotor;    whether  any  npTesentatioiu 

the  huainess,  or  he  wonld  find  himself  have  been  made  to  the  Board  by  John 

there  before  long ;  whether  he  approves  Halloran  to  the  effeot  that  the  works  he 

of  such  conduct   ou    the  part  of  the  executed  on  the  farm  represent«d  £23 

police  ;  and,  if  such  proceedings  had  his  more  than  the  loan,  and  that,  neTerthe- 

sanction?  less,  the  landlord  refuses  to  allow  him 

Mb.  W.  E.  FOBSTKB,  in  reply,  said,  more  than  £30,  retaining  the  balance  of 

he    understood    that  political    subjects  £70 ;  whether  John  Hafioran,  oonuder- 

were   not  introduced    into  this  society,  ing  his  rent  too  hi^h,  and  haTinir  served 

The  Sub-Inapector  denied  having  need  an  originating  notice  to  have  a  fair  rent 

the  Ungual^  attributed  to  him.  fixed,  applied  to  the  Board  of  Works  on 

Mb.  H^UJT  wished  to  know  whe-  the  2SUi  February,  sending  the  usual 

ther,   in    a  case   where  complaint  bad  fee,  for  cxipies  of  the  engineer's  report 

been  made  against  the  police,  the  Chief  and  of  the  inspector's  certificate ;  and. 

Secretary  had  ever  ordered  an  indepen-  whether  the  Board  of  Works  returned 

dent  inquiry  to  be  made  f  the  money  and  refused  the  document, 

I  No  answer.]  ''^"^  depriving  the  tenant  of  useful  evi- 
dence in  the  Land  Court  ?      The  hon. 

THE    COHUERCTAL    TEEATY    WITH  Gentleman  said  he  had  received  a  letter 

FRANCE  —  THE    NEGOTIATIONS  —  informing  him  that  if  the  Land  Court 

PAPERS.  ordered   the    documents  the  Board  of 

Mb.  STUAET-WOETLET  asked  the  ^orks  would  produce  them.   Hewould^ 

Under  Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign  tl^erefore    not  put  the   Q,uestion ;    but 

Affairs,  If  he  would  stato  what  was  the  ^^"^^^  whether  the  documenta  would 

substance  of  the  Heport  of  a  Sub-Corn-  b«  P™d"<=«f  upon  the  direct  apphcation 

mittee  of  the  Counai  of  the  Sheffield  "'*^«  ^?JoS'-S^™'!^^L■,7^,«T^TctT 

Chamber  of  Commerce,  dated  the  6th  }f^   ^^.^^^Si-  ^^7¥^^^ 

August    1880,     communicated    to    the  «ud,  he  mshed  for  Notice  of  the  Quee- 

Fo^gn  Office,  and  referred  to  in  and  **'"'!   **?*  .''^.J^'f ''',,'^J  **'?*  *h 'T 

necesSiry  to  explain.  No.  69  of  the  re-  ™  ^*^®  ^  *•>»  i^^o^  «»*  not  to  the 

cently  published  "  Eepresentations  from  '*"*'''■ 

Chambers  of  Commerce  and  other  Com-  state    OF    EEELAND— THE    QtrEEN'S 

mercial  Associations  relative  to  the  pro-  COUNTY -PHESKNTMENT    FOR    EX- 

posed    new    Commercial    Trea^    with  XRA  POLICE 

iu.d,  whether  a  Copy  of  the  ..m.  wil  ?'  '"!"''■  ^''ft^'l  ''V'.'°^*'°°  "^ 

.ppUt,»,0Dg..7p.pen,onthi.,ubi»,l  >•"  '^T  n*"  f"' "'?  "»  8~* 

lo'Lhereafll,  kid  „™.th.  Table  r  1^3,  °',*?  '^V"?  f  °''°?*  "•">•  T 

Sia CHARLES wSlLKE:  Th.hon.  . ','^'; ."fj"'„?  ""''u'  f"""'- 

and  l«,med  Member  appear,  to  h...  ™'>"'ffll2  !«'•  "■  M  a  chu-g.  npon 

beenmieiaformed,  uHheiporltowhioh  U"' aiunty  on  acconnt of  eitr. polroo Mat 

he  refer,  waa  aot  oommlaieated  to  th.  ■»lo.»heeooatyoni»me  b,rt«.coo^oa. 

Foreiga  Offlee.  f^K  *"  P'«™«»  balf-jear ;  whether 

°  the  county  laapeotor,  on  the  oooasion  in 

LANDLORD  AND  TENANT  {IRELAND,-  f^'^^'^f^i^lTs.tSS:^:! 
f^l^L'^^  HALLORAN,  PALLAS,  ^tort  of  the  quotaT  and,  whetS-?  i^^ 
VU.  KtRHY.  m^pj,  ^  (ijg  ^^  29  and  SO  Vic.  o.  IDS, 
Mb.  ARTHUB  O'CONNOB  asked  the  sec.  14,  provides  that  a  moiety  of  the  costs 
Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  extra  police  shall  be  charged  upon  a 
of  Ireland,  Whether  Mr.  M.  0.  Dennis  county  only  when  the  fixed  quota  of  men 
borrowed  from  the  Board  of  Works  the  shall  be  increased,  he  will  cause  the  de- 
sum  of  £100,  to  be  expended  upon  a  mand  for  the  sum  mentioned  to  be  with- 
&nn  held  by  John  Halloran,  at  Pallas,  drawn? 

in  the  Barony  of  Clanmaurioe,  in  Kerry ;  Mb.  W.  E.  F0E8TEH,  in  reply,  said, 
vhether  the  works  in  question  were  he  had  not  yet  been  able  to  get  the  in- 
carried  out  to  the  satiafaction  of  the  formation  to  enable  him  to  answer  the 
Board's  engineer  and  certified  by  their  first  portion  of  the  Question.  The  second 
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portioii  of  the  Question  was  based  upon 
a  tbisappreliension.  By  law  the  sending 
of  police  into  any  other  county  than  the 
one  they  belonged  to  should  be  paid 
for  by  the  county  into  which  they  were 
sent. 

STATE  OP  IRELAND— VISIT  OF  THE 
CHIEF  SECRETARY  TO  TULLAMORE. 

Mr.  O'DONNELL  asked  the  Chief 
Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ire- 
land, Whether  his  attention  has  been 
drawn  to  the  complaint  of  Mr.  Henry 
Egan,  in  a  letter  in  the  '^  Freeman's 
Journal "  of  Monday,  that  for  saying 
'^  release  the  suspects  "  in  the  course  of 
the  Bight  honourable  Gentleman' s  speech 
at  Tullamore,  he  was  threatened  with 
arreet  by  a  sub-inspector  and  policeman 
in  attendance,  and  was  put  under  the 
supervision  of  a  policeman  during  the 
remainder  of  the  speech ;  and,  whether 
the  alleged  conduct  of  the  police  on  the 
occasion  is  approved  by  the  Govern- 
ment? 

Mb.  sexton  :  Before  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  answers  the  Question,  I  wish 
to  ask  him  whether  Sub-Inspector  Allen, 
who  threatened  Mr.  Henry  Egan,  is  the 
same  Sub-Inspector  who,  whilst  in  com- 
mand of  a  party  of  police,  meeting  two 
young  men  on  the  road,  said  to  the 
police,  **  Punch  them  on  before  you," 
the  consequence  being  that  one  of 
the  young  men  has  been  in  bed  ever 
since? 

Mr.  W.  E.  F0E8TER  :  I  think  the 
hon.  Member  who  has  just  spoken  will 
see  that  in  common  fairness  he  ought  to 
have  given  me  Notice  of  this  Question. 
I  do  not  know  whether  the  Sub-Inspector 
is  the  Sub-Inspector  Allen  to  whom  he 
refers,  neither  do  I  know  if  the  state- 
ment of  the  hon.  Member  is  correct. 
With  regard  to  the  Question  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  Dungarvan,  I  may  say  that 
I  saw  the  letter  in  The  Freeman's  Journal ^ 
and  directly  communicated  with  the  Sub- 
Inspector  of  Constabulary  at  Tullamore. 
I  have  received  from  him  a  Report, 
stating,  as  I  fully  expected — for  it  would 
have  been  contrary  to  my  orders  if  it 
had  not  been  so — that  it  is  not  true  that, 
on  the  occasion  of  my  speech  at  Tulla- 
more, both  the  military  and  the  police 
were  present  in  large  numbers.  What 
I  believe  is  true  is  that  a  Sub-Inspector 
and  a  couple  of  men  were  on  duty  in  the 
town  ;  but  I  cannot  learn  that  even  those 
three  men  were  at  the  meeting.    I  have 


reason  to  believe,  however,  that  one 
man  came,  not  by  my  orders,  but  out  of 
curiosity  to  hear  what  I  might  have  to 
say.  The  military  were  not  employed 
in  any  way,  nor  were  there  any  soldiers 
present,  except  a  Dragoon  and  two  In- 
fantry officers,  who  happened  to  come 
up  at  the  time,  and  who  remained  to 
listen.  There  were  no  policemen  in 
plain  clothes — no  detectives — present, 
except  that  the  Sub-Inspector  who  was 
present  was  not  in  uniform.  I  think  he 
rather  wished  to  hear  what  I  had  to  say. 
\lronical  Home  Rule  cheer b  and  laughter.'] 
I  suppose  a  good  many  people  did.  The 
Sub-Inspector  informs  me  that  Mr.  Egan 
came  down  from  his  shop  in  a  very  ex- 
cited state,  and  several  times  shouted  in 
an  angry  manner,  and  in  a  loud  voice, 
**  Release  the  '  Suspects!' "  evidently,  in 
the  opinion  of  the  Sub-Inspector,  with  the 
view  of  exciting  the  people,  who  were 
attentively  listening.  Some  words  passed 
between  the  Sub-Inspector  ana  Mr. 
Egan.  The  Sub-Inspector  did  not  five 
him  in  charge ;  but  his  brother,  Mr. 
Patrick  Egan,  then  came  out  and  took 
him  away,  saying,  **  This  is  no  place  for 
you . "  I  am  also  informed  by  Mr.  Blake, 
the  Resident  Magistrate,  that  what  really 
happened  was  this — that  the  people 
wished  to  hear  me,  and  that  Mr.  Egan 
wished  that  they  should  not  do  so.  The 
Sub-Inspector  goes  on  to  say  that  there 
was  no  further  interruption,  that  I  was 
heard  to  the  end  in  good  humour,  and 
that  I  walked  about  the  town  afterwards 
— I  am  sorry  to  be  obliged  to  say  so 
much  about  myself — unattended  by  a 
single  policeman.  That  is  a  simple  ac- 
count of  what,  according  to  the  observa- 
tions of  the  Sub-Inspector,  occurred.  I 
have  also  had  a  letter  from  Mr.  Blake, 
from  which  I  will  read  the  following 
quotation : — 

"  The  military  were  not  communicated  with, 
either  directly  or  indirectly ;  and  1  am  in  a 
position  to  state  that  it  was  your  express  wish 
on  the  subject  that  no  precautions  of  any  kind 
were  to  be  taken,  and  no  change  to  be  made  in 
the  everyday  police  arrangements.  That  was 
carried  out  to  the  letter — not  a  single  police- 
man was  brought  into  Tullamore,  only  two 
policemen  being,  as  usual,  on  duty." 

One  at  either  end  of  the  town,  I  suppose. 
Perhaps  I  may  be  allowed  to  answer 
another  Question  put  on  Friday  night 
by  the  hon.  Member  for  Sligo  (Mr. 
Sexton),  and  about  which  he  gave  Notice 
of  Motion  on  going  into  Committee  of 
Supply,  as  to  the  report  of  my  speech, 
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Mb.  OALLAN:  I  rise  to  Order.  I 
wish  to  ask  if  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
is  in  Order  in  referring  to  a  Notice  of 
Motion  which  is  to  come  on  this  evening  ? 

Mb.  W.  E.  FORSTER:  Perhaps  I 
may  ask  if  it  will  be  in  Order  if  I  an- 
swer the  Question  as  a  personal  explana- 
tion? 

Mb.  SPEAKEE:  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  will  be  perfectly  in  Order  in 
completing  his  answer  to  the  Question. 

Mb.  W.  E.  FORSTER :  A  statement 
has  been  made  that  I  hired,  at  the  ex- 
pense of  the  Government,  an  official 
reporter  to  g^ve  a  report  of  my 
speech.  What  I  want  to  say  is,  that 
no  official  reporter  was  employed  to 
take  my  speech  at  Tullamore.  I  have 
made  inquiries,  and  I  find  that  there 
were  three  reporters  present,  one  re- 
presenting Hie  Irish  Times,  and  two 
others  the  local  papers,  being  also  local 
correspondents  of  the  Dublin  papers. 
One  of  these  reporters,  the  correspon- 
dent for  The  Freeman's  Journal  and  7^ 
Dublin  Express,  was  in  the  room.  He 
stood  behind  my  chair,  and  the  others 
stood  under  the  window.  Neither  the 
English  nor  the  Irish  papers  were  fur- 
nished with  reports  of  my  speech  at  the 
expense  of  the  Government.  I  may  say 
that  I  saw  the  gentleman  representing 
The  Irish  Times,  although  I  did  not 
know  his  name.  I  had  no  opportimity 
of  correcting  my  speech ;  but,  having 
read  the  report,  I  should  say  that  it  is 
very  accurate. 

Mb.  O'DONNELL:  I  wish  to  ask 
whether  the  Government  will  grant  an  in- 
dependent inquiry  into  the  conduct  of  the 
Sub-Inspectors,  magistrates,  policemen, 
and  officers  of  the  Army,  who  happened 
to  be  on  the  spot  at  the  time  ? 

Mb.  W.  E.  FORSTER :  There  is  no 
charge  against  the  officers.  They  simply 
came  there,  happening  to  be  in  the 
town,  because  they  wanted  to  hear  what 
a  man  speaking  out  of  a  window  had  to 
say.  If  the  hon.  Member  wishes  for  an 
independent  inquiry  into  the  conduct  of 
the  police,  let  him  move  to  that  effect. 

MIb.  O'DONNELL:  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  has  forgotten  that  there  is  a 
charge  made  against  them.  One  of  the 
listeners  was  t&eatened  with  arrest  be- 
oause  he  shouted  **  Release  the  '  Sus- 
pects!'  "  That  could  be  proved  by  an 
independent  inquiry^ 

Ha.  W.  E.  FORSTER :  What  I  said 
WMf  that  there  was  no  charge  made 


against  the  officers  in  the  Army  or 
against  the  soldiers  into  which  inquiry 
could  be  made.  As  to  the  police,  I  con- 
sider that  there  is  no  case  for  inquiry 
against  them.  If  the  hon.  Member 
thinks  that  there  is  ground  for  any 
charge  against  them,  let  him  bring  it 
forward  in  the  usual  way,  and  let  the 
House  decide  between  us. 

Mb.  sexton  asked  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Chief  Secretary  if  the 
reporter  of  The  Irish  7\mes,  Mr.  Murray, 
was  not  a  Government  reporter;  and 
whether  he  was  not  employed  by  the 
Government  to  report,  among  other 
things,  the  State  Trials  in  Dublin  ;  and 
why  information  as  to  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman's visit  was  not  supplied  to  other 
papers.  [Cries  of  *'  Oh ! "  and  "  Do  not 
answer !  ''l 

Mb.  W.  JE.  FORSTER:  I  would  rather 
answer. 

Mb.  speaker  :  The  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman appears  to  have  given  a  full  an- 
swer to  tne  Question ;  but  if  he  desires 
to  make  a  further  explanation  he  can 
do  so. 

Mb.  W.  E.  FORSTER :  I  do  not  wish 
that  a  false  impression  should  go  abroad 
as  to  this  matter.  As  regards  the  reporter, 
I  did  not  know  his  name  until  to-day. 
Mr.  Murray  is  not  a  Government  re- 
porter. I  am  informed  that  he,  like 
many  others,  was  employed  to  report 
the  State  Trials  for  The  Irish  Times.  The 
fact  is  that,  thinking  it  possible  that  I 
might  say  something  at  Tullamore,  I 
sent  to  lie  Irish  Times  to  say  that  per- 
haps they  might  think  it  worth  while  to 
send  a  reporter  there,  and  they  did  so. 
The  hon.  Member  asks  me  why  I  did  not 
inform  other  newspapers.  As  a  matter 
of  fact,  I  believe  other  newspapers  were 
informed,  and  that,  having  sent  word  to 
The  Irish  Times,  1  had  done  as  much  as 
I  wished  to  do.  I  may,  however,  add 
that  I  did  not  let  it  be  generally  known 
that  I  was  going  to  speak ;  because,  if  I 
had,  I  have  no  doubt  the  advice  given 
afterwards — that  I  should  not  be  allowed 
to  be  heard — would  have  been  given 
then. 


CORRUPT  PRACTICES  AT  ELECTION 
ACT— THE  BOSTON  BRIBERY  COM- 
MISSION— THE  SCHEDULED  MAGIS. 
TRATES. 

Mb.  LABOUCHERE  asked  Mr.  At- 
torney General,  Whether  Messrs.  Joseph 
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Wren  and  Thomas  Kitwood,  who  re- 
sumed their  seats  on  the  Boston  Borough 
Benoh  last  July,  are  the  same  persons 
who  were  soheauled  bj  the  Boston  Bri- 
berf  Commissioners,  as  being  guilty  of 
bribery ;  whether  the  Mr.  Wren  afore- 
said is  the  gentleman  who  gave  eri* 
denoe  in  the  case  of  Begina  v.  Bowley, 
at  Linooln,  on  Monday,  July  25th,  1881 ; 
whether  the  Mr.  Kitwood  aforesaid  is 
the  same  gentleman  who  was  prosecuted 
ton  oorrupt  practices  at  Linooln  Assizes 
in  July  last,  a  nolle  prosequi  being  en- 
tered, because,  as  the  Sohcitor  G^eral 
stated,  a  statement  had  been  sent  to  the 
Bribery  OommissionersbyMr.  Kit  wood, 
although  it  had  not  been  read  by  them, 
and  the  Commissioners  preferred  to  treat 
him  as  a  party  who  haa  been  examined, 
although  practically  he  had  no  certi- 
ficate ;  whether  it  is  correct  that  Cap- 
tain Henzy  Charles  Allenby,  of  Ken- 
wick  House,  Louth,  who  was  scheduled 
tat  ^roriding  £400  for  direct  bribery, 
is  still  permitted  to  act  as  justice  of 
the  peace  for  Lindsey  and  other  diyisions 
of  die  counlnr  of  Lincoln ;  and,  why, 
although  anodner  Boston  Borough  jus- 
tice, named  Samuel  Pilley,  who  was 
scheduled  for  paying  the  sum  of  £5,  in 
small  amounts,  to  eighteen  men,  for 
work  done  on  the  day  of  the  poll  and 
previously  (which  employment  it  was 
contended  was  perfectly  legal,  and  for 
the  receipt  of  which  the  employes  were 
not  scheduled),  was  struck  off  the 
Borough  Roll,  Mr.  Wren,  who  provided 
£750,  and  Mr.  Kitwood,  £100,  for 
direct  bribery,  are  still  permitted  to  act 

Mb.  T.  COLLINS :  Before  the  Attor- 
ney  General  answers  that  Question,  I 
wish  to  appeal  to  you,  Sir,  on  a  point  of 
Order,  and  to  ask  you  whether  the  hon. 
Member  for  Northampton  is  justified  in 
stating  in  a  Question  put  in  this  House 
that  a  gentleman  is  guilty  of  a  direct 
act  of  bribery,  who,  by  a  jury  of  his 
countrymen,  has  been  found  not  guilty  ? 

Mb.  SPEAKER:  The  hon.  Member 
for  Northampton  has  put  the  Question 
on  his  own  responsibility,  and  I  have  no 
desire  to  interpose  between  the  hon. 
Member  and  the  House. 

The  attorney  GENERAL  (Sir 
Hbnby  Jaices):  As  I  understand  the 
Question,  it  does  not  say  that  this  gen- 
tleman is  absolutely  guilty  of  bribery, 
but  only  that  he  was  scheduled  by  the 
Oommissioners.  [Mr.  T.  Collins  :  I  am 


speaking  of  the  fifth  paragraph.]  I  will 
not  enter  into  that  maUer,  except  to 
say  that  the  suggestions  contained  in 
the  first  three  paragraphs  of  mv  hon* 
Friend's  Question  are  substantiallv  cor- 
rect. As  regards  Captain  Allenby,  I 
have  to  say  that  the  fiat  of  the  Lord 
Chancellor  finrthe  removal  of  this  gen- 
fleman  from  the  Boll  of  Justices  was 
issued  three  weeks  a^.  As  to  the  last 
portion  of  the  Question,  there  are  spe- 
cial circumstances  attending  these  cases; 
but  they  are  receiying  the  careful  con- 
sideration of  the  Lord  Chancellor,  and 
his  decision  will  shortly  be  given. 

Mb.  HEALY  asked,  whether,  in  view 
of  the  further  consideration  of  these 
cases,  it  would  be  borne  in  mind  that 
Mr.  Pamell  was  removed  from  the  list 
of  Justices  merely  because  he  was 
reasonabhr  suspected  of  inciting  to  inti- 
midation r 

[No  answer  was  returned  to  the  Ques- 
tion.] 

PBOTEGTION  OF  PEBSOK  AND  PBO- 
PEBTT  (IBELAKD)  AOT,  18S1— MB. 
JAMES  HEGABTT. 

Mb.  LEAMY  asked  the  Chief  Secre- 
tary to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Lrelandi 
If  it  is  true  that  Mr.  James  Heg^artr, 
of  Falcurragh,  county  Donegal,  recently 
confined  in  Deny  Gaol  in  default  of 
finding  sureties  to  be  of  good  behaviour, 
was  deprived  of  the  privilege  of  receiv- 
ing visits  of  tener  than  once  a  week ;  was 
not  allowed  to  receive  newspapers  sent 
to  him  by  his  friends ;  was  compelled  to 
take  exercise  with  prisoners  committed 
for  trial  on  serious  charges;  and  was 
sentenced  to  twenty-four  hours'  solitary 
confinement  on  a  charge  of  whistling  in 
his  cell,  although  the  warder  of  that 
part  of  the  prison  in  which  Mr.  Hegarty 
was  confined  declared  that  the  charge 
was  untrue ;  and,  if  he  can  state  why 
Mr.  Hegarty  was  subjected  to  such  ex- 
ceptional treatment  ? 

Mb.  W.  E.  F0R8TER,  in  reply,  said, 
he  would  make  inquiries  into  this  mat- 
ter. He  had  not  as  yet  been  able  to 
ascertain  the  truth  of  the  allegation 
contained  in  the  Question  of  the  hon. 
Member. 

STATE    OP    IEELAND—ARREST8. 

Mb.  BELLINQHAM  asked  the  Chief 
Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Lre- 
land.  If  he  will  have  anv  objection  to 
lay  upon  the  Table  of  the  House,  an 
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military  officers  Bent  round  to  the  car- 
owners  to  say  tliat  the  cars  would  be 
required ;  but  I  am  not  aware  that  they 
threatened  them  in  case  of  refusal.  As 
a  matter  of  fact,  they  would  be  liable  if 
they  refused  in  such  a  case. 

Mr.  O'DONNELL  said,  it  could  be 
proved  that  the  cars  were  previously 
engaged.  He  would  put  another  Ques- 
tion on  the  subject  on  Thursday  next. 

PROTECTION  OP  PERSON  AND  PRO- 
PERTY (IRELAND)  ACT,  1881— AR- 
REST OP  MR.  THOMAS  MAHONEY. 

Mb.  HEALY  asked  the  Chief  Secre- 
tary to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland, 
If  he  would  have  any  objection  to  lay 
upon  the  Table  Copies  of  the  warrant 
under  which  Mr.  Thomas  Mahoney,  Clerk 
of  Union  Castlecomer,  was  arrested  on 
1 5th  December  1881 ;  of  the  warrant 
given  by  the  sub-inspector  in  Castle- 
comer to  the  constable  who  had  charge 
of  Mr.  Mahoney  from  Ballyragget  to 
Naas;  of  explanation  why  he  was  re- 
fused admission  into  Naas  Gaol  on  his 
arrival  there  in  charge  of  the  Constabu- 
lary on  the  16th  December;  of  authority 
of  the  Constabulary  authorities  in  Naas 
for  detaining  him  in  the  police  barrack 
there  during  the  night  of  the  1 6th  De- 
cember, instead  of  being  lodged  in  Naas 
Gaol  as  directed  by  warrant  under  which 
he  was  arrested ;  of  Correspondence  which 
took  place  between  the  Local  Govern- 
ment Board  and  Mr.  Mahoney  on  the 
subject  of  his  arrest ;  of  Correspondence 
between  the  Board  of  Guardians  of 
Castlecomer  Union  and  the  Local  Go- 
vernment Board,  including  resolutions 
in  Mr.  Mahoney 's  favour  on  the  subject 
of  his  arrest ;  of  Resolution  of  the  Board 
of  Guardians  of  the  Athy  Union  of  the 
2l8t  December  last  on  the  subject  of  his 
arrest ;  of  Mr.  Mahoney's  letter  of  the 
28th  December,  written  to  the  Chief 
Secretary  from  Naas  Prison;  and,  of 
the  order  for  his  release,  dated  4th 
January  1882  ?  The  hon.  Gentleman 
said,  if  the  Chief  Secretary  had  any 
objection  to  give  some  of  these  Ke turns, 
they  should  take  those  they  had  no  ob- 
jection to  give. 

Mr.  W.  E.  FORSTER,  in  reply,  said, 
he  had  not  yet  received  the  full  infor- 
mation that  would  enable  him  to  answer 
the  Question. 

Mb.  HEALT  saidy  he  would  repeat  it 
on  Monday. 


official  Return  giving  the  names  and  > 
occupation  of  those  persons  who  have  been  | 
from  time  to  time  either  arrested  for,  or 
convicted  of,  having  taken  part  in  noc- 
turnal attacks,  with  a  view  to  ascertain- 
ing how  many,  if  any,  Militiamen  have 
been  implicated  in  them  ? 

Mr.  W.  E.  FORSTER,  in  reply,  said, 
that  the  Question  was  very  vague. 
'*  From  time  to  time  "  was  really  very 
indefinite ;  no  time  at  all  being  given. 
He  did  not  think  the  Return  would  be 
of  any  practical  use;  but  if  the  hon. 
Member  really  wished  for  the  informa- 
tion he  would  ask  him  to  set  forth  the 
nature  of  the  Return  in  more  definite 
form,  and  he  would  then  consider  whe- 
ther it  could  be  granted. 

AFGHANISTAN  —  NATIVE  AGENT  AT 
CABUL-APPOINTMENT  OF  MOHAM- 
MED AFZUL  KHAN. 

Mr.  ONSLOW  asked  the  Secretary 
of  State  for  India,  Whether  it  is  true 
that  Mohammed  Afzul  Khan  has  been 
appointed  agent  to  the  Viceroy  of  India 
at  the  Court  of  the  Ameer  of  Afghan- 
istan; and,  if  so,  whether  he  wiU  lay 
upon  the  Table  of  the  House  any  in- 
structions which  have  been  given  to 
him  regarding  his  duties  while  so  em- 
ployed r 

The  Marquess  of  HARTINGTON: 
Yes,  Sir;  it  is  true  that  Mohammed 
Afzul  Khan  has  been  appointed  agent 
of  the  Government  of  India  at  Cabul ; 
but  no  copy  of  instructions  to  the  agent 
has  as  yet  been  received. 

STATE   OF  IRELAND  — OAR    OWNERS. 

Mr.  O'DONNELL  asked  the  Chief 
Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of 
Ireland,  Whether  he  is  aware  that  on 
Sunday  last,  during  the  hours  of  Divine 
Service,  the  officers  of  the  Military 
force  stationed  at  Camdonagh  visited 
the  owners  of  cars  in  that  town,  and 
threatened  them  with  heavy  fines  and 
the  forfeiture  of  their  licences  if  they 
refused  to  supply  cars  for  the  convey- 
ance of  troops  to  the  scene  of  pending 
evictions  in  the  neighbourhood,  and  in- 
sisted that,  even  where  the  cars  had 
been  previously  engaged  by  other  per- 
sons, they  must  be  given  to  the  Mili- 
tary ;  and,  whether  such  action  is  legal  ? 

Mr.  W.  E.  FORSTER:  I  understand 
that  this  occurred,  not  during  the  hours 
of  DiTine  Service,  but  afterwards.    The 

Mr.  BOUngham 
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ABMT— THE    ARMY   VETEBINABY 
DEPABTMENT. 

ICajob  (VBEIBNE  aaked  the  Secre- 
tazy  of  State  for  War,  Whether  any 
deoiBion  has  yet  been  arriyed  at  regard- 
ing the  readjustment  of  relative  rank 
and  retiring  pay  for  the  officers  of  the 
Army  Veterinary  Department,  withayiew 
of  puunng  these  officers  on  an  equality 
in  this  respect*  with  the  quartermasters 
and  riding  masters,  and  other  commis- 
sioned officers  f 

Me.  0HILDEB8:  In  reply  to  my 
hon.  and  gallant  Friend,  I  have  to  say 
that  I  have  looked  into  this  question, 
as  I  jpromised  last  year,  and  before  the 
end  of  the  Session  I  maybe  able  to  give 
aome  information  on  the  subject;  but  the 
difficulties  are  much  greater  than  I  an- 
tioipated  when  I  first  took  up  the  ques- 
tion. 

NAVY— NAVAL    ARTILLERY    VOLUN- 
TEERS. 

Mb.  STEWABT  MAOUVEB  asked 
the  CSvil  Lord  of  the  Admiralty,  If  he 
ijfUi  ezplam  the  reason  wh^  an  applica- 
tion from  Plymouth,  made  m  September 
last,  for  a  Naval  Artillery  Volunteer 
Oorpa  to  be  enrolled,  has  only  now  re- 
ceived a  reply,  refusing  enrolment,  while 
a  similar  application  fiom  Swansea,  made 
some  time  arterwards,  has  been  granted; 
and,  whether,  in  future,  it  is  intended 
to  discourage  the  formation  of  such 
auxiliary  forces,  after  the  example  ap- 
plied to  Plymouth  ? 

Sm  THOMAS  BRASSEY:  The  Ad- 
miralty, while  fully  appreciating  the 
patriotic  offers  of  service  which  they 
nave  received,  have  not  felt  justified  in 
sanctioning  the  enrolment  of  a  corps  of 
Naval  Artillery  Volunteers  at  Plymouth. 
They  do  not  consider  tUat  a  force  of  that 
nature  will  be  required  at  a  Naval  port 
where  a  considerable  reserve  of  Marines 
and  Naval  Pensioners  already  exists. 
The  number  of  Naval  Volunteers  en- 
rolled at  Bristol  being  comparatively 
few,  it  was  thought  a  contingent  from 
the  neighbouring  port  of  Swansea  would 
be  useml ;  and  the  recent  visit  of  His 
Boyal  Highness  the  Prince  of  Wales 
afforded  a  g^d  opportunity  for  raising 
a  batteiy. 

ARMY  (INDIA)— MILITARY  CHAPLAINS. 

Mb.  O'DONNELL  asked  the  Secretary 

of  State  for  India,  Whether  Ms  atten- 


tion has  been  cdled  to  the  great  differ- 
ence in  the  treatment  of  Protestant  and 
OathoUc  Military  chaplains  in  India; 
whether  it  is  the  case  that,  while  a 
Protestant  chaplain  is  paid  at  the  rate 
of  £300  and  £600  a  year,  and  is  assured 
of  a  comfortable  pension  on  retircHnent,  a 
Oatfaolio  chaplainis  not  only  remunerated 
at  a  far  lower  rate,  but  is  totally  destitute 
of  any  provision  for  his  old  age,  no  matter 
how  long  his  service  with  the  troops 
may  have  been;  whether  many  thou- 
sands <tf  Irish  OEitholic  soldiers  reeeive 
the  services  of  such  chaplains  in  India ; 
whether,  in  particular,  his  ^ttentioi^  has 
been  called  to  the  case  of  the  Iteverend 
Father  Augustine,  late  chaplain  at  Dag- 
shai,  who  retired  last  month  after  thirty- 
three  years'  sarvice,  during  which  he 
was  never  allowed  a  day's  leave  or  fiir- 
lough  to  recruit  his  hcNolth,  and  who  is 
now,  in  old  age  and  broken  health,  sn 
absolute  pauper,  solely  dependent  upon 
a  small  aole  iSrom  tibie  -jjoox  Bishop  of 
his  diocese,  and  upon  the  occasional 
charity  of  native  Christians;  and, 
whether  he  proposes  to  remedy  this  state 
of  affairs? 

Thb  Mabqubss  of  HABTINGTON  : 
This  subject  was  fully  explained  in 
Papers  presented  to  Parliament  (Be- 
tum  No.  243  of  1876),  and  I  can  scarcely 

S've  a  full  explanation  in  a  reply  to  a 
uestion.  There  are  no  militaA  chap- 
lains in  India,  Protestant  or  Uathohc. 
There  is  an  establishment  of  chaplains 
of  the  Church  of  England ;  because  the 
great  majority  of  civil  and  military 
servants  of  the  Grown  in  India  belong 
to  that  communion.  But  wherever  there 
are  a  sufficient  number  of  Boman  Oatho- 
Uc soldiers  to  justify  expenditure  for 
provision  of  the  ministrations  of  religion 
Koman  Catholic  priests  are  employed 
for  this  purpose  ;  and  the  principles  upon 
which  their  remuneration  is  based  will 
be  found  to  be  explained  in  the  Papers 
referred  to.  My  attention  has  not  been 
called  to  the  case  of  the  Bey.  Father 
AuRustine,  and  the  India  Office  have 
no  mformation  on  the  subject. 

INDIA— INCREASE  OF  INTEMPERANCE. 
Mb.  O'DONNELL  asked  the  Secre- 
tary of  State  for  India,  Whether  his  at- 
tention has  been  called  to  the  three  Pe- 
titions proceeding  from  the  Mohamme- 
dan National  Association,  Merchants  and 
Bankers  of  Calcutta,  and  the  Anglican 
Bishop  and  Olergy  of  Calcutta,  respec- 
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tively,  recently  presented  to  Sir  Asliley 
Eden  on  the  subject  of  increased  drunk- 
enness, and  suggesting  the  closing  of 
liquor  shops  on  Sunday  as  a  means  of 
diminishing  the  evil ;  whether  he  has 
noticed  the  statement  of  Sir  Ashley 
Eden,  in  refusing  the  Petitions,  that, 
"  there  can  be  no  doubt  that  there  is  an 
increase  of  drinking  among  the  natives ;" 
and,  whether  he  proposes  to  take  any 
steps  in  view  of  the  numerous  represen- 
tations on  the  subject  of  the  increase  of 
drinking  habits  among  the  Indian  popu- 
lation ? 

The  Mabquess  of  HARTINGTON  : 
I  have  seen  the  Petitions  referred  to, 
asking  that  liquor  shops  in  Calcutta 
may  be  closed  on  Sundays.  The  hon. 
Member's  Question  conveys  an  inaccu- 
rate idea  of  the  effect  of  the  Lieutenant 
Gx>vemor's  reply  to  the  Memorialists. 
Sir  Ashley  Eden  said  that  while — 

'*  No  doubt  there  may  be  an  increase  of  drink- 
ing,  it  is  not  among  the  class  that  frequents  the 
liquor  shops ;  it  is  among  the  middle  classes, 
who  drink  in  their  own  houses." 

That  careful  inquiry  had  convinced 
him  that — 

''The  alleged  increase  in  intemperance  is 
more  imaginary  than  real." 

And  that,  at  any  rate,  any  such  increase 
was  not  due  to  multiplication  of  liquor 
shops,  as  the  number  of  these  shops  had 
been  reduced  in  Calcutta  and  its  suburbs, 
with  a  population  of  550,000,  from  602 
in  1871  to  403  in  1881.  Nor  did  Sir 
Ashley  Eden  absolutely  refuse  the  prayer 
of  the  Petitioners ;  but  said  he  could  not 
legally  comply  with  it  during  the  term 
for  which  the    existing  licences  were 

granted,  but  that  he  would  see  that  the 
ouses  were  closed  for  a  part  of  Sunday 
when  the  licences  came  to  be  renewed. 
In  reply  to  the  last  part  of  the  Question, 
although  I  have  no  reason  to  think  that 
there  is  any  disposition  on  the  part  of 
the  Government  of  India  to  adopt  mea- 
sures which  may  have  a  tendency  to  pro- 
mote intemperance  among  the  popula- 
tion, I  shall  call  their  attention  to  the 
necessity  of  exercising  extreme  care  and 
caution  in  the  matter. 

Mb.  ARTHUR  O'CONNOR  asked  if 
there  was  not  a  considerable  increase 
in  the  Excise  Revenue  during  the  last 
financial  year,  especiaUy  in  Beng^  ? 

Thb  I^Eabqitess  of  mARTINOTON  : 
There  has  certainly  been  an  increase  in 
fhe  Revenue  referred  to  by  the  hon. 

Mr.  O'Jknnell 


Member ;  but  I  do  not  admit  that  it  has 
anything  to  do  with  the  subject  of  the 
Question  of  the  hon.  Member  for  Dun- 
garvan. 

THE  COMMERCIAL  TREATY  WITH 
FRANCE— THE  NEGOTIATIONS. 

Mb.  ARMITAGE  asked  the  Under 
Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign  Affairs, 
When  the  Correspondence,  with  refer- 
ence to  the  negotiations  for  a  French  Com- 
mercial Treaty,  subsequent  to  August 
22nd,  1881,  will  be  laid  upon  the  Table 
of  this  House  ? 

Sib  CHARLES  W.  DILKE:  The 
Correspondence  to  which  my  hon.  Friend 
refers  was  laid  on  the  Table  on  Tuesday, 
and  is  being  distributed  this  day. 

ARMY  ORGANIZATION— COMPULSORY 
RETIREMENT  OF  PURCHASE  CAP- 
TAINS. 

SiB  HENRY  FLETCHER  asked  the 
Secretary  of  State  for  War,  Whether 
those  purchase  captains  who,  having 
reached  the  age  or  service  at  which, 
under  the  Royal  Warrants  of  ISih 
August  1877,  and  1st  May  1878,  they 
became  ineligible  for  further  promotion 
or  higher  pension,  were,  in  order  to 
avoid  supersession,  compelled  to  retire 
and  retired  on  pensions  under  those 
Warrants,  will  be  placed  on  the  same 
footing  as  regards  rank  and  pension  as 
officers  of  the  same  class  compulsorily 
retired  under  the  Royal  Warrant  of 
26th  June  1881,  the  latter  having  no 
stronger  claims  than  the  former,  while 
enjoying  the  advantage  of  not  being 
liable  to  supersession  on  account  of 
age?" 

Mb.  CHILDERS  :  The  Question  of 
the  hon.  and  gallant  Gentleman  relates 
to  certain  officers  retired  under  the 
Warrant  of  1877,  who,  if  they  had  re- 
mained in  the  Army  until  1881,  might 
have  retired  on  better  terms ;  and  the 
object  of  the  Question  is  to  obtain  for 
them  that  the  rank  and  pension  on 
which  they  retired  should  be  raised  to 
the  level  of  the  officers  compulsorily 
retired  in  1881.  The  ground  of  the 
claim  I  take  to  be  that  we  have  cancelled 
the  retirement  of  certain  non-purchase 
captains,  who  were  compelled  to  leave 
the  Army  at  40  years  of  age,  thuB,  in  a 
certain  sense,  giving  a  retrospective 
character  to  the  Warrant.  The  differ- 
ence, however,  between  the  two  oases  is 
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{hat  in  the  latter  there  was  no  question 
of  improYing  the  terms  of  an  already- 
oompleted  retirement,  but  only  of  re-aa- 
mitting  to  the  Army  certain  officers 
within  a  few  months  retired  for  age, 
who,  under  the  new  Warrant,  need  not 
retire.  After  well  weighino^  both  sides, 
I  feel  bound  to  adhere  to  the  rule  that 
no  increase  of  retired  pay  can  be  allowed 
under  a  new  Warrant  to  an  officer  who 
retired  under  a  former  one;  and  that 
the  only  boon  which  could  be  conceded 
would  DO  as  to  honorary  rank,  and  this 
has  been  granted. 

ABMY  MEDICAL  SERYIOK 

Mb.  GIBSON  asked  the  Secretary  of 
State  for  War,  Whether,  with  regard  to 
tiie  Warrant  of  January  1880,  which 
directs  that — 

**  (8)  a  puUic  and  open  oompetition  shall  bo 
bald  twice  in  the  year,  for  the  admianon  of 
qm^ifled  medical  candidates  as  probationers,  and 
uat  the  nomber  of  appointments  so  competed 
for  shall  not  be  less  than  half  of  the  number  of 
moeacies  which  shall  haye  arisen  in  the  last 
completed  half-year  ending  on  the  30th  June 
or  Slat  December,'* 

and  that — 

**  (S)  not  less  than  half  the  number  of  vacan- 
das  shall  be  filled  up  by  competition," 

he  oould  state  how  many  medical  vacan- 
cies occurred  in  the  half-year  ended  Slst 
December  1881 ;  and  how  many  of  such 
Tacandes  were  filled  up  by  competition 
at  the  last  examination;  and,  whether 
the  terms  of  the  Warrant,  aud  the  en- 
gagements it  held  out  to  candidates, 
have  been  satisfied  ? 

Me.  CHILDERS:  The  right  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman  puts  to  me  a 
Question  turning^  on  the  meaning  of  the 
word  "vacancy.  Formerly,  when  the 
medical  service  was  not  so  popular  as  it 
is  now,  and  it  was  difficult  to  fill  its 
ranks  by  competition,  it  was  considered 
desirable  that  the  Secretary  of  State 
should  have  the  power  to  allow  some  of 
the  first  appointments  to  the  Medical 
Department  to  be  made  by  selection 
through  the  principal  medical  schools; 
but  it  was  provided  by  the  Article  which 
he  quotes,  that  at  least  half  should  enter 
by  competition;  the  word  "vacancies," 
of  course,  meaning  the  number  of  ap- 
pointments which  it  was  requisite  to  ml 
up.  As  a  matter  of  fact,  this  power  of 
nomination  has  never  been  exercised, 
and  all  vacancies  have  been  filled  by 


competition ;  so  that,  in  the  direction  of 
the  rif^ht  hem.  and  learned  Gentleman's 
Question,  we  have  gone  flEur  b^ond  what 
the  Warrant  requ£dd.  I  may  add  that 
there  were,  in  reality,  no  vacancies  at 
the  end  of  the  December  half-year,  80 
medical  officers  having  been  thrown  on 
our  hands  tram,  India ;  and  the  gentle- 
men who  succeeded  at  the  last  ezamina^ 
tion  will  be  appointed  to  vacancies  as 
they  occur  from  time  to  time.  In  reply 
to  the  second  Question,  it  is  evident  tnat 
the  terms  of  the  Warrant  have  been 
more  than  satisfied. 

PABUAHEKT  —  PUBLIO  BUSINESS  — 
COMMITTEB  OK  PUBLIO  AOOOUNTS 
AND  SESSIONAL  OOHMITTEE  ON 
PRINTING. 

Mb.  monk  asked  the  Financial  Se- 
cretary to  the  Treasmy,  Whether  tiie 
continued  postponement  of  the  appoint- 
ment of  the  PudUc  Accounts  Oommittee, 
and  of  the  Sessional  Oommittee,  whose 
duty  it  is  to  assist  Mr.  Speaker  in  all 
matters  relatinj;  to  the  Frintmg  executed 
by  Order  of  this  House,  and  to  select  and 
arrange  for  Printing  the  Betums  and 
Papers  presented,  in  pursuance  of  Mo- 
tions made  by  Members  of  this  House, 
is  in  an^  way  detrimental  to  the  Pub- 
lic Service;  and,  if  so,  whether  he 
will  state  to  the  House  why  he  post- 

gones  from  Tuesdav  to  Tuesday  the 
[otions  which  stand  in  his  name  in  the 
Order  Book  for  the  appointment  of  those 
Committees,  when  no  steps  are  taken  by 
the  Government  to  prevent  constant 
counts-out  on  Tuesdays  ? 

Lord  FBEDERIOK  CAVENDISH  : 
The  postponement  in  the  appointment 
of  the  two  Committes  referred  to  in  the 
Question  of  my  hon.  Friend  is  of  very 
serious  inconvenience,  more  especially 
that  of  the  Public  Accounts  Committee. 
After  having  proved  by  experience  that 
it  was  useless  to  place  the  Motion  for  the 
appointment  of  these  Committees  on 
days  on  which  the  Orders  of  the  Day 
have  precedence  of  Motions,  I  came  to 
the  conclusion  that  my  best  chance  of 
success  was  to  place  tne  Motions  down 
for  Tuesdays.  Having  been  detained 
by  business  on  Tuesday  afternoon  I  was 
on  my  way  to  the  House  on  Tuesday 
evening,  when  I  found  to  my  regret  that 
it  had  been  counted  out.  I  only  hope 
that  I  shall  meet  with  better 
next  Tuesday. 


PEOTEOTION  OF  PEltSON  AND  PRO- 
PERTY (IRELAND)  ACT,  1881— TREAT- 
MENT  OF  PRISONERS  UNDER  THE 
ACT. 

SiE  AETHUE  OTWAT  asked  the 
Ohief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant 
of  Ireland,  Whether  he  will  cause  such 
arrangements  to  be  made  in  the  various 
prisons  in  Ireland  in  which  political 
**  suspects  "  are  confined,  as  will  shorten 
the  time  of  their  solitary  confinement; 
whether  he  sees  any  objection  to  a  re- 
laxation of  the  rules  which  confine  the 
"  suspects  "  to  their  cells  from  about  six 
o'clocK  in  the  evening  until  the  follow- 
ing morning ;  and,  whether  he  will  cause 
permission  to  be  given  to  them  to  as- 
semble, in  such  place  and  manner  as  is 
consistent  with  prison  discipline,  for  two 
or  three  hours  after  their  early  supper  ? 

Mb.  DILLWYN:  Before  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  answers  the  Question  I 
should  like  to  ask  him  whether  his  atten- 
tion has  been  called  to  a  letter  in 
The  Timss  of  this  day,  signed  ''  Audi 
Alteram  Partem,"  g^iving  extracts  from 
letters  alleged  to  have  been  written  by 
some  of  the  "  suspects ; "  and  if  the  de- 
scription therein  given  of  the  treatment 
of  "  suspects  "  in  Ireland  is  substantially 
true? 

Mb.  DAWSON:  Before  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  answers,  I  wish  to 
point  out  that  the  hour  at  which  pri- 
soners are  confined  in  the  evening  is  5 
o'clock  and  not  6,  as  stated  in  the  Ques- 
tion of  the  hon.  Baronet. 

Sib  AETHUE  OTWAT  :  I  put  in  6 
o'clock. 

Mb.  W.  B.  FOESTEE  :  With  respect 
to  the  Question  of  my  hon.  Friend,  I 
oertainly  saw  the  letter  to  which  he 
refers.  The  letter  certainly  states  that 
in  Ths  Tuam  Herald — a  paper  of  rather 
strong  views  in  the  direction  of  hon. 
Members  opposite — two  letters  had  ap- 
peared from  persons  at  present  confined 
as  ''  suspects,''  in  which  they  certainly 
gave  the  impression  to  their  friends  that 
they  did  not  find  the  prison  arrangements 
inconvenient;  in  fact,  rather  of  a  con- 
traiy  kind.  I  have  not  myself  seen 
those  lettera,  but  I  have  no  reason  to 
believe  that  they  are  not  correct ;  and  I 
have  myself  received  information  that 
several  prisoners  have  taken  the  same 
view.  With  regard  to  the  Question  of 
ngf  hon.  Eriend  (Sir  Arthur  Otway),  it 
Is  a  mstt«r  of  importance ;  and  1  am 
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afraid  I  must  ask  the  House  to  give  me  a 
littie  more  time  than  is  usual  in  answer- 
ing Questions.  Strictly  speaking,  my 
hon.  Friend's  Question  would,  to  my 
mind,  refer  to  a  very  small  proportion 
of  the  ''  suspects  "  now  in  gaol.  My 
hon.  Friend  uses  the  phrase  ^'political 
suspects."  As  I  have  frequently  stated, 
I  do  not  think  that  any  of  those  prisoners 
can  be  rightly  called  ''politicalprisoners," 
—  [Mr.  Healy  :  Oh,  oh  !j  —  except 
those  who  are  detained  on  reasonable 
suspicion  of  treasonable  practices.  I  do 
not  wish  to  debate  the  matter  now ;  but 
I  must  again  state  that  I  do  not  think 
persons  who  are  detained  on  reasonable 
suspicion  of  either  committing  crimes  of 
violence,  or  intimidation,  or  inciting 
thereto,  can  rightly  be  called  "political 

Srisoners."  I  take  my  hon.  Friend's 
tuestion  as  if  he  meant  to  apply  it  to  all 
the  "suspects;"  and,  imdoubtedly,  it 
would  be  undesirable  tiiat  arrangements 
should  be  made  for  some  and  not  for 
others.  I  can  only  again  state  what  I 
stated  last  year.  When  asking  Parlia- 
ment to  assent  to  the  Act  I  stated  that 
we  intended  to  use  it  for  the  purpose  of 
prevention,  and  not  of  punishment ;  and 
although  I  do  not  expect  any  credit  from 
hon.  Members  opposite,  I  may  say  that 
I  have  carried  it  out  irrespective  of  any- 
thing said  about  too  much  forbearance 
or  too  much  relaxation,  upon  the  prin- 
ciple of  listening  to  every  complaint,  by 
whomsoever  it  was  made,  that  reached 
me,  and  simply  on  this  groimd — that  the 
regulations  that  were  made  were  to  be 
as  easy  as  is  consistent  with  being  in 
prison,  provided  these  three  conditions 
were  fulfilled — first,  the  observance  of 
prison  discipline,  which,  hon.  Members 
must  be  aware,  is  necessary ;  secondly, 
provision  for  the  safe-keeping  of  the 
prisoners ;  and,  thirdly,  the  prevention 
of  the  carrying  on  from  the  prison  these 
incitements  to  outrages  for  which  the 
"suspects"  were  detained.  And  I  do 
not  think  I  need  do  more  than  refer  to 
what  are  notorious  circumstances  to  show 
that  this  last  has  been  a  provision  neces- 
sary to  be  kept  in  view,  and  which  it  is 
necessary  still  to  keep  in  view.  As  re- 
gards the  six  hours'  association,  I  must 
remind  the  House  that  the  matter  was 
debated  last  year,  and  though  I  do  not 
mean  to  say  it  was  approved  by  hon. 
Members  opposite— [Aur.  Healy  :  Hear, 
hear !  J — because  they  were  opposed  to 
every  matter  connected  with  the  Act — it 
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WM  aooepted  by  the  House  as  an  ar- 
nmgement  whion  was  fair  an^  reason- 
able, and  wMoh  was  believe^  to  lyiye 
worked  well  in  the  Westmeaih  Fimon ; 
and  the  ease  shown  in  the  House  was  not 
against  havinff  the  six  hours  adopted,  but 
against  the  adoj^tion  of  the  general  rule 
<n  prisons  allowing  only  two  hours.  I 
stated  a  day  or  two  ago,  when  the  matter 
was  brought  forward,  that  I  would  im- 
mediately make  in^uiiy  as  to  whether 
more  oomd  not  be  given  in  the  OTening. 
I  did  so  at  onoe,  and  I  am  yery  glad  to 
say  that  I  find  more  time  oan  be  given. 
I  propose  that,  without  delay,  this  modi- 
fi(»tion  of  the  rule  shall  be  made.  There 
shall  be  half-an-hour  allowed  for  exer- 
cise, ^ir.  Hbalt  :  Oh,  oh  I  mki  Uvuih- 
UrJ\  J^erhapshon.  Members  will  allow 
me  to  finish.  Half-an-hour  more  for 
eizercise  will  be  ffiven  in  the  morning, 
and  an  hour  and  a-half  given  in  tiie 
evening  alter  sujmer.  The  prisoner  will 
not  be  oompelled  to  take  exercise  at 
these  hours  if  he  does  not  wish  to  do  so; 
it  would  be  at  his  option  whether  he 
prefened  to  be  in  the  association  hall  or 
taking  exeroise.  I  do  not  deny  that 
there  is  some  degree  of  danger  in  this; 
beoause  it  is  an  undoubted  truth  that 
Bueh  a  letter  as  my  hon.  Friend  (Mr. 
Dillwyn)  alluded  to  does  represent  some 
portion  of  feeUng  in  Irelfmd,  beoause 
we  not  unfirequently  have  had  cases  in 
which  we  had  reason  to  believe  that 
people  wished  and  preferred  to  be  ar- 
rested. I  think  myself  it  is  bettor  to 
err  on  the  right  side ;  and,  therefore,  I 
am  glad  to  be  able  to  make  this  modifi- 
cation. As  so  much  has  been  said  about 
the  authorities  in  Dublin  Castle,  I  may 
say  I  am  entirely  supported  by  them  on 
this  subject.  I  wish  to  say  one  thing. 
If  blame  is  to  be  attached  to  anyone  for 
the  administration  of  this  Act,  and  if  it 
oan  be  proved  afterwards  that  there  is 
blame,  it  must  fall  upon  me.  I  alone 
am  responsible  for  it.  I  have  carefully 
looked  into  the  details  of  the  cases,  as 
much  as  I  possibly  could ;  and  nothing 
could  be  more  unfair  than  for  me  to 
allow  the  House  for  a  moment  to  sup- 
pose that  anything  that  may  be  con- 
sidered harsh — although,  I  am  sure,  it 
has  been  my  endeavour  to  make  it  as 
little  harsh  as  possible — ^is  due  to  the 
authorities  at  the  Casde.  I  say  at  once 
that  is  not  the  case.  I  wish,  with  the 
permisaion  of  the  House,  torefer  to  one  or 
two  other  mattersbearing  on  this  subject. 


It  was  stated  by  hon.  Members  opposite 
that  the  time  lor  Divine  Service  was 
taken  from  the  time  during  which  thd 
y  Suspects  "  associated.  I  promised  to 
inquire  into  this,  and  atop  tae  praoticei 
if  it  did  take  place.  My  information  is, 
that  there  was  only  one  priton  in  which 
this  was  done.  Half-an-hour  wa9  de- 
ducted at  Kilkenny.  [Mr.  Hsalt:  And 
Aropiaffh.]  Well,  that  wiU  be  looked 
into ;  but  it  has  been  stopped  at  Kil- 
kenny. Then  it  was  statea  that  visitoni 
came  to  gloat  over  the  suffenngs  of  the 
prisoners.  This  I  did  not  believe  to  be 
true.  [Mr.  Hxalt  :  I  oan  give  you  th0 
name  of  one  man-^Towasend.]  Yery 
numerous  applications  have  been  mad$ 
tosee the  prisons  in  which  the ''  suspects" 
are  detained;  but  the  rule  v^  and  the 
order  is,  that  these  amplications  shall  b0 
refused.  GRien  it  was  stated  how  hard 
it  was  that  the  prisoners  should  not  have 
any  recreation ;  and  tiie  hon.  Member 
f6r  Sligo  descanted  upon  my  barbaxilgf 
in  not  permitting  chess  to  be  played. 

Mb.  SEXTON:  I  said  nothing  what- 
ever about  it. 

Mm.  HEALT :  You  refer  to  me. 

Mb.  W.  E.  FOBSTEB:  WeU,  the 
real  truth  is,  that  fropi  the  veiy  begin- 

Pthe  game  of  ball,  which  is  very 
for  exercise,  was  allowed,  and  when 
the  matter  was  laid  before  me,  I  at  once 
approved  of  chess,  draughts,  and  similar 
games.  Certainly,  since  last  November, 
there  has  been  no  restriction  on  such 
games,  and,  so  far  as  the  game  of  ball  is 
concerned,  the  permission  has  existed 
for  a  longer  period.  If  permission  was 
not  given  beiore,  it  was  because  it  was 
not  asked.  Then  it  was  said  that  the 
prisoners  were  not  allowed  to  rest  at 
night  in  peace,  and  that  the  lanterns  of 
the  turnkeys  were  flashed  every  now 
and  then  upon  sleeping  prisoners.  This, 
I  am  told,  IS  quite  untrue.  The  warders 
have  not,  in  fact,  keys  in  their  possession 
after  10  o'clock ;  and,  besides,  tne  prisons 
in  which  this  was  said  to  have  occurred 
were  not  specified.  I  have  only  further 
to  add,  although  they  are  not  contained 
in  this  Question,  that  in  other  stetemento 
I  believe  there  was  either  very  great 
exaggeration  or  great  mistakes.  I  Uiink 
it  is  only  fair  to  ^he  viembers  of  the 
General  Prisons  Board  that  I  should 
read  the  concluding  words  of  a  letter 
from  one  of  the  members  of  the  Board 
answering    these    questions.    He 
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*'  I  regret  to  have  not  had  sufficient  time  to  tiate  all  I  stated,  and  much  more,  before 

enable  me  to  inquire  at  each  prison  on  the  |^y  tribunal 

Tarious  qneetionB  raised;  but   1    believe   the  Vr_    -rjrr    -A    •prk'DarrirD  .  x  ««•  „^^A 

treatment  to  be  the  same  in  aU  prisons.    But  ^,  *^^-  W.  E.  F0B8TEK  :  I  am  glad 

the  statements  made  are,  in  many  instances,  ^^e  non.   Member  made   tnat   remark, 

untrue,  and  in  others  much  exaggerated."  If  lie  will   g^ve  me  Notice  of  a  Ques- 

rm. •    •      1.  i.  T     •  1-  X    •                       XT-  ^on  on    the   subject  to-morrow  I  will 

This  iswhat  I  wiah  to  impress  upon  the  ^^^  ^^  ^  explination,  and,  to  a  con- 

^^^  siderable  extent,  a  refutation  of  the  state- 

**  The  extreme  unfairness   of  not   at   once  ment  he  made  about  himself. 

bringing  to  the  notice  of  the  Board  any  cases  Me.  HEAL  Y  :    Will  the   right  hon. 

ol  complaint  I  need  not  again  point  out ;  as  if  Gentleman  state  whether  it  is  not  a  fact 

S^^TJ^rt'^&a^J^^nT^^^  th^t  '^ suspects"   have  to   sweep  their 

appeal  to  the  Chief  Secretary."  C©ll8»  or  pay  men  for  doing  so  ? 

Mb.  W.  E.  FOESTER  :  Perhaps  the 

I  may  just  say  to  those  in  the  House  hon.  Member  will  give  Notice  of  that 

who  will  belieye    me — it   may  be  the  also. 

large  majority — ^that  I  never  would  have  ^  .„,  .^-r^  «^^^,^    ^^«^«««^«  .,« 

thoVt  of  neglecting  to  examine  any  ^^  ^^  J.^^l^.:;?^??^^^^  ^^ 

case  in  which  it  was^stated  the  Board  „      ^      BASINGSTOKE, 

had  refused  to  redress  a  grievance.  M^-  OAINE  asked  the  Secretary  of 

Sir  ARTHUR  OTWAT  asked  whe-  State  for  the  Home  Department,  If  his 

ther  he  was  right  in  supposing  the  right  attention  has  been  called  to  a  paragraph 

hon.  Gentleman  to  say  that  after  the  ^^  t^®    "  ^^^J  News "    of  yesterday, 

usual  time  for  locking  the  prisoners  up  beaded  •*  Uproarious  Meeting  at  Basing- 

they  would  be  allowed  to  assemble  to-  stoke,"   describing  a  meeting  held  by 

gether  for  an  hour  and  a-half  in  the  ^r-  ^^^h  in   that   town,  in  the  Com 

evening?  Exchange,  to  consider  the  question  of 

Mb.  W.  E.  FORSTER  intimated  that  the    agricultural   labourer.      It    states 

that  was  correct.  that — 

Sir  ARTHUR  OT WAY  asked  his  "  The  room  was  occupied  before  the  proceed- 
right  hon.  Friend  whether,  in  regard  to  \^^  commenc«l  by  a  ^ng  of  roughs.  Mr. 
♦vl  n»^<.4^/v««  «.«♦  *«  !,:«•  i>«  4.iwv  \.^^  ^'^'^  attempted  to  speak,  but  was  refused  a 
the  Question  put  to  him  by  the  hon.  bearing,  an/ was  pelted  ^th  rotten  eggs  and 
Member  for  Swansea,  there  was  reason  ©chre.  Mr.  Mitchell  shared  the  same  fate. 
to  believe  that  the  letters  in  7%^  TSmss  After  an  hour  and  a  half  had  been  vainly  spent 
were  invented  for  a  purpose ;  if  not,  "^  endeavouring  to  obtain  quietude,  the  meet- 
whether  he  had  any  reason  to  suppose  i^^g  was  brought  to  an  end  amid  much  uproar ;" 
that,  in  all  probability,  they  were  the  whether  the  authorities  of  Basingstoke 
letters  of  an  Irish  prisoner ;  or  whether  were  aware  that  this  meeting  was  broken 
it  was  not  possible  that  they  might  be  up  by  the  same  organized  gang  whose 
an  Irishjoke  ?  violence  towards  the  members  of  the 

Mr.  W.  E.  FORSTER :  I  do  not  think  Salvation  Army  has  more  than  once  been 

they  were  more  than  the  mere  expres-  the  subject  of  Parliamentary  inquiry ; 

sion  of  what  the  writers  felt.    I  know  and,  if  the  Home  Office  will  take  the 

that  similar  statements  have  been  made  matter  into  immediate  consideration  ? 

before  in  Ireland.  Sir  WILFRID  LAWSON  asked  the 

Ma.  SEXTON :  I  ask  the  indulgence  Secretary  of  State  for  the  Home  Depart- 
of  the  House  to  say  a  few  words.  The  ment,  Whether  it  is  true  that,  on  Sep- 
right  hon.  Gentleman  has  stated,  on  the  tember  21st  1881,  ten  of  the  Basing- 
authority  of  the  Prisons  Board,  that  stoke  roi^hs  were  released  from  Win- 
some of  the  complaints  made  were  ex-  Chester  Qaol,  where  they  had  been 
ag^rated,  and  some  untrue.  I  have  suffering  a  fortnight's  imprisonment  for 
maae  two  statements  in  this  House  of  attacks  on  the  Salvation  Army ;  whether 
my  personal  experience  in  prison,  and  they  were  brought  home  to  Basingstoke 
these  have  attracted  considerable  atten-  in  a  carriage  and  four,  escorted  by  oat- 
tion.  I  wish  now  to  say,  most  solemnly,  riders  in  fancy  costumes,  and  aocom- 
in  the  presence  of  this  House,  that  every  panied  by  their  supporters,  the  brewers 
statement  I  made  was  accurate;  and  and  publicans  of  Basingstoke;  whether, 
that  there  were  other  matters  equally  in  the  evening,  a  banquet  was  given  to 
aoonrate  with  whioh  I  have  not  troubled  the  released  prisoners  in  the  C&m  Ex- 
fhs  House.    I  am  prepared  to  subirtan-  change,  whicn  was  granted  for  the  pur- 

Jlr.  W.  E.  Foriter 
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posa  by  the  OorporKtioii,  the  prooeediiif^  troduoe  the  Bankruptcy  Bill ;  bnt,  oon- 

beiDg  wound  up  by  a  free  figat,  in  whic^  sidering    the    present   state   of    Pnblto 

the  police  were  powerless  ;  and,  whether  Bunness,  I  am  not  sangine  of  being  able 

any  oommunication  has  been  mode  &om  to  do  so  before  Easter. 

the  Home  Office  to  the  anthoritieB  of 

Baaingstohe,  with  a  view  to  the  better  ENGUkSD  AND  SPAIN,  ITALY  AND 

preaerration  of  order  ?  PORTUGAL— CO  SfMEHCIAL 

Sia    WILLIAM    HAECOUHT :     I  THBATIES 

know  nothing  ofeither  of  these  two  cir-  jj^  y^^.  j^^  ^^^  ^^^  Under  8e- 

onmetancee  referred  to  in  the  first  Uues-    „_„,„_„  „»   a*.,i„    r^     v  __■ *  ip  ■_ 

r'.S.r  ^^".'ciS™."!']',^  M.dridOo™.po.d„..ofU.e..Ti»„," 

lobjtlnhoii.  Membm  for  Oarliile  hu  ,  "  l!;;!  Bpm.  la.  o».r«l  IWtad  tl«  ■  mo« 

,  {          >           v..       ]                  •■  favoured  nation   termi,  OD  oondibonoi  Spaniah 

not  been  brought  under  my  notice.  ^„  bei,^^  ^^^j^  '^^  ,  ^uUmg  p.r  ^on, 

Mr.  OAINE  gave  Notice  that,  in  con-  ap  U>  36  desToe*  of  8yke»'  alooholmetor,  bnt 

sequence  of  the  Home  Secretary's  reply,  that  England  U  tr^ng  for  oonoodoiu  on  Eng< 

he  would,   on   an  early   day,  call  atten-  ^^  imports,  e»pe<naUy  teztilei  and  maohinory, 

tion  to  the  fact  that  the  Magistrates  in  ^^j'!^."^'"  "  '"«l8r««*nding  «>mewh.t  diiS- 

varioas  parts  of  the  Country  fail  to  pro-  ,'      ,    .,       .^    .    ^i.               .v  ^   tt 

Tide  adiquate  protection    to   Her  Ma-  ^^  "'j^*;^"  it  im  iha   T\^    ?*" 

jesty-s   selects,    aesembled    in    lawful  Majesty's  QoTemment,notw.^tanduig 

public  meeting,  from  the  attacks  of  die-  ^^^^  protestataons  to  the  contrwy,  have 

lw)»i-  ^~~.™. ,  -..J  t^  ™-.„.,  .  -D».»i..  80  fat  reconsidered  their  position  as  to 

orderly  persons    ana  to  move  a  Kesolu-  i.        .     ■,,    ■            ^  ^       *^..ii.               i 

^         ■)  r             >  t)Q  actually  in  negotiation,  at  the  present 
moment,  with  Spain,  Italy,  and  Fortn- 

gal,  with  a  view  to  the  oonolusion  of 
ommercial  Treaties  based  precisely 
upon  that  principle  of  reciprooi^  which 

Mb.  M'LAREN  asked  the  Secreta^  the  OoTemment  has  hitherto  lepudi- 

of  State  for  the  Home  Departmeot,  If  ated? 

be  is  aware  that  a  young  man  is  being  Sib   CHAItLES  W.    DILKE;    My 

prosecuted  in  the  City  of  London   for  answer  to  the   first  paragraph  of  the 

selling  a  religious  periodical  called  the  Question  is  that  it  is  not  true.     My  an- 

"War  Cry"  in  the  streets;  and,  whe-  awer  to  the  second  paragraph  is  that  it 

ther  he  is  prepared  to  direct  the  prose-  is  not  the  case, 
oution  also  of  the  persons  who  habitually 

obstruct  the  streets  of  London  by  offer-  THE  CIVIL  SERVICE  ESTTSIATE3. 

ing  for  sale  the  indecent   periodicals,  j^^    COCHBANE- PATRICK  asked 

with  offensive  contents  bills,  which  have  Mr.  ChanceUor  of  the  Exchequer,  Whe- 

been  hawked  in  public  for  the  last  nine  tij^,  t^e  sum  of  £10,000  mentioned  in 

months  without  any  interference  on  the  tijg  oj^l  Service  Estimates,  issued  on 

part  ofthe  police  ? „„^„  „  the  lOth  instant,  aa  a  grant  in  aid  of 

SiH WILLIAM  HAECOUET:Iknow  th^  Medical  Belief  given  to  Parochial 

nothing  of  the  circumatanoea,  and  I  have  Boards  in  Scotland,  is  the  whole  sum 

no  authority  over  the  City  PoUce  or  the  proposed  to  be  given  this  year,  taking 

City  Magistrates  in  this  matter.     In  re-  jnto  consideration  the  statement  made 

gard  to  the  latter  part  of  the  Question,  j,.   jjim  q^   the   2nd    of  August    last, 

it  would  be  the  duty  of  the  police  to    jij^^ 

prevent  the  public  sale  of  such  papers  ,,  _.              .  ,            i-„u_     j    .  vi    . 

ii.     u        if      V          r       i.  There  mnst  bs  eqnahaatiOD  adaptable  to 

as  the  hon.  Member  refers  to.  „,;,  ^^  „^,  ^^„  ^onlar  Vol««,  but  that 

adoption  mnst  be  immediate.     He  meant  that 

BANKRUPTCY  BILL.  tliey  ""«*  not  again  preaent  the  Votet  in  the 

flhanc  in  which  ^ev  now  were  f  " 

Mb.  H.  S.  NOETHCOTE  asked  the  "^P*  """""^  "">?  "o"  "^ 

Presidentof  the  Board  of  Trade,  If  it  TheCHANCELLOHoftheEXOHE- 

ii  his  intention  to  introduce  the  Bank-  QUEE  (Mr.  Gladstomb)  :  I  beg  to  dis- 

ruptcy  Bill  before  Eastet  ?  own    rather     emphatically    the    words 

Mb.  CHAMBERLAIN:  In  answer  to  which  this  Question  ascribes  to  me.     I 

the  Question  of  the  hon.  Gentleman,  I  am  reported  in  this  Question  to  have 

oay  say  I  am  extremely  anxious  to  in-  aaid  that — 
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''There  miut  be  equaUntioii  adaptable  to 
this  and  some  other  particular  Votes,  but  that 
adoption  must  be  immediate." 

Sir,  I  am  not  a  ereat  master  of  the  Eng- 
lish language ;  but  I  must  distinguish 
between  the  form  and  the  subttanoe,  and 
the  substance  of  what  I  said,  I  think, 
was  this,  and  it  will  convey  a  clear  idea 
to  the  mind  of  the  hon.  Member.  I  did 
say,  last  year — I  am  now  speaking  from 
memory,  but  have  no  doubt  about  it — 
that  the  question  of  these  particular 
Votes  would  have  to  be  reconsidered 
before  they  were  again  proposed,  either 
upon  their  own  merits,  and  alone,  or  in 
connection  with  some  more  general  pro- 
posal. That  is  the  fact ;  and,  likewise, 
the  other  day,  in  referin^  to  the  present 
form  of  the  Estimates,  I  mentioned  the 
matter,  and  I  said  that  no  inference  was 
to  be  drawn  from '  the  present  form  of 
the  Estimates  as  to  the  intention  of  the 
Government  to  propose  them,  as  they 
stand  upon  this  and  some  other  points. 
But  I  said  it  would  be  impossible  to  re- 
cast the  Estimates  until  Parliament  had 
determined  upon  the  principle  and  the 
substance  of  its  proceeding. 

PARLIAMENTARY  REPRESENTATION- 
THE  VACANT  SEATS. 

Mb.  WAETON  asked  the  First  Lord 
of  the  Treasury,  Whether  it  is  his  in- 
tention to  bring  in  a  Bill  for  the  pur- 
pose of  filling  up  the  six  seats  in  this 
House  rendered  vacant  by  the  disfran- 
chisement of  certain  boroughs  ? 

Mr.  GLADSTONE :  This  is  a  Ques- 
tion  of  great  importance,  upon  which 
Her  Majesty's  Government  have  not  yet 
thought  it  necessary  for  them  to  arrive 
at  any  positive  determination ;  but  they 
will  take  good  care  to  announce  their 
intention  at  such  a  time  that  Gentlemen 
will  have  the  power,  not  only  of  compre- 
hending it,  but  of  taking  any  course  of 
action  which  they  may  think  proper. 

PROTECTION  OF  PERSON  AND  PRO- 
PERTY  (IRELAND)  ACT,  1881— MR. 
N.  H.  DE  VINE  AND  MR.  J.  O'CONNELL. 

Mr.  SEXTON  asked  the  First  Lord 
of  the  Treasury,  If  his  attention  has 
been  drawn  to  the  '*  Freeman's  Jour- 
nal" of  the  14th  instant,  containing 
letterB  from  Mr.  Nicholas  H.  Devine, 
lately  detained  under  the  Ooerdon  Act, 
and  Mr.  Jamea  O'Oonnell,  at  present 
detained  under  the  said  Act ;  and,  whe- 

!n$  Chancellor  of  th  Mpohsjuer 


ther  he  regards  these  lettom  as  present- 
ing the  kind  of  evidence  invited  by  him, 
with  a  view  to  inquiry  into  the  adminis- 
tration of  the  Goercion  Act,  so  far  as 
regards  the  prison  treatment  of  "sas- 
pects?" 

Mb.  W.  E.  FORSTER  :  I  will,  with 
the  permission  of  the  House,  answer 
this  Question.  I  have  seen  the  letters 
referred  to,  and  they  seem  to  me  to 
afford  further  proof  that  the  proper 
course  to  be  taken  by  prisoners  wishmg 
to  make  complaints  is  to  communicate 
with  the  Prison  Board,  who,  of  course, 
cannot  examine  nievances  unless  they 
are  told  them.  If,  however,  the  hon. 
Member  wiU  ask  me  definite  Questions 
as  to  the  facts  alleged  in  these  letters, 
and  will  give  me  time  to  make  inquiries 
before  replying,  I  shall  be  obliged  to 
him. 

PARLIAMENT— BUSINESS  OF  THE 

HOUSE— THE  NEW  RULES  OF 

PROCEDURE. 

Mr.  SOLATER-BOOTH  asked  the 
First  Lord  of  the  Treasury,  How  the 
first  new  Rule  of  Procedure,  if  adopted, 
would  operate  in  the  case  of  a  series  of 
Amendments  on  going  into  Supplv ;  and, 
whether  the  term  "  Question  under  dis- 
cussion "  will  mean  the  original  Motion 
that  Mr.  Speaker  do  leave  the  Chair,  or 
whether  it  will  have  reference  to  each 
of  the  series  of  Amendments  in  succes- 
sion as  they  become  the  subject-matter 
of  debate ;  and,  in  the  latter  case,  what 
is  to  happen  when,  the  first  of  such 
series  having  been  negatived,  the  subse- 
quent Amendments  can  only  be  debated, 
and  cannot  be  put  from  the  Chair  as 
substantial  Amendments  to  the  main 
question?  The  right  hon.  GFentleman 
said  he  asked  this  Question  because  he 
apprehended  that  the  Rule  of  Procedure 
to  which  it  referred  was  rather  a  de- 
velopment of  the  existing  practice  of  the 
House  with  regard  to  the  Previous  Ques- 
tion. It  was  a  well-known  incident  of 
that  practice,  and  laid  down  in  the  work 
of  Sir  Erskine  May,  that  the  Previous 
Question  could  not  be  moved  on  an 
Amendment. 

Me.  GLADSTONE :  That,  I  beUeve, 
which  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  has 
just  mentioned  is  a  well -understood  por- 
tion of  the  Procedure  of  this  House ;  but 
this  Rule,  which  establishes  a  new  Pro- 
cedure, will  not,  of  course,  be  governed 
by  the  practice.    Of  coxirse,  I  have  no 
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aathority  to  ezpound  any  Besolution 
which  me  House  may  adopt ;  but  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  is  quite  entitled 
to  aak  me  in  what  sense  we  understand 
the  proposed  Eule.  We  understand  the 
Besolution  in  the  strict  sense — that  is 
to  say,  that  the  step  taken  shall  refer  to 
the  actual  Question  then  under  debate, 
which  the  Speaker  shall  next  put  from 
the  Chair,  and  to  no  other.  For  ex- 
ample, if  the  Question  be  an  Amend- 
ment on  going  into  Committee  of  Supply, 
the  Question  will  be,  '^That  the  words 
proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part  of  the 
Question ; "  and  it  is  to  that  Question 
so  put,  and  to  that  alone,  that  the  terms 
of  the  Eesolution  will  apply. 

Mr.  SCLATER-BOOTH  caUed  the 
Prime  Minister's  attention  to  the  latter 
part  of  his  Question  relating  to  a  series 
of  Amendments  subsequent  to  the  first. 

Mb.  GLADSTONE :  I  think  I  have 
answered  that.  Sir.  I  have  said  that 
the  Bule  will  have  no  application  what- 
ever except  to  the  Question  immediately 
to  be  put  from  the  Chair. 

Mb.  SCLATEB-BOOTH  :  In  the  case 
I  have  put  there  would  be  no  such 
Question. 

Mb.  GLADSTONE :  As  I  understand 
it,  it  would  have  no  reference  at  all  to 
subsequent  Amendments. 

PARLIAMENT-  PUBLIC  BUSINESS— 
THE  WAYS  AND  MEANS  BILL. 

Mr.  shield  asked  the  Prime  Mi- 
nister a  Question,  of  which  he  had  given 
him  private  Notice — namely,  whether 
his  attention  had  been  called  to  a  letter 
which  had  appeared  in  The  Times  of 
Wednesday  the  15th  of  March,  signed 
**  A  Conservative  M.P.,"  impugning  the 
correctness  of  the  Prime  Minister's  state- 
ment as  to  the  time  necessary  for  carry- 
ing the  Ways  and  Means  Bill  through 
its  various  stages ;  and,  whether  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  adhered  to  the 
statement  that  it  was  necessary  to  take 
the  Report  on  the  20th  of  March,  in 
order  to  avoid  a  breach  of  the  law  ? 

Mb.  GLADSTONE:  Sir,  this  is,  I 
may  say,  the  first  time  in  my  experience 
that  the  statements  of  the  Government 
in  regard  to  a  matter  of  this  kind  have 
been  called  in  question,  especially  that 
they  are  called  in  question  by  a  Gentle- 
man who  has  held  Office  in  former  Go- 
vernments, and  who  has  held  Office  in 
the  Treasury.    As  this  has  been  done. 


however,  probably  it  will  be  the  wish  of 
the  House  that  I  should  fully  answer 
the  Question  of  my  hon.  Friend  behind 
me.  I  think  this  Question  terminated 
with  the  words,  **  in  order  to  avoid  a 
breach  of  the  law."  But  I  shall  answer 
the  Question  as  if  it  had  run  **  in  order 
to  make  a  certain  compliance  with  the 
law."  As  there  are  some  steps  and 
stages  of  this  matter  which  do  not  de- 
pend on  the  discretion  of  the  (Govern- 
ment, or  even  on  the  discretion  of  the 
House,  and  we  have  no  command  over 
them,  it  is  quite  evident  with  regard  to 
these  that  all  we  can  do  is  to  form  our 
computations  on  reasonable  principles. 
That  is  what  we  have  done,  as  I  think, 
and  I  adhere  most  striotiy  to  the  declara- 
tion I  made  in  this  House  on  Monday  last. 
With  regard  to  the  Question  of  my  hon. 
Friend,  my  attention  has  been  called  to 
the  letter  to  which  he  has  referred ;  but  I 
do  not  think  it  necessary  to  enter  into  the 
letter,  which  I  have  not  studied  with 
great  care,  because  the  letter,  as  I  under- 
stand, rests  entirely  upon  the  postscript, 
which  contains  the  heart  of  the  matter ; 
and  it  is  very  evident  that  the  **  Con- 
servative M.P.,"  whoever  he  might  be, 
is  a  gentleman  who  has  never  served  in 
the  Treasury,  or  he  could  never  have 
written  the  postscript  to  that  letter.  The 
errors  I  should  call  three.  Two  of  them 
are  matters  of  fact ;  the  third  is  matter 
of  opinion,  and  the  House  will  be  able 
to  form  its  own  judgment.  The  writer 
of  the  letter  says  that  if  the  Boyal  As- 
sent is  to  be  given  on  Wednesday,  March 
29,  there  will  be  two  days  to  spare.  Well, 
when  we  say  there  are  two  days  to  spare, 
the  meaning  of  that  is  that  there  are  two 
days  not  wanted  for  the  transaction  of 
Business.  That  is  totaUy  and  absolutely 
incorrect.  On  the  contrary,  the  two  days 
will  be  closely  filled  with  the  complex 
and  various  proceedings  that  are  neces- 
sary, after  the  Hoyal  Assent  has  been 
given  to  the  Ways  and  Means  Bill,  be- 
fore an  expenditure  of  public  money  can 
be  made.  If  inquiry  were  made  into 
the  matter  I  have  not  the  least  doubt 
that  the  practical  officers  who  conduct 
these  operations — for  they  are  not  poli- 
tical operations  —  would  satisfy  every 
reasonable  demand  upon  the  subject. 
It  is  also  to  be  observed,  in  order  to 
make  more  intelligible  the  present  state 
of  the  case,  that  it  is  only  within  the  last 
12  or  14  years  that  proceedings,  espe- 
cially where  they  touch  the  Exchequer 
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and  Audit  Board,  in  compliance  with 
rules  now  laid  down,  require  somewhat 
longer  time  and  somewhat  greater  care 
and  deliberation  in  oarr3ring  them  through 
than  used  to  be  the  case  in  the  old  time 
when  the  rule  was  different.  These  two 
days,  therefore,  are  not  days  to  spare ; 
and  in  illustration  of  that,  I  may  say 
that  on  no  occasion  since  the  year  1871, 
when  the  new  system  of  audit  was  hardly 
in  full  operation,  has  the  Ways  and 
Means  Bill  been  passed  later  than  the 
29th  of  March.  Only  twice  has  it  been 
passed  so  late  as  the  29th  of  March, 
never  later  since  1871.  But  then  the 
writer  of  this  letter  says  that  the  Bill 
having  been  read  a  first  time  in  the 
House  of  Lords  on  Friday,  March  24,  it 
would  pass  through  all  its  stages  on 
Monday,  March  27,  and  a  messenger 
might  be  sent  to  Mentone  on  that  even- 
ing. Now,  what  is  necessary  is  this. 
Of  course,  I  assume  that  the  House  of 
Lords  proceeds  in  its  ordinary  form.  The 
Bill,  it  is  said,  would  be  read  on  Friday 
the  first  time  in  the  House  of  Lords, 
after  being  read  a  third  time  in  the 
House  of  Commons.  On  Monday  it 
would  go  through  all  its  stages  in  the 
House  of  Lords.  But  the  House  of 
Lords  begins  Business  at  a  quarter  past 
5  o'clock.  You  will  say  that  the  Busi- 
ness might  be  concluded,  perhaps,  as 
soon  as  6  o'clock.  That  having  been 
done,  intelligence  that  the  Bill  has 
passed  through  all  its  stages  must  be 
sent  by  telegraph  to  Mentone.  The  time 
occupied  by  the  message  in  travelling  is 
uncertain  ;  but,  unquestionably,  it  would 
amount  to  several  hours.  According  to 
the  "  Conservative  M.P.,"  this  proce- 
dure having  terminated,  we  will  say,  at  6 
o'clock,  and  the  telegram  requiring  four 
or  five  hours  for  transit — and  certainly 
less  could  not  be  prudently  allowed. 
['*  Yes  !"1  Well,  I  will  not  quarrel  with 
you  on  that  point,  and  will  take  it  at 
three  hours,  or  a  further  rationally 
shorter  period,  and  supposing  it  does, 

gou  will  see  the  effect  immediately, 
upposing,  then,  the  message  arrives  at 
Mentone  at  10  or  11  o'clock.  It  is 
stated  in  the  postscript  to  the  letter  that 
the  messenger  would  leave  Mentone  that 
night;  but  the  objection  to  that  is  that 
the  only  express  train  he  could  leave 
Mentone  by  departs  in  the  afternoon  at 
4  o'dook.  It  would  not  be  easy  for  the 
messenger  to  leave  by  that  train,  when 
{he  piooeedings  here  do  not  conclude  till 
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6  o'clock,  and  the  telegram  does  not 
reach  Mentone  till  three  or  four  hours 
afterwards.  Then,  thirdly,  the  assump- 
tion of  this  postscript  is  that  one  of  the 
stages  of  the  Bill  is  to  be  taken  on 
Wednesday,  the  22nd.  Now,  I  say  we 
should  have  been  grossly  culpable  if  we 
had  assumed  that  a  stage  of  the  Bill 
would  be  gone  through  on  Wednesday. 
When  this  matter  was  first  brought 
under  my  notice  I  immediately  struck 
out  Wednesday,  and  I  am  responsible 
for  that  striking  out.  We  have  had  a 
little  illustration  to  enable  us  to  judge 
whether  that  was  a  prudent  course  or 
not,  for  at  1 0  minutes  to  6  yesterday  my 
right  hon.  Friend  the  Secretary  of  State 
for  War  proposed  to  take  a  stage  with 
the  Eeport  of  the  Votes  obtained  the 
night  before.  An  objection  was  taken 
and  the  proposition  fell  to  the  ground. 
We  are  absolutely  at  the  mercy  of  any 
single  Member  of  Parliament  as  to  a 
stage  being  taken.  I  have  shown,  there- 
fore, I  think,  how  far  from  trustworthy 
the  writer  of  this  letter  is  in  his  compu- 
tations. But  that  I  may  expose  myself 
to  criticism,  I  will  give  what  I  call  a  safe 
assumption  as  to  progress  upon  this 
matter.  But  though  it  is  a  safe  assump- 
tion as  to  progress,  it  woiild  leave  the 
financial  part  of  the  work  which  succeeds 
the  passage  of  the  Ways  and  Means  Act 
in  a  condition  of  such  compression  that 
it  might  readily  become  confusion.  Sup- 
pose that  on  Monday,  the  20th,  we 
obtain  Beport  of  Supply,  and  that  under 
the  present  altered  Besolutions  of  the 
House  the  Bill  is  read  then  a  first  time. 
On  Tuesday,  the  2l8t,  the  Bill  would  be 
read  a  second  time.  On  Thursday,  the 
23rd,  the  Bill  would  go  through  Com- 
mittee. On  Friday,  the  24th,  it  would 
go  through  the  third  reading,  and  have 
its  first  reading  in  the  House  of  Lords. 
On  Monday,  the  27th,  it  would  go  through 
its  remaining  stages  in  the  Lords.  This 
would  be  telegraphed  to  Mentone,  and  a 
messenger  would  leave  Mentone  by  the 
next  express  train  at  4  p.m.  on  Tuesday. 
He  would  arrive  on  Wednesday  evening, 
the  29th,  and  the  Eoyal  Assent  would  be 
given  on  the  30th.  Now,  that  is  the 
only  computation  perfectly  sound  as  re- 
gards Parliamentary  procedure.  But  I 
hope  we  shall  do  much  better  than  that ; 
because,  as  I  said,  the  Eoyal  Assent  on 
the  30th  imposes  such  difficulties  upon 
the  Departments  that  it  is  impossible 
for  any  reasonable  person  willingly  to 
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mlgeotEhimaelfiothdtediflBoaltiM.  On 
fh^  ollitf  hand,  at  I  hope  might  be  tiie 
ease,  if  no  impediment  were  ofiBozed  on 
Wedneeday,  tnen  the  advantage  gained 
would  be  veiT  great  indeed  to  the  De- 
partment of  tne  Treaeuiyy  and  the  Audit 
and  th6  Treaeory  would  at  once  be  re- 
lieved; beeauseif  the  Bill  paaaed  through 
its  Btagea  on  Friday  a  telegram  womd 
be  eent  to  Mentone,  and  the  meesenger 
would  come  from  Mentone  in  such  time 
that  the  Boyal  Aaaent  would  be  given 
on  Taeeday,  the  25th|  or  possibly  even 
on  Monday ;  and  if  it  were,  it  would  not 
be  a  bit  too  soon  to  insure  perfect  de- 
liberation and  regularity  in  all  the  pro- 
ceedings. You  say  the  House  of  Lords 
is  boimd,  of  course,  to  accelerate  its 
proceedinffs.  We  have  no  right  to  ex- 
pect the  House  of  Lords  to  alter  its 
piooedure  in  order  to  enable  Members 
of  the  House  of  Commons  to  debate  at  a 
certain  length  a  Motion  that  th^  may 
bring  forward.  I  adhere,  there&re,  in 
the  strictest  manner  to  the  statement  I 
have  made.  I  think  I  have  shown  that 
the  errors  in  this  postscript  are  such  as 
to  tender  entirely  unsafe  this  letter  as  a 
basis  of  calculation. 

Mb.  B. SAMUELSON :  Iwishtoask 
the  right  hon.  Oentleman  a  Question 
having  relation  to  the  answer  he  has  just 
ffiven.  I  have  not  given  him  private 
Notice ;  but  I  believe  he  will  be  able  to 
answer  it.  I  wish  to  ask  if  he  can  state 
whether,  in  his  experience,  it  has  ever 
occurred  before  that  a  charge  of  mis- 
representation on  the  part  of  the  respon- 
sible Ministers  of  the  Crown,  purporting 
to  come  from  an  hon.  Member  of  the 
House,  has  been  made  anonymously  ? 

Mb.  GLADSTONE :  Sir,  I  am  not  a 
great  student  of  anonymous  letters  in 
newspapers.  I  am  not  aware  that  I 
have  ever  written  an  anonymous  letter 
in  the  course  of  my  life,  and  I  must  con- 
fess that  I  have  no  wish  to  encourage 
the  practice  by  noticing  them.  I  may 
frankly  own  that  I  did  not  dwell  on  the 
letter  itself  as  much  as  I  ought  to  have 
done.  It  seemed  to  me  that,  like  a  lady's 
letter,  the  virtue  of  it  lay  in  the  post- 
script. I  hope  it  does  not  charge  me 
with  misrepresentation  ;  but  if  it  does  I 
am  sorry  for  the  writer. 

PARLIAMENT— PRIVATE  BILLS— SALE 
OF  CANALS  TO  RAILWAY  COMPANIES. 
Mb.  salt  asked  the  President  of  the 
Board  of  Trade,  Whether,  in  view  of 

YOL,  CCLXyn.     [thibd  ssbdes.] 


the  importance  of  nfaintainingtlie  water- 
way 01  the  Country  in  an  efficient  con- 
dition, he  will  consider  how  frur  it  may 
be  convenient  and  deaiiable  to  refer 
other  Bills  that  contain  powers  for  the 
sale  of  C^mals  to  Bailway  Companies  to 
the  Committee  to  which  the  Bui  affect- 
ing the  Begent's  Canal  has  been  re- 
flnred? 

Mb.  CHAMBEBLAIN,  in  reply,  sud, 
that  there  were  only  two  Bailway  Bills 
before  Parliament  this  Session  which 
proposed  to  acquire  Canals.  One  was 
the  JEtegenf  s  Canal  Bill,  which  had  al- 
ready passed  flie  second  reading  in  this 
House,  and  been  referred  to  a  Hybrid 
Conmiittee ;  and  the  other  was  the 
Thames  and  Severn  Canal  BUI,  which  had 
passed  the  second  reading  in  the  House 
of  Lords.  If  the  latter  came  down  from 
the  Lords,  he  would  consider  whether 
it  might  not  be  wdl  to  move  a  Besolu- 
tion,  reterinff  it  to  the  same  Com^ 
mittee.  The  Board  of  Trade  intended  to 
make  a  special  Beport  as  regarded  both 
of  those  Bills,  and  those  Beports  would 
be  in  the  hands  of  hon.  Members  when 
the  Bills  were  referred  to  the  Com- 
mittee. 


PAHLTAMKNT  —BUSINESS    OF    THE 

HOUSE. 

Mb.  OOSCHEN  wished  to  ask  a  Ques- 
tion of  his  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for 
MidLincolnshire(Mr. Chaplin).  The  hon. 
Member  had  a  Notice  on  the  Paper  to 
caU  attention  to-night  to  the  block  in 
Irish  Land  Courts.  The  subject  was  dis- 
cussed yesterday  at  some  length;  and 
now,  if  the  hon.  Member  proceeded  with 
his  Motion,  it  would  be  again  discussed. 
Many  Members  on  both  sides  of  the 
House  were  anxious  to  discuss  the  Navy 
Estimates;  and  he  wished  to  ask  the 
hon.  Member  whether,  in  order  that 
that  might  be  done,  he  would  not  pro- 
ceed witii  his  Motion  in  regard  to  the 
Land  Courts? 

Mb.  CHAPLIN  said,  he  was  absent 
from  the  House  yesterday ;  but  he  had 
noticed  that  a  discussion  had  taken 
place  on  the  subject  to  which  he  wished 
to  call  attention.  He  was  not  at  all 
anxious  to  proceed  with  a  ftirther  dis- 
cussion now,  because  he  thought  that 
the  subject  had  been  already  pretty 
well  threshed  out,  and  because  Uie  block 
in  the  Courts  appeared  to  be  universally 
admitted.    He  was,  however,  anxious 
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that  the  definite  seDse  of  the  House 
should  be  expressed  on  the  subject,  and 
was,  therefore,  desirous  of  moving  the 
Besolution.  As,  however,  there  would 
be  very  little  probability  of  a  division 
being  taken  that  evening  were  he  to  do 
BO,  he  was  willing  to  yield ;  and  the  Be- 
solution would,  therefore,  not  be  broujght 
forward.  He  did  not  wish  to  inter&re 
with  the  discussion  of  the  Navy  Esti- 
mates, especially  as  so  much  time  had 
already  been  consumed  by  the  unusual 
leng^  of  the  Ministerial  replies  to  Ques- 
tions. 

Mr.  J.  E.  YOEKE  asked  when  the 
Easter  Kecess  would  commence,  and 
what  would  be  its  probable  duration  ? 

Mb.  GLADSTONE  said,  that  next 
week — ^probably  on  Monday — he  hoped 
to  be  able  to  make  a  commimication  to 
the  House  on  that  subject. 

Mb.  W.  H.  smith  appealed  to  his 
noble  Friend  the  Member  for  Chichester 

Siord  Henry  Lennox)  to  postpone  the 
otion  which  stood  in  his  name  on  the 
Paper.  That  Motion  dealt  with  the  sub- 
ject of  the  strength  and  condition  of  Her 
Majesty's  Navy ;  and  it  would  be  quite 
impossible  to  do  justice  to  it  that  even- 
ing if  the  Estimates  were  to  be  brought 
forward  subsequently,  unless  the  latter 
were  not  to  be  adequately  discussed. 

LoED  HENRY  LENNOX  said,  it  was 
with  very  great  regret  he  felt  bound  to 
relinquish  that  opportunity  of  bringing 
before  the  House  a  question  of  great  in- 
terest to  the  countiy.  He  recognized, 
however,  that,  after  all,  his  statement 
could  only  be  a  statement  of  a  private 
Member,  and  could  not  forget  that  the 
country  was  looking  forward  to  the 
Financial  Statement  of  the  Secretary  to 
the  Admiralty  in  hopes  of  learning  what 
steps  the  Government  intended  to  take 
in  the  present  critical  period  of  their 
Naval  history.  Taking  these  matters 
into  consideration,  and  remembering 
that  when  he  should  bring  his  Motion 
forward  he  should  have  to  occupy  more 
time  than  he  usually  did  in  that  House, 
and  that  the  discussion  would  probably 
last  many  hours,  he  could  not  refuse  to 
affree  to  the  request  of  his  right  hon. 
friend  ;  and  he  would,  therefore,  post- 
pone his  Motion.  He  accompanied  that 
renunciation  with  a  special  appeal  to  the 
Prime  Minister  for  an  assurance  that  an 
oarl^  day  would  be  devoted  to  the  dis- 
cnMion  of  the  subject  to  which  he  had 
intended  to  call  attention. 


Mb.  GLADSTONE  said,  that,  in  the 
present  condition  of  Publio  Business,  it 
would  be  impossible  for  him  to  name  a 
Government  aay  for  the  discussion  of  the 
noble  Lord's  Besolution.  He  admitted 
that  the  subject  was  one  which  oueht  to 
be  debated,  and  hoped  that  an  ear^  day 
for  the  discussion  would  be  obtained  by 
the  usual  methods  at  the  command  of 
private  Members.  If,  however,  a  con- 
siderable portion  of  the  Session  should 
elapse  and  no  day  be  obtained  in  the 
manner  which  he  had  indicated,  it  might 
be  reasonable  for  the  Government  to  make 
some  proposal.  

Sib  CHABLES  W.  DILEE  asked 
the  hon.  Member  for  Birkenhead  (Mr. 
Mac  Iver)  whether  he  intended  to  pro- 
ceed with  his  Motion  on  the  subject  of 
the  Treaty  signed  by  Lord  Lyons  and 
M.  de  Freycinet  continuing  the  existing 
state  of  things  with  regard  to  fisheries, 
trade  -  marks,  and  navigation  ?  The 
Treaty  was  not  yet  in  the  possession  of 
the  Members  of  the  House,  because  there 
were  a  few  words  which  did  not  corre- 
spond in  the  English  and  French  versions, 
but  which  were  at  present  being  put 
right  by  the  two  Governments  concerned. 
Until  they  were  so  put  right,  the  Treaty 
could  not  be  placed  before  the  House ; 
and  as  it  had  not  even  appeared  in  the 
newspapers  hon.  Members  must  as  yet 
be  ignorant  of  its  terms. 

Mb.  mac  IYEB  said,  it  was  his  in- 
tention to  proceed  with  his  Motion  that 
night. 

Mb.  H.  SAMUELSON  wished  to 
ask  Mr.  Speaker  whether  it  was  in  Order 
for  an  hon.  Member  to  call  attention  to 
a  Treaty,  which  he  declared  had  been 
signed,  but  which  had  not  yet  been  laid 
on  the  Table,  and  of  which,  therefore, 
the  House  had  no  official  cognizance  ? 

Mb.  SPEAKER:  The  course  pro- 
posed to  be  taken  by  the  hon.  Member 
IS,  no  doubt,  very  unusual ;  and  a  Mo- 
tion made  under  those  circumstances 
would  be  very  disadvantageous  to  his 
own  interest.  But  if  the  hon.  Member 
thinks  it  right  to  go  on  he  is  in  Order. 

Li  reply  to  Sir  Staffobd  Nobthcotb, 

Mb.  GLADSTONE  said,  he  hoped  to 
be  able  to  take  the  Beport  of  Supply  on 
the  Army  and  Navy  Estimates  to-morrow 
evening.  With  regard  to  Beport  on 
the  Supplementary  Estimates,  he  should 
state  to-morrow  whether  it  would  be 
taken  as  the  first  item  of  Business  on 
Monday. 
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SzB  WALTtSB  B.  BABTTELOT 
aaked  fhe  Prime  Minister  whether,  if  it 
was  intended  to  proceed  with  theBivers 
OdnBerranqy  ana  Floods  Preyention  Bill 
to-morrow,  he  would  give  an  assuranoe 
it  would  not  be  gone  on  with  after  9 
o'dook? 

Mb.  QLADSTONE  said,  the  answer 
snTen  by  his  right  hon.  Friend  (Mr. 
Dodflon)  was  that  the  Bill  would  not  be 
gone  on  with  after  half-past  10 ;  but 
with  respect  to  to-morrow  evening,  he 
did  not  tkiink  there  was  any  reasonable 
expectation  of  bringinff  it  on  at  all. 

Mb.  HEALY  adced  the  hon.  and 
learned  Member  for  Bridport  whether 
it  was  his  intention  to  proceed  that 
evening  with  his  Motion  on  the  subject 
of  the  sale  of  Patent  Medicines  ? 

Mb.  WABTON  replied,  that  the  course 
which  he  should  follow  must  depend 
upon  the  advice  which  he  might  receive 
l^om  the  Leader  of  his  Party. 

Sib  STAFFOED  NOETHOOTE:  I 
would  appeal  to  my  hon.  and  learned 
Friend  not  to  proceed  with  his  Motion. 

Mb.  OAIl^ :  May  I  ask  the  hon. 
and  learned  Member  for  Bridport  who 
is  the  Leader  of  his  Party? 

[No  answer.] 

NOTICES. 

LAND  ACT  (IRELAND),  1881  (DORMANT 
PROVISIONS). 

Mb.  W.  H.  smith  :  I  beg  to  give 
Notice  that  on  an  early  day  after  Easter 
I  shall  call  attention  to  certain  dormant 
provisions  of  the  Land  Act  (Ireland), 
1881,  and  move — 

"  That,  in  the  opinion  of  this  House,  further 
legislation  is  imperatively  required  to  provide 
increased  facilities  to  enable  tenants  to  acquire 
the  freehold  of  the  land  in  their  occupation  on 
just  and  reasonable  terms." 

Mb.  O'DONNELL  :  On  Monday  I  will 
ask  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  at  the 
head  of  the  Government,  Whether,  in 
view  of  the  admission  by  the  Govern- 
ment of  the  necessity  of  inquiring  into 
the  Land  Act,  he  will  take  steps  to  re- 
scind the  recent  Besolution  condemning 
an  inquiry  into  the  Act  by  the  other 
Honse  of  Parliament? 


THE  COMMERCIAL  TREATY  WITH 
FRANCE— RESUMPTION  OF  NEGO- 
TIATIONS. 

Sm  STAFFOED  NOETHOOTE  said, 
be  had  seen  a  statement  that  negotia- 


tions were  either  resnmed,  or  aboat 
to  be  resomed,  between  England  and 
France  with  referenoe  to  the  Oommer- 
oial  Treaty.  He  should  like  to  get  some 
information  from  the  Government  on 
the    subject   as  to  the  oorreotnees  or 

otherwise  of  the  statement. 

Sib  GHABLES  W.  DILEE  replied, 
that  no  instructions  had  been  ^ven  to 
Lord  I^rons,  and  that  there  had  i>een  no 
re-opening  or  resumption  of  negotiations. 
But  a  desire  had  been  shown  on  the 
part  of  certain  Bepresentative  Bodies  in 
France  that  negotiations  should  be  re- 
sumed, and  it  was  possible  that  some 
conversation  might  have  been  held  on 
the  subject;  butnoinstruotionBhadbeen 
given. 

ORDBRB    OF  TME  DAT. 


SUPPLY— OOMMlTTIfiE. 

Order  fbr  Oommittee  read. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
That  Mr.  Speaker  doj  now  leave  the 
Chair." 


i( 


MAJOR  BOND,   STIPENDXABY 
MAGISTBATE  (IBELAND). 

BBSOLXTnoV. 

Mb.  OALLAN  rose  to  call  attention 
to  the  appointment  of  Major  Bond  as  a 
stipendiary  magistrate  in  Ireland,  and 
the  conduct  of  the  Ohief  Secretary  for 
Ireland  in  relation  thereto;  and  to 
move— 

"That  thiB  House  regrets  that  the  Chief 
Seoretaiy  did  not  exercise  more  care  and  better 
discretion  in  appointing  this  gentleman  to  sudi 
a  responsible  office." 

The  hon.  Gentleman  said,  that  the  first 
intimation  the  Irish  Members  had  as  to 
the  antecedents  of  Major  Bond  was  the 
Question  put  to  the  Ohief  Secretary  in 
that  House  on  the  10th  of  Februazy  by 
the  hon.  Member  for  Ipswich  (Mr.  Jesse 
Gollings).  The  facts,  as  disclosed  in 
that  Question,  and  not  denied  in  the 
answer  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman, 
were  startling  in  themselves;  but  the 
replv  of  the  Ohief  Secretary  was  of  a 
much  more  startling  and  surprising 
character  than  any  of  the  statements  in 
the  Question.  The  question  was  one 
vitally  affecting  the  character  of  a  gen- 
tleman appointed  to  a  most  responsible 
office  in  Ireland.  It  was  a  question 
whether  he  had  been  guilty  of  swearing 

2  L  2 


1031     Major  Bond,  SttpenduMry      [COMMONS]        M^gUtraU  {Ir$Umd).        108S 


reoklessly  in  open  Court ;  and  whether 
h^  had  been  diBmiased  from  office  by  an 
Englibh  Corporation.      What  was   the 
answer  given  by  the  Chief  Secretary? 
The  House  would  bear  in  mind  that,  at 
the  present  time,  in  Ireland,  the  ordinary 
safeguards  of  personal  liberty  were  sus- 
pended, and  tnat  everything,  so  far  as 
regarded  the  maintenance  of  order,  de- 
pended upon  the  accuracy  of  the  evidence 
and  of  the  care  and  discretion  of  the 
stipendiary  magistrates.     Here  they  had 
a  gentleman  appointed  to  a  responsible 
office  who  had  been  dismissed,  not  more 
than  a  month  previously,  from  the  office 
of  Chief    Superintendent  of  Police  in 
Birmingham.     In  reply  to  the  Question 
put  to  him  by  the  hon.  Member  for 
Ipswich,  the  Chief  Secretary  said  it  was 
not  his  duty  to  enter  into  the  question. 
He  asked  the  House  what  was  more  in- 
cumbent upon  the  Chief  Secretary  than 
to  inquire  into  the  antecedents  of  Major 
Bond  ?  The  right  hon.  Gentleman  stated 
that  he  hoped  his  hon.  Friend  would 
believe  that  the  Government  had  gCK>d 
reasons  for  the  appointment  of  Major 
Bond,  and  that  it  was  not  his  duty  to 
go  into  the  charge  to  which  his  hon. 
Friend  had  referred.  He  would  now  con- 
tent himself  with  reading  a  true  state- 
ment of  the  facts  of  the  case  as  copied 
from    the  English  Press.      He   would 
read  a  report  of  the  proceedings  at  the 
Warwickshire  Quarter  Sessions.    It  was 
a  report,  the  accuracy  of  which  had  not 
been  impugned,  and  it  appeared  in  The 
Birmingham  Daily  Post — a  journal  that 
supported  the  right  hon.    Gentleman, 
and  was  also  in  ravour  of  the  Caucus. 
Among  the  applicants  for  the  renewal  of 
licences  was  one  Stevens,  and  it  appeared 
that  on  his  case  being  called  on,  the 
Justices,  without  hearing  evidence,  said 
they  should  refuse  to  renew  his  licence, 
although  it  was  a  rule  that  an  applicant 
was  always  entitled  to  a  renewal,  unless 
he  had  done  something  disentitling  him 
to  a  licence  at  all ;  and,  in  fact,  Stevens' 
counsel  informed  the  Justices  that  their 
refusal  to  renew  was  entirely  at  variance 
with  the  Act  of  Parliament.     At  the 
meeting  of  the  Justices  Major  Bond  was 
examined,  and  said  he  ha!d  received  a 
report  from  some  of  his  subordinates  in 
reference  to    the  case.     Prior    to   the 
annual    meeting    of    the    Justices    on 
Aug^t  25,  he  had  made  no  communi- 
cation to  the   Justices   with   reference 
to  the  case;    but  at   the  last  meeting 

Mr.  Catiim 


he  made  a  verbal  report  to  them  in  their 
private  room  ;  but  Mr.  Dugdalo,  one  of 
the  Justices,  asked  Major  Bond  whether 
the  report  was  in  the  nature  of  an  ob- 
jection, to  which  a  reply  was  given  in 
the  affirmative,  and  continuing  said  that 
after  considering  the  report  the  Justices 
went  into  Court,  and  said  the  application 
would  be  postponed  until  next  meeting. 
At  the  adjourned  meeting  Major  Bond 
stated  that  he  ''believed"  he  saw  the 
record  of  Stevens'  conviction  before  the 
Justices.  After  hearing  several  cases 
he  continued  that  the  Justices  renewed 
several  licences,  but  refused  that  of 
Stevens.  Ultimately,  the  magistrates 
before  whom  the  appeal  was  heard  stated 
their  belief  that  Major  Bond's  case  had 
broken  down.  The  question  to  be  de- 
cided was,  in  their  opinion,  one  of  fact, 
and  they  were  clear  in  their  view  that 
it  would  not  be  right  to  grant  a  case  for 
an  appeal.  The  result  of  the  appeal 
was  reported  to  the  next  meeting  of  the 
magistrates,  an  immediate  opportunity 
being  thus  afforded  Major  Bond  of 
denying  the  accuracy  of  the  report  of 
the  case,  or  of  explaining  his  evidence ; 
and  his  explanation  was  considered  by 
the  magislxates  at  four  meetings,  and 
their  opinion  thereon  was  communicated 
to  the  Watch  Committee,  at  a  meeting 
of  the  Watch  Committee  on  November 
the  29th.  The  Chief  Secretary  must 
have  read  it,  unless  he  was  either  badly 
served  or  neglectful  of  his  duty.  If  he 
did  not  ask  for  the  magistrates'  Beport, 
he  showed  g^eat  negligence ;  if,  on  the 
other  hand,  he  did  ask  for  it  and  read 
it,  it  was  an  extraordinary  statement  for 
him  to  make  that  it  was  not  his  duty  to 
go  into  the  question.  A  communication 
was  received  from  the  borough  magis- 
trates which  recited  the  facts  of  the 
case,  and  then  stated  further — 

*'  At  the  meetmg  of  the  Justices  on  the  26th 
of  October,  1881,  as  the  eyidence  of  Major  Bond 
was  contrary  to  the  facts  of  the  case,  he  was 
oalled  in,  and  an  opportunity  given  him  of  ex- 
plaining  it,  when  he  replied  that  he  was  not 
even  present  in  Court  at  the  adjourned  Licensing 
Sessions  on  the  16th  of  September ;  and  on  being 
asked  why  he  had  not,  therefore,  refused  to 
answer  the  questions  as  to  what  had  taken  place 
at  that  meeting,  he  answered  that  he  understood 
he  was  only  answering  supposititious  questions. 
The  result  of  these  remarkable  proceeding^ 
appear  to  be  (1)  that  a  grave  miscarriage  of 
justice  has  taken  place  in  consequence  of  the 
magistrate  at  Warwick  being  seriously  misled 
by  erroneous  evidence  as  to  facts;  (2)  that  the 
principal  witness  in  giving  this  erroneous  evi- 
dence was  Major  Bond,  the  Chief  Superintendent 
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»f  PoIiGe,  vlio  itottd  that  jodgmtnt  wu  given  the  M^or  went  on  to  ear,  nuut  elflur 

i«  the  iiirttwl»th>Mri^rfiamJnrtoe«  with,  fee   more   than   "  emine^y  nnsatlsfoo- 

t^^^::&^^V>:;^^'Z  toTy,»ord«theoh«g«'amonntoato 

a, itited  that  he  wu  not  «T«npnHiit  nothincr.    The  Ohaumaa  of  the  Oom- 


iriekdiiM  JmtieM,  in  ooueqaMioa  of  neh  en-  tbej  farther  hid  leued  t^on  au  atate- 
1  panom  who,  in  tlie  opinian  of  tiie  ment  u  a  natter  of  fhot,  aa  the  head  of 
_   ,_^_._  =j,  mort  unfit  Md  im-   the  police  had  led  them  fo  bdie«  flttt 


^  he  vas  proeent — iriten,  as  a  matter  of 

"I^oKxaAncTf,  lUjcr.  firt,  he  waB  Bot— at  tile  pnioeediiigs, 

J. 0. SwKi. KwMiMUT, stiimdiHT.  »jri^ oonrtituted an  imporbmtdemi^ 

jiD^Lx.  1»  *«  deoWon  of  the  Jntticefc    The 

l^oKu  Mfrrirain.  ohaTM  agauut  ICuoT  Bond  waa'  that  he 

>e  Committee  t»d  "««  giifltj  of  maMng  a  Btatemeht 

that  Tirtaallj'  amoanted  to  n>ue«w6ar> 

.__  _ ing.  The  question  was,  did  SCnor  Bond, 

g  to  mc^idH^or  Bond  with  oonfldenee."  when  he  applied  to*theChief  Beovtan, 

The  matter,  howeyer,  was  further  ad-  "tate  that  he  had  been  obKged  to  letiw 

) mined,  and  Hajor  Bond  waa  again  "f™  *>>«  o™°e  o*  Chief  Supenntendtat 

leard  in  his  own  defraoe;  and,  after  J*  ?»]i«  •*  Binninphmif   Ho  doubt 

denving  atatementa  whioh  he  had  pre-  '^  i»d  S^^^  ">•  Chief  Betttetary  glow- 

Tioudj  made,  he   again   rotnmod^  to  ing  «oounta  ae  to  how  be  had  pr*wrrtd 

tiiem.    He  only  member  of  the  Oom-  *«  P««»  *"  Birmingham.    Oh  leafing 

mittee  who  dieaented  from  the  Beaolu-  **»*  Polico  Force  of  BinniJigham  M^or 

tion  waa  Alderman    Manton ;    but  he  Bond  addreaaed  to  the  men— he  (Mr. 

afterwards  dtsdaimed   all    attempt    to  Oallan)  waa  going  to  say  a  partial— 

jn^jy  Maim  Bond.  Finally,  at  a  meet-  bnt  a  deolaraHon  somewhat  Mapoleonto 

ing  of  the  Watch  Cfammittee,  the  follow-  m  its  tone.    Itran— 

itur  BeeolutiDn  was  adopted ; —  "ft^or  Bond,  in  rednunjg;  the  podtian  ol 

^m.  ,   .1.     r.       •>  I     -  .        I  .1  .  ...  Chief  anperintondent  of  the BmnipgiiMn Pogos 

"Th»t   the   Connal  be   uJormed  Uut  ^  Foroe,  wihee  to  eipre- to  the  oSoeiw  and  men 

ni»gMti»t««,  having  panad  a  RoMlution  to  the  [„,  tigh  appredaUon  of  thoir  mndno^  disd* 

effect  that  thoy  could  not  continue  to  regard  „]iae,  and  energy,  u  a  coDeequence  c^  which 

lUjorBoQdwithcoafideiice,aDdthuCommittoe,  {his  once  turbnlent  town  aim  which  he  had 

after  fuU  and  fair  inquiry,  have  paeaod  t^e  ]„^  pi^^ed  ai  a  guardian  k  life,  property,  and 

Boolutian— '  That  having  regard  to  the  diffi-  ^\^o  moralitv,  ha«  settled  down  into  a  mo« 

cnltiea  that  hare  anwn  on  previouB  occasions  »tirfaclory  atate  ol  quiet  and  good  ordar." 
between  this  Committee  and  Major  Bond,  and 

the  want  of  confidence  now  eipreeted  in  him  [ARxsio^LUxifBXS:  Hear,}iear!]  But, 

\tj_  the  magiitratea  of  the  boroiigh,  in  which  nevertheless,  he  had  been  dismissed  by 

this  Conmutteehaa  concurred,  it  ia,  in  the  judg-  the  Borough  JustioBS,  dismissed   by  the 

moot  of  thia  CommittoB,  necoMory  to  the  in-  -irr^i-ni,  ri«~™;M.««    ^J,a  j;._;...^  v™  ik^ 

ter«sts of  the  public  Berrice  ttiat  ie  be  caUed  WatchCommittae    and  dismiised  by  th« 

npon  to  r«ttgn.' "  Town  Council  of  Birmingham  by  a  ma- 

This  waa  the  comment  of  Th,  Birming-  JO"*?  of  *8  to  10-that  was  to  say,  that 

hm  Laiis  Pc»t  upon  the  matter-  ^  ^^e  1^  not  resigned  whwi  he  did  he 

_  _     ,  ,  would   have   been   dismiseed   48   honra 

"  D^eae  Major  Bond  has  •one  much  more  afterwarfa.     What  was  the  next  event 

satis&ctory  explanation  of  hu  conduct  to  offer,  ...i.  j^ir-       t>jo     miT 

3».A.(«iiid,"than  those  which  were  forth-  tbat  happened  to  Major  Bond?    They 

at  thii  interview  with  the  mag^atratea,  next  found  him  installed  by  the  Chief 


"  At  ■  anbseqnent  meeting  of  the  Committee 
they  lisasnfl  a  Bwolntion  in  which  they  oon- 
onriM  in  flw  Bawlntion  of   the  Jnauosa  in 


we  fear  he  mnit  not  look  for   a  faTOurable  Secretary  as  a  stipendiary  magirtrate  in 

'«*«*■"  Ireland.    The  OMef  Somretary's  defence 

A  fortnight  having    elapsed,   he  (Mr.  wasthatitwasnothudutytoinrestigato 

Oallan)  found  forthwith  a  report  in  Th»  a  chai^  like  that — a  charge  amounting 

Fo§t  that,  at  a  meeting  of  the  Watch  substantially  to  one  of  false  swearing. 

Committee  to  consider  the  matter,  Uajor  He    wished,    then,   to    know    whether 

Bond  admitted,  according  to  his  own  Uajor  Bond  had  oonoealed  from  him 

statement,  that  there  could  be  no  graver  the  fact  that   he   had  been  obliged  to 

■ubject  than  the  object  for  whioh  the  retire  from   his  post  in  BiimiBghamf 

a   convened.     His   conduct,  Had  the  case  been  one  of   emergency 
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there  might  have  been  some  excuse  for 
the  appointment ;  but  it  was  well  known 
that  tnere  were  numbers  of  deserving 
retired  officers  in  Her  Majesty's  Service 
who  had  applied  for,  and  would  gladly 
have  accepted,  the  post.  He  would  like 
to  know  what  was  the  private  influence 
that  was  brought  to  bear  upon  the  Chief 
Secretary ;  for  surely  no  public  influence 
could  be  brought  to  bear  with  such  a 
declaration,  not  a  snatched  vote  of  the 
Dublin  Corporation,  but  the  reiterated 
vote  of  the  guardians  of  the  peace  and 
order  in  Birmingham,  expressing  their 
disapproval  of  Major  Bond's  conduct, 
and  their  want  of  confidence  in  him. 
Anything  in  the  way  of  comment  that 
he  could  offer  on  the  facts  he  had  stated 
would  be  so  superfluous  that  it  would 
be  absolutely  thrown  away.  He  fMr. 
Oallan)  appealed  to  English  Memoers 
opposite,  nowever  anxious  they  might 
hie  to  follow  the  lead  of  the  Government, 
to  say  if  Major  Bond  was  the  sort  of 
person  to  be  sent  to  Ireland  in  the 
responsible  position  of  a  resident  magis- 
trate? He  would  endorse  as  his  own 
the  words  of  The  Birmingham  Daily  Poet, 
which  were  that — 

"  The  real  point  was  this.  Major  Bond  had 
^ven  evidence  of  a  matter  as  having  occuired 
in  his  presence,  when  he  afterwards  admitted 
that  he  was  not  present,  and  which  he  did  not 
witness  himself. 

But  having  been  removed  from  his  office 
by  the  Corporation  of  Birmingham,  the 
C^ef  Secretary  had  absolutely  promoted 
him,  either  recklessly  or  without  due 
inquiry,  in  defiance  and  in  spite  of  the 
vote  and  decision  of  the  Town  Council 
of  Birmingham.  He  charged  the  Chief 
Secretary  with  recklessness.  When  even 
a  servant  was  engaged  the  first  thing  an 
employer  inquired  into  was  his  character. 
But  in  this  case,  where  it  was  of  the 
highest  importance  that  the  selected 
candidate  should  be  trustworthy  and 
faithful,  the  Chief  Secretary  selected  a 
man  who  had  been  dismissed  for  false 
swearing.  If  the  liberty  of  the  people 
of  BirmiDgham  was  likely  to  be  endan- 
gered by  the  retention  of  Major  Bond 
as  Chief  Superintendent  of  Police,  surely 
the  liberty  of  the  people  of  Ireland  at 
the  present  juncture  was  more  likely  to 
be  endangered  by  his  presence  there  in 
the  capacity  of  a  resident  magistrate. 
The  hon.  Member  concluded  by  moving 
the  Beaolution  of  which  he  had  given 
Notice. 

Mr.  Callan 


Amendment  proposed, 

To  leave  out  from  the  word  <<  That "  to  the 
end  of  the  Question,  in  order  to  add  the  words 
**  this  House  regrets  that  the  Chief  Secretary  to 
the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland  did  not  exercise 
more  care  and  better  discretion  in  appointing 
Major  Bond  to  the  responsible  office  of  a  sti- 
pendiary magistrate  in  Ireland,"— (Jfr.  CaUan^ 

— instead  thereof. 

Question  proposed,  ''  That  the  words 
proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part  of  the 
Question." 

Mb.  W.  E.  FORSTEB  said^the  Motion 
of  the  hon.  Gentleman  was  a  Vote  of 
Censure  upon  himself  for  not  having 
exercised  more  care  and  discretion.  In 
appointing  Major  Bond  to  such  a  re- 
sponsible office  there  were  really  two 
questions  to  be  considered—one,  whether 
he  (Mr.  W.  E.  Forster)  was  justified  in 
making  the  appointment ;  and  the  other, 
whether,  having  made  that  appointment, 
he  ought  to  have  cancelled  it.  The  hon. 
Member  for  Louth  seemed  to  suppose 
that  he  knew  all  the  circumstances  of 
the  case  before  he  made  the  appoint- 
ment. 

Mb.  CALLAN:  No,  I  beg  pardon; 
I  said  distinctly  that  either  you  were 
wrong  in  making  it  without  due  in- 
quiry, or  else  you  made  the  appointment 
with  a  reckless  disregard  of  the  circum- 
staTiGefi 

Mb.  W.  E.  FOESTER  :  Well,  those 
were  the  words  with  which  the  hon. 
Member  had  concluded ;  and  he  (Mr.  W. 
E.  Forster)  would  have  to  reply  to  the 
two  charges,  the  real  point  being — was 
he  justified  in  making  the  appointment? 
He  trusted  that  he  might  be  allowed  to 
give  some  of  the  g^unds  on  which  he 
made  the  appointment.  The  hon.  Mem- 
ber seemed  to  suppose  that  the  post  of 
temporary  resident  magistrate  was  a 
promotion  for  a  man  who  had  held  the 
office  of  Chief  Constable  at  Birmingham; 
but  his  own  opinion  was  that  the  position 
was  certainly  an  inferior  one — at  any 
rate,  so  far  as  the  emoluments  were  con- 
cerned. Owing  to  the  state  of  Ireland 
it  was  necessary  to  appoint  several  tem- 
porary resident  magistrates,  and  Major 
Bond  was  one  of  those  last  appointed 
for  a  period  of  three  months,  their  con- 
tinuance in  office  after  that  time  de- 
pending upon  the  state  of  the  country 
and  the  manner  in  which  they  discharged 
their  duties.  Major  Bond  made  his  ap- 
plication for  an  appointment  in  the  usual 
way,    and   private   influence  was  not 
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bioaa^t  to  beu  in  the  nutter.     He    Hajor  Bond  had  made  a  miatake;  but 

ham  that  H^or  Bond  had  been  an    that  waa  alL    He  stated 

~        at  Cardiff  and  at  Bir- 


trate  at  Binningham,  wrote   that   he  T^^S:  i,!2!5*™*  *°^'' S^**^ '** 

0^  at3"SL.  have  plejeure  in  ^^^^^^^/^^^ 
beaniig   t«stimoiiT   to   the    admirable 

manner  in  which  Major  Bond  had  man-  "  ^^  "^^  u^^Q  'uoar  that  it  had  been 

aged  the  police  foroe,  and  epoke  of  hia  ffojiuy  he  would  not  have  hedtated  a 

jndioiona  dealing  with  orowda  in  the  moment  about  diamiaainy  Uajor  Bond ; 

atreeti,  and  t>f  Ma  good  humour,  oour-  ^^^  ^^  ^'^  '^  *  great  doubt  whether 

age,  and  finnneea.     There  was  also  a  ^^  ought  to  diamias  him  without  being 

teatimonial  ft«m  the  Beoorder  of  Bir-  "°^  >t  ^"  not  merelr  an  aomdentol  mx- 

wftiiigliftm,  who  stated  that  Major  Bond  onmatanee.    Upon  that  matter  he  went 

had  raised  the  police  force  of  the  town  on  with  the  examination ;  and,  in  the 

to  a  -nrj  high  state  of  effioientij,  and  ^'"^  plMe,  it  appeared  to  him  quite  dear 

wished  him  ereiy  soooese  in  the  appli-  that  what  Hqor  Bond  bad  done  had 

oation  he  was  makiiig.    The  hon.  Mem-  had  nothing  to  do  with  the  deoiaion  of 

her  tor  Ipewioh  (Mr.  7eaae  Oollinga)  had  the  magirtratea  in  the  case.    Thia  waa 

■lao  given  him  a  teatimonial,  in  which  ^^7  ahovn  in  a  letter  written  by  the 

hestatedthatMajorBondhaddieciharged  Beoorder  to  &e Mayra of  Birmingham 

hie  duties  in  a  most  efficient  manner,  ^  refarenoe  to  the  subjeot.     He  pe^ 

espeoiallT  with  regard  to  the  great  pub-  eonally  was  inclined  to  believe  that  lliis 

lio  meetings  whi^  had  been  held  in  *>>  *  pnn  mistake  on  Major  Bond's 

Birmingham.    The  brother  of  the  right  V^  i    ^'^^  ^^  believed    thia  was   the 

hon.  Oentlaman  who  was  President  of  general  opinion  at  Birmingham,  so  fax 

&»  Board  of  Trade  (Mr.  Obamberlain)  >■  he  oonld  make  it  out.  The  rttpendiair 

likewise  testified  to  Major  Bond's  effl-  magistrate  had  written  a  letter,  m  which 

tienay,  and  it  was  on  the  strength  of  he  ezpreased  his  belief  that  Miqor  Bond 

the  various  testinionialB  he  reoeivA  that  *as  taken  quite  b;  surpriae,  and  had 

the  ^pointment  was  mode.     The  hon.  confounded    two    altogether    different 

Gentleman,  in  makinghiB  statement  that  transootionB,  and  added — 

night,  said  that  he  (Mr.  W.  E.  Forater)  "  I  can  only  mate  that  thsrs  ma  haidlj  a 

hfM  declared  that  it  waa  not  hie  buBinesa  magirtrat*  on  the  B«och  who  did  not  Tejoioe  at 

to  inveetigftte  the  charge  against  Maior  ^  "PP^^,"'  ""^  ^^"''  1^  *"  "wl  ***** 

Bond ;  but  what  he  had  aaid—or,  at  any  *"  ""^  ^°^ 

rato,  what  he  had  meant  to  say — wos  What  waa  the  opinion  of  the  Town 
that  he  did  not  consider  it  hie  bueinese  Council  after  having  had  the  whole  mat- 
to  try  the  matter  in  the  same  manner  as  ter  before  them?  It  was  this— An  in- 
it  waa  the  busineas  of  the  magistrates  of  etruotion  waa  given  to  the  Town  Olerk 
Birmingham  to  tiy  it.  He  hod  thought  to  inform  Major  Bond,  in  onawer  to  his 
it,  however,  hia  duty  to  look  into  the  letter,  that  the  magistrates  had  no  in- 
oharge,  and  he  lost  no  time  in  doing  so.  tention  of  imputing  to  him,  nor  did  thev 
At  the  time  he  was  speaking  of  Major  impute  in  their  Beport  to  the  Waton 
Bond  had  been  appointed ;  bnt  he  sent  Committee,  the  wilful  miastatement  of 
for  him,  and  aaid  it  had  become  facta.  The  Town  Gounoil,  on  the  motion 
necessary  for  him  to  inquire  into  of  the  Major,  also  passed  a  Besolution 
the  charges  that  had  been  made  totheeffecttbattberesignationof  Major 
against  him,  and  to  consider  whether  he  Bond  be  aooepted,  and  that  it  regretted 
would  have  to  cancel  the  appointment,  the  ciroamatanoea  that  led  to  it.  They 
Cancelling  the  engagement  after  Major  also  allowed  him  aix  monthe'  salary. 
Bond  had  been  appointed  was  a  very  The  Mayor,  in  proposing  thia  Resolution, 
aeriooB  thing,  and  it  would  have  been  a  said  he  entirely  acquitted  Major  Bond 
gross  act  of  injustice  if  he  had  not,  at  of  all  intention^  misrepresentation,  and 
any  rate,  waitod  three  months.  When  believed  that  he  might  say  the  same  of 
he  came  to  examine  into  the  matter,  every  member  of  the  Council,  and  every 
however,  he  confessed  it  did  not  appear  member  of  the  Watch  Committee,  and 
that  he  should  be  justified  in  doing  so.  he  oompletely  exonerated  Mqor  Bond 
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from  any  intentional  wrong-doing.  In 
the  face  of  suoh  a  statement,  in  the  face 
of  the  testimony  of  the  Kecorder,  and 
of  the  Eesolution  of  the  magistrates, 
would  he  have  been  justified  in  inflicting 
upon  Major  Bond  a  stigma  which  never 
oould  have  been  removed,  and  which 
would  have  appeared  as  if  the  Govern- 
ment entirely  believed  in  the  charge? 
He  would  at  once  acknowledge  that  had 
he  known  that  there  was  this  dispute 
about  Major  Bond  he  would  not  have 
appointed  him.  [''Hear,  hear!"  firam 
Irish  Members.']  In  saying  that  he  was 
not  giving  an  opinion  against  Major 
Bond  ;  but  he  had  difficulties  enough  in 
Ireland,  without  raising  a  Major  Bond 
diffioulfy,  and  he  should  have  looked 
about  for  somebody  a^inst  whom  no- 
thing could  be  said.  He,  however,  en- 
tirely acquitted  Major  Bond  of  any  mis- 
representation to  himself.  If  he  himself 
had  been  to  blame  at  all — although  he 
thought  that  anybody  else  would  have 
done  the  same  as  he  did  with  the  strong 
testimonials  that  he  had  before  him — it 
was  in  not  doing  in  this  case  what  he 
had  done  in  almost  every  case — namely, 
to  write  and  make  personal  inquiry.  He 
thought,  however,  he  was  justified  in 
taking  the  course  he  did  under  the  cir- 
cumstances, for  the  Government  were 
under  considerable  pressure  to  find  good 
men,  and  he  had  reason  to  suppose  that 
Major  Bond  was  well  fitted  for  the  post. 
He  was  appointed  only  for  three  months, 
and  his  continuance  in  his  appointment 
must  depend  on  two  things — whether 
they  wanted  those  temporary  magis- 
trates any  further,  and  whether  he  was 
a  person  who  ought  to  be  so  continued. 
AUhough  he  had  subjected  himself 
to  much  trouble  in  that  matter,  which 
he  might,  perhaps,  have  avoided  by 
taking  a  different  course,  he  yet  felt 
that  he  should  have  acted  in  a  cruel  and 
harsh  manner  towards  Major  Bond  if  he 
had  cancelled  the  appointment.  Nothing 
had  been  brought  oefore  him  which  led 
him  to  suppose  that  Major  Bond  would 
make  a  baa  magistrate  in  Ireland,  al- 
though that  gentleman  had  made  a  mis- 
take which  certainly  ought  not  to  have 
been  made,  but  which  was  not  likely  to 
occur  again,  and  one  which  he  honestly 
thought  almost  any  Member  of  the 
House  might  have  fallen  into. 

Mr.  JUSTIN  MCCARTHY  said,  he 
did  not  think  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
had  been  very  successful  in  the  defence 

Mr.  W.  E.  Forster 


he  had  made  in  that  case.  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  himself  admitted  he  had 
been  careless  in  making  the  appoint- 
ment. If  the  position  of  temporanr  re- 
sident magistrate  in  Ireland  was  inferior 
to  the  position  of  Chief  Superintendent  of 
Police  in  Birmingham,  ought  it  not  to 
have  struck  the  Chief  Secretary  that 
there  was  something  peculiar  in  a  man 
resigning  his  position  for  one  of  lower 
emcHument  and  less  honour  ?  Ought  it 
not,  at  least,  to  have  produced  in  the 
mind  of  the  Chief  Secretary  sufficient 
suspicion  to  cause  him  to  institute  some 
inquiries  in  Birmingham,  or  to  learn 
from  Major  Bond  himself  the  circum- 
stances of  his  resign ation  ?  Maj  or  Bond 
did  not  g^ve  him  the  slightest  informa- 
tion on  the  subject,  merely  stating  he 
had  resigned.  Major  Bond,  at  least, 
seemed  to  have  been  very  unlucky  and 
somewhat  careless  in  his  way  of  stating 
important  matters,  both  to  the  Chief 
Secretary  and  the  magistrates  for  Bir- 
mingham— unlucky  as  regarded  what  he 
did  state  and  what  he  did  not  state. 
He  could  well  understand  the  magistrates 
acquitting  Major  Bond  of  wilful  misre- 
presentation, and  no  Member  of  that 
House  wished  to  charge  him  with  it. 
But  he  was  guilty  on  both  occasions  of 
carelessness  and  indifference  about  the 
truth,  or  lack  of  presence  of  mind  re- 
garding the  truth,  or  he  was,  at  least,  very 
loose  in  his  way  of  putting  very  import- 
ant facts.  The  House  had  to  consider 
whether  such  a  man  was  suitable  for 
holding  an  important  position  in  Ireland, 
where  the  liberties  of  the  people  de- 
pended on  truthfulness  and  scrupulous 
care  in  representing  words  and  acts. 
Might  there  not  be  the  same  lapse  of 
memory  about  the  truth,  the  same  in- 
difference or  carelessness  on  the  part  of 
Major  Bond  in  his  dealings  with  Ire- 
land ?  Nothing  could  be  more  fatal  to 
a  man  in  his  present  position  than  that 
he  should  be  liable  to  make  such  mis- 
takes. If  the  Chief  Secretary  had  se- 
riously considered  the  interests  and  the 
feelings  of  the  Irish  people  he  might,  on 
learning  the  facts  of  the  case,  have  risen 
to  the  height  of  the  occasion  and  have 
cut  short  Major  Bond's  career.  Since 
the  days  ofComwallisthe  standing  com- 
plaint in  Ireland  had  been  that  dis- 
carded men  who  could  not,  or  would  not, 
be  trusted  in  England  were  sent  to  fill 
important  positions  in  Ireland.  He 
begged  to  support  the  Hesolution. 


\ 
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Me.  WIGGIN,  as  a  magistrate  of  Bir- 
minghaniy  testified  to  the  aoeuracy  of  the 
acoount  given  by  the  Ohief  Secretary  of 
the  proceedings  relating  to  Major  Bond. 
He  knew  nothing  of  Major  Bond's 
judicial  capabilities;  but,  having  been 
ohief  magistrate  of  Birmingham,  and 
being  long  connected  with  that  borough, 
be  could  state  that  that  gentleman  had 
Bucoeeded  in  organizing  there  one  of  the 
most  efficient  police  forces  in  the  King- 
dom ;  that  he  had  improved  the  cona- 
tion of  the  town,  and  put  down  rowdyism 
for  which  it  had  been  notorious  a  few 
years  a^ ;  and  under  his  rigime  the 
town  enjoyed  greater  peace  and  tran- 
quillity than  under  any  of  his  predeces- 
sors. Major  Bond  undoubtedly  made  a 
great  mistake  in  the  evidence  he  gave  at 
Warwick  ;  but,  at  the  same  time.  Major 
Bond  had  the  sympathy  of  the  great 
proportion  of  the  people  of  Birmingham, 
ana  there  was  rejoicing  when  it  was 
found  that  he  had  got  another  appoint- 
ment, and  great  regret  expressed  when 
the  question  was  raised  in  Parliament 
by  the  hon.  Member  for  Ipswich  (Mr. 
Jesse  CoUings).  The  Chief  Secretary 
for  Ireland  could  not  have  acted  other- 
wise than  he  had  done  in  the  circum- 
stances. It  would  have  been  a  harsh 
and  cruel  course  for  him  to  have  dis- 
missed Major  Bond. 

Mr.  LEAMY  said,  he  thought  the 
Chief  Secretary  had  virtually  conceded 
the  whole  case.  He  said  if  he  had  known 
that  this  question  would  have  been  raised 
about  Maj  or  Bond  he  would  never  have  ap- 
pointed him  ;  but  now,  notwithstanding 
that  this  question  had  been  raised,  the 
Chief  Secretary  said  he  had  testimonials 
in  his  possession  which  would  justify 
him  in  retaining  him  in  his  appointment. 
The  Chief  Secretary  had  stated  that  no 
miscarriage  of  justice  had  resulted  from 
the  evidence  of  Major  Bond;  but  the 
very  first  sentence  of  the  magistrates' 
Beport  stated  that  a  great  miscarriage 
of  justice  had  taken  place  in  consequence 
of  his  evidence.  The  result  of  a  most 
exhaustive  examination  by  three  dif- 
ferent bodies  was  that  he  was  called  upon 
to  resign.  They  were  told  that  Major 
Bond  brought  the  police  of  Birmingham 
to  a  high  state  of  efficiency.  Well,  then, 
why  did  not  the  magistrates  of  Bir- 
mingham retain  him  ?  But  now,  when 
the  liberty  of  the  subject  no  longer 
existed  in  Ireland,  a  man  who  had  lost 
the  confidence  of  all  his  employers  in 


Birmingham  was  appointed  a  magistrate 
in  Ireland.  He  would  ask  hon.  Members 
•  whether  that  was  an  appointment  which 
ought  to  be  maintained  r  He  could  un- 
derstand the  Chief  Secretary  saying  that, 
having  appointed  Major  Bond  for  three 
montl^,  he  did  not  wish  to  get  rid  of  him 
before  the  time  was  out.  But  now  that 
the  three  months  were  about  to  expire, 
Irish  Members  had  a  right  to  ask  the 
Chief  Secretary  not  to  continue  Major 
Bond  in  an  office  to  which  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  said  he  never  would 
have  appointed  him  had  he  known  of 
the  charges  which  were  brought  against 
him. 

The  solicitor  GENERAL  for 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Portbb)  said,  he  was 
glad  the  hon.  Member  for  Lon^ord  dis- 
claimed  imputing  any  intention  to  de- 
ceive  on  the  part  of  Major  Bond.  The 
Motion  before  the  House  was  a  censure 
upon  the  Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland  for 
appointing  as  magistrate  in  Ireland  a 
man  who,  by  his  efficiency  and  energy, 
had  won  the  confidence  of  the  commu- 
nity of  Birmingham.  The  facts  of  the 
case  were  these — At  a  licensing  sessions 
a  man  applied  for  a  renewal  of  his 
licence.  On  the  original  occasion  the 
magistrates  refused  the  application  with- 
out hearing  any  sworn  evidence— an 
irregularity  which  caused  the  subsequent 
proceedings  to  be  set  aside.  Major 
Bond  was  examined,  and,  having  proved 
certain  formed  matters  which  he  was 
called  upon  to  prove,  he  was  asked  some 
question,  and  in  reply  spoke  of  matters 
of  common  knowledge  and  not  in  dis- 
pute at  all.  He  did  not  intend  what  he 
said  to  be  taken  as  if  he  spoke  on  oath  ; 
and  the  statement  which  he  did  make 
was  really  in  the  nature  of  an  admission. 
It  was  an  act  of  indiscretion  on  the  part 
of  Major  Bond ;  but  anyone  acquainted 
with  Courts  of  Law  must  know  that 
such  things  were  done  frequently,  when 
a  witness  in  reply  to  questions  forgot 
that  he  was  speaking  not  from  his  own 
knowledge  but  from  hearsay.  The  ma- 
gistrates, whose  decision  had  been  re- 
versed, were  indignant  at  the  slur  cast 
upon  their  proceedings,  and  there  was  a 
disposition  on  their  part  to  censure 
Major  Bond.  When  the  Resolution  call- 
ing for  Major  Bond's  resignation  was  car- 
ried into  effect  the  Mayor,  on  the  part  of 
the  Bench  of  Magistrates,  said  that  one 
and  all  heartily  wished  him  a  great  mea- 
sure of  success  in  his  future  career ;  he 
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was  presented  with  a  half-year's  salary ; 
a  sum  of  £450,  being  oontributions  to- 
wards a  saperannuation  fund,  which 
they  could  have  retained,  was  returned 
to  him  by  the  Oorporation  ;  and  a  testi- 
monial was  got  up  in  a  few  hours  signed 
by  4,000  inhabitants  of  Birmingham, 
wishing  that  he  should  be  retained  in 
his  position.  The  question,  so  far  as 
concerned  his  right  hon.  Friend,  was 
whether  he  was  in  any  degree  censurable 
for  having  engaged  Major  Bond.  It 
was  conceded  that  he  was  not.  P'  No, 
no ! '']  He  certainly  understood  that 
the  hon.  Member  who  last  spoke — in 
particular  the  hon.  Member  for  Wex- 
ford— said  Major  Bond's  testimonials 
were  admirable. 

Mb.  LEAMY  said,  that  what  he 
stated  was  that  assuming  that  the  ri^ht 
hon.  Gentleman  was  not  to  be  blamed  in 
making  the  appointment,  yet  when  it 
was  said  that  had  the  Chief  Secretary 
for  Ireland  known  that  charges  could  be 
brought  against  Major  Bond  he  never 
would  have  made  the  appointment,  the 
question  then  was  whether  the  Chief 
oeoretary  for  Ireland  should  continue 
the  appointment  after  having  had  an 
opportunity  for  inquiry  ? 

The  SOLICITOE  GENEEAL  fob 
lEELAND  (Mr.  Pobteb)  said,  the  tes- 
timonials which  came  before  the  Chief 
Secretary  for  Ireland  being  exception- 
ally high,  he  did  not  think  any  fair  man 
would  blame  the  Chief  Secretary  for 
Ireland  making  the  appointment  origin- 
ally. He  did  not  understand  his  right 
hon.  Friend  to  say  that  if  he  had  known 
everything  he  would  have  considered 
Major  Bond  an  unfit  person ;  but  only 
that,  rather  than  raise  any  question,  he 
woidd  not  have  made  the  appointment. 
Then,  was  the  House  to  pass  a  censure 
on  Major  Bond  because  he  had  made 
a  very  natural  mistake?  Such  a  pro- 
ceeding would  be  foreign  to  the  prac- 
tice of  the  House  of  Commons.  Major 
Bond  had  been  guilty  of  no  mis- 
conduct in  any  other  position  of  life. 
What  he  had  said  upon  the  occasion  re- 
ferred to  constituted  a  serious  mistake. 
Who  had  not  made  great  and  serious 
mistakes  in  the  course  of  his  life  ?  Major 
Bond  had  been  appointed  to  the  position 
in  Ireland,  which  he  was  eminently 
qualified  to  fulfil,  by  previous  training 
and  previous  conduct ;  and,  therefore,  he 
oonndered  the  foundation  for  this  Mo- 
tioii  had  entirely  fidled. 

Xh$  Solmhr  O^mral  for  Inland 


Mb.  NEWDEGATE  said,  that,  as  a 
Warwickshire  magistrate,  he  was  well 
acquainted  with  Mr.  Kynnersley — ^the 
stipendiary  magistrate  of  Birmingham 
— and  Mr.  Dugdale — the  Eecorder — and 
he  believed  that  a  fair  representation  of 
their  views  had  been  made.  They  had 
no  wish  to  justify  any  inaccuracy  into 
which  Major  Bond  had  been  betrayed ; 
but  they  set  against  the  inaccuracy — 
which  he  (Mr.  Newdegate)  thought  was 
very  severely  dealt  wiui — the  conduct  of 
Major  Bond  in  a  most  responsible  posi- 
tion for  many  years.  He  thought  he 
gathered  from  what  had  been  quoted  by 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  and  from  hu 
own  knowledge  of  these  two  eminent 
magistrates  for  the  county,  that  they 
thought  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  had 
done  well — whether  he  had  done  so  by 
accident  or  intentionally — to  overlook  a 
trifling  mistake  on  the  part  of  a  most 
efficient  officer,  ag^ainst  whose  character, 
before  this  unhappy  occurrence,  he  (Mr. 
Newdegate)  had  never  heard  a  whisper. 
He  knew  somjBthinfi;  of  Birmingham, 
and  something  of  the  police.  He  be- 
lieved it  was  perfectly  true  that  Major 
Bond  had  brought  the  Birmingham  PoHce 
Force  into  a  state  of  efficiency  which  it 
never  before  attained.  If  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Chief  Secretary  for 
Ireland  was  somewhat  careless  ana  did 
not  consult  the  two  right  hon.  Gentle- 
men the  Members  for  Birmingham,  he 
might  be  excused.  He  believed  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  would  have  found, 
if  he  consulted  his  right  hon.  Friends, 
that  their  opinions  were  quite  in  accord- 
ance with  those  of  the  Mayor.  He 
should  not  think  it  was  likely  they  would 
have  differed  from  the  Mayor ;  and  he 

Srotested  against  that  which  he  consi- 
ered  to  be  a  harsh  proceeding  on  the 
part  of  the  Corporation  of  Birmingham 
towards  this  efficient  officer  being  used 
in  the  House  of  Commons  for  his  fur- 
ther condemnation.  He  thought  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  had  acted  with  a 
sense — which  did  him  honour— of  what 
was  due  to  his  own  decision  and  courage 
in  refusing  to  remove  Major  Bond  from 
his  present  position.  He  felt  that  they 
might  well  entertain  much  jealousy  of 
the  working  of  the  Coercion  Act,  at 
present  so  impopular  in  Ireland.  He 
had  never  voted  so  unwillingly  for  any 
measure  in  his  life.  He  would  much 
rather  have  seen  Ireland  placed  under 
militazy  law,  because  that  would  have 
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formed  no  precedent  for  future  legisla- 
tion, as  he  feared  this  Coercion  Act 
would.  He  was  compelled  to  deprecate 
much  of  what  had  happened  in  Ireland ; 
but,  while  lamenting  the  state  of  Ire- 
land, and  confessing  that  he  would  have 
voted  for  even  more  stringent  measures, 
he  oould  assure  the  House  that,  in  his 
opinion,  as  an  old  Warwickshire  magis- 
trate. Her  Majesty's  Government  had  in 
Major  Bond  a  person  who  would  act 
with  good  temper  and  with  courage  in 
the  position  to  which  he  had  been  ap- 
pointed. 

Mb.  HEALY  said,  it  had  been  for- 

S»tten  that  the  gentleman  who  gave 
ajor  Bond  a  testimonial  was  the  very 
man  who  had  signed  the  declaration  that 
a  g^ross  miscarriage  of  justice  had  oo- 
ounred  in  consequence  of  Major  Bond's 
oonduot.  In  reference  to  the  friendly 
expression  of  the  magistrates  and  people 
of  Birmingham,  he  had  never  known 
any  man  who  had  passed  a  long  time  in 
a  public  office  that  something  good  had 
not  been  said,  especially  so  as  in  the 
case  of  Major  Bond,  who  appeared  for 
the  80  years  to  have  acted  efficiently 
with  regard  to  a  turbulent  population. 
He  was  not  surprised,  and  was  very 

flad  that  a  solatium  had  been  given ; 
ut  that  was  not  the  point.  The  point 
was,  that  they  had  got  a  Coercion  Act 
in  Ireland,  and  that  any  magistrate  in 
the  position  of  Major  Bond  could  send 
any  man  he  liked  to  prison  as  a  ''  sus- 
pect "  whatever  his  position. 

Mb.  W.  E.  FOKSTER:  I  cannot 
permit  that  statement  to  go  forth  un- 
contradicted even  for  a  single  moment. 
No  magistrate  has  the  power  to  send 
any  person  to  prison  unoer  the  Protec- 
tion Act.  He  has  to  report  to  me,  and 
I  have  differed  in  opinion  from  the 
magistrate  in  many  cases. 

Mb.  HEALT,  continuing,  contended 
that  the  Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland  must 
rely  for  his  information  on  the  stipen- 
diary magistrates,  such  as  Major  Bond. 
They  claimed  that  such  an  appointment 
would  not  be  so  grave  were  the  condition 
of  Ireland  normal.  Now,  the  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  the  Solicitor  General 
for  Ireland  stated  that  Major  Bond  had 
committed  an  indiscretion ;  and  the  Chief 
Secretary  for  Ireland  stated  there  was 
no  intentional  misrepresentation,  that 
there  was  no  paltering,  and  that  he 
made  a  mistake.  Were  not  these  extra- 
ordinary euphemisms  for  what  was  some- 


thing else  —  blank  perjury?  [**  Oh, 
oh ! '']  He  maintained  the  expression. 
It  was  to  be  borne  in  mind  that  Major 
Bond  was  on  his  oath.  It  was  to  be 
borne  in  mind  that  he  was  a  practised 
witness — not  a  witness  brought  up  for 
the  first  time,  and  in  a  state  of  hesitancy 
and  in  confusion  as  to  what  was  going  on 
in  the  Court.  He  was  an  old  expert,  he 
was  a  trained  and  hardened  witness,  and 
he  was  a  man  who  was  accustomed  to 
taking  the  oath.  He  was  there  in  the 
witness-box,  an  accustomed,  trained  wit- 
ness ;  and  were  they  to  be  told  that  this 
statement,  made  upon  his  oath,  was  not 
that  which  was  tmtrue,  but  simply  an 
indiscretion  ?  He  had  never  known  any- 
thing so  absolutely  ludicrous  as  the  Chief 
Secretary  for  Ireland's  description  of 
perjury.  He  said  that  if  Major  Bond 
had  not  remained  so  long  in  the  box  he 
would  not  have  committed  perjury.  That 
was  just  like  saying  that  when  a  war- 
rant was  presented  to  the  Chief  Secre- 
tary for  Ireland  for  his  signature  it 
would  not  have  been  a  warrant  if  he 
had  not  put  his  name  to  it.  Many  other 
hypotheses  might  be  suggested  as  well 
as  that.  If  Major  Bond  had  never  been 
bom  he  would  not  have  committed  per- 
jury. Major  Bond  got  a  number  of 
excellent  testimonials  10  days  after  the 
occurrence  of  this  scandal ;  and  in  pre- 
senting them  to  the  Chief  Secretary, 
with  the  statement  that  he  resigned  his 
position,  did  it  not  appear  to  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  that  he  was,  at  least, 
guilty  of  disingenuousness  ?  Did  it  not 
occur  to  him  as  a  remarkable  thing  that 
Major  Bond  resigned  a  position  of  £900 
a-year  in  Birmingham,  and  solicited  one 
of  £500  a-year  in  a  remote  district  of 
Ireland  ?  Were  all  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman's appointments  made  in  this  way  ? 
How  was  it  that  upon  charges  of  a  much 
lighter  description  than  that  of  perjury 
men  without  a  stain  upon  their  charac- 
ters had  been  obliged  to  resign  by  the 
Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland  ?  But  Maj  or 
Bond  filled  the  office  of  reasonable  sus- 
pector,  and  he  supposed  the  Chief  Se- 
cretary for  Ireland  thought  any  character 
good  enough  for  a  position  of  that  kind 
in  Ireland.  Major  Bond's  evidence  led 
to  a  grave  miscarriage  in  connection 
with  a  licensing  case  in  Birmingham. 
One  of  the  chief  matters  he  would  have 
to  deal  with  in  Ireland  was  the  giving 
of  licences.  That  was  a  matter  into 
which  political  feeling  largely  entered, 
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and  already  a  number  of  men  had  been 
deprived  of  their  licenoes  because  they 
were  arrested  upon  the  warrant  of  the 
Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland  as  "sus- 
pects." Major  Bond  would  have  to  de- 
cide in  cases  of  that  kind;  and  what 
were  they  to  think  of  his  action  when, 
in  a  case  into  which  no  political  feeling 
entered,  and  in  which  there  was  no  ob- 
ject involyedy  he  gave  evidence  which 
ed  to  a  gross  miscarriage  of  justice  ? 
The  Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland,  with 
unusual  frankness,  confessed  that*  had 
he  known  the  facts  he  would  not  have 
appointed  Major  Bond ;  but,  considering 
that  he  had  only  appointed  him  for  three 
months,  he  ought  to  be  in  a  position 
now  to  state  whether  he  would  continue 
him  in  his  office.  He  knew  nothing 
about  Major  Bond;  but  the  Chief  Se- 
cretary for  Ireland  told  them,  and  the 
people  of  Ireland,  that  they  were  to  be 
obUged  to  respect  law  and  order.  Be- 
fore they  could  get  the  people  of  Ireland 
to  do  this,  however,  they  must  have 
gentlemen  carrying  out  law  and  order 
whom  the  people  were  able  to  respect. 
Nobody  would  oe  able  to  respect  Major 
Bond,  because  he  had  committed  an 
indiscretion,  which,  according  to  the 
Statute  Book,  merited  seven  years'  penal 
servitude.  If  a  man  committed  per- 
jury  

Mr.  W.  E.  FORSTER  :  I  do  not  ad- 
mit that  in  the  slightest  degree  ;  and  I 
do  not  admit  that  the  statement  which 
Major  Bond  made  was  untrue.  The 
witness  gave  second-hand  information, 
which  I  believe  was  correct,  and  which 
he  ought  to  have  given  out  of  the  wit- 
ness-box. 

Mr.  call  an  said,  that  no  such 
statement  as  that  then  made  by  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Chief  Secretary  for 
Ireland  appeared  in  the  report  of  the 
case. 

Mr.  HEALY,  resuming,  said,  the 
Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland  had  put  a 
very  strange  gloss  on  this  conduct;  but 
he  would  accept  the  theory.  Major 
Bond  was  now  in  charge  of  an  im- 
portant district  in  Ireland,  and  when 
he  sent  up  information  about  "  sus- 
pects "  he  would  not  be  upon  his 
oath.  There  would  also  be  no  counter 
statement,  so  that  the  Chief  Secretary 
for  Ireland  would  have  to  deal  with  the 
information  simply  upon  the  Major's 
MM#  dixit.  What,  then,  were  they  to 
uiink  of  a  man  who,  when  he  was  in  the 
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witness-box,  would  make  a  statement 
which  was  admitted,  on  the  authority  of 
Mr.  Kynnersley,  to  have  led  to  a  gross 
miscarriage  of  justice  ?  What  was  the 
view  which  would  be  taken  of  Major 
Bond's  character  in  Ireland  ?  The 
people  of  Ireland  would  say — "  We  have 
to  live  under  the  rigim$  of  this  man,  who 
will  have  almost  the  power  of  life  and 
death  in  his  hands.  If  the  English  are 
so  nice  in  their  sense  of  justice,  is  a  man 
to  be  sent  over  with  these  extraordinary 

gowers  —  with  his  sword  of  tyranny 
anging  over  our  heads — who  has  been 
discharged  by  the  Town  Council  of  Bir- 
mingham by  48  votes  to  10."  He  would 
appeal  to  the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  and 
ask  if  the  ordinary  just  feelings  of  the 
people  of  Ireland  were  not  to  be  weighed 
in  this  matter  ?  Major  Bond  might  be 
an  angel  in  disguise ;  but,  unfortunately, 
there  was  a  stain  upon  his  character. 
His  point  was — ought  the  Government, 
who  had  said  they  were  so  careful  as  to 
their  dealings  with  Ireland,  to  allow  this 
man  to  remain  in  office?  He  agreed 
with  the  Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland 
that  it  might  have  been  unkind  to  have 
appointed  Major  Bond  and  immediately 
to  have  sent  him  adrift;  but  now  the 
three  months  were  up,  his  appointment 
had  expired,  and  the  Government  ought 
to  say  they  could  not  give  him  further 
employment.  The  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man, however,  would  not  do  that.  This 
man  would  be  appointed  again  ;  and  in 
time  to  come  Major  Bond  would  step 
higher  up  the  round  of  the  official  ladder, 
and  they  would  have  him  on  the  caroaae 
of  the  country  for  all  time  to  come. 

Mr.  WILLIS  said,  he  could  not 
allow  the  speech  of  the  hon.  Member 
for  Wexford  (Mr.  Healy)  to  pass  un- 
noticed. The  charges  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber had  brought  against  Major  Bond 
were  preferred  absolutely  without  any 
evidence.  Major  Bond  had  not  com- 
mitted perjury,  and,  in  his  opinion, 
had  not  been  guilty  of  any  act  even  de- 
serving censure,  or  which  could  consti- 
tute a  stain  upon  his  character.  The 
only  mistake  he  made  was  in  not  speci- 
fying the  source  from  which  he  derived 
the  information  he  communicated ;  but, 
in  a  person  of  his  position,  having  the 
superintendence  of  a  lar^  body  of  police, 
that  could  hardly  be  caUed  an  error,  for 
it  was  quite  usual  for  a  Superintendent 
of  Police  to  state  as  facts  not  only  those 
things  which  were  within  his  personal 
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knowledp^e,  but  alao  those  whioh  were 
oommunicated  to  him  by  his  men.  The 
hon.  Member  for  Wexford  (Mr.  Healy) 
was  the  first  person  to  charge  him  with 
intentional  misrepresentation.  It  was  now 
admitted  that  every  statement  made  by 
Major  Bond  was  perfectly  true;  and 
those  who  conducted  the  investigation 
into  the  matter  had  absolutely  acquitted 
him  of  any  intentional  misrepresentation. 
He  did  not  think  that  the  Birmingham 
magistrates  were  justified  in  the  course 
which  they  had  adopted.  He  protested 
strongly  against  the  injury  which  had 
been  done  to  Major  Bond  by  the  utter- 
ance of  these  unfounded  statements ;  and 
he  thought  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Ohief  Secretary  for  Ireland  was  per- 
fectly right  in  not  cancelling  the  ap- 
pointment. 

Ma.  BIOOAE  said,  he  thought  that 
not  only  had  the  people  over  whom 
Major  Bond  was  appointed  reason  to 
complain,  but  the  resident  magistrates 
of  tne  country  had  strong  ground  of 
complaint  in  tlie  appointment,  as  one  of 
theii:  number,  of  tlus  dismissed  police- 
constable.  It  seemed  to  him  that  the 
issne  before  the  House  was  whether  or 
not,  seeing  that  Major  Bond  had  no- 
toriously given  evidence  which  was  con- 
trary to  the  truth,  the  Chief  Secretary 
for  Ireland  used  proper  precaution  and 
care  in  regard  to  his  appointment,  and 
whether  Major  Bond  was  a  person  of  a 
character  which  justified  his  holding  the 
position,  which  ought  to  be  one  of  very 
g^at  honour,  and  which  gave  very  great 
power  to  the  person  filling  it  ?  He  did 
not  think  the  Chief  Secretary  for  Ire- 
land was  justified  in  appointing  a  gen- 
tleman who  had  given  evidence  which 
led  to  a  miscarriage  of  justice.  They  all 
knew  that  testimonials,  while  saying 
everything  in  a  person's  favour,  said 
nothing  against  him ;  and  when  the 
Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland  had  before 
him  the  fact  that  Major  Bond  resigned  a 
lucrative  position  in  Birmingham  for  an 
inferior  one  in  Ireland,  he  should  not 
have  trusted  to  testimonials  merely  as  to 
his  character.  The  Chief  Secretary  for 
Ireland  had  referred  to  the  very  hard 
case  it  would  be  for  Major  Bond  if  the 
appointment  were  cancelled,  saying  that 
it  would  be  a  slur  upon  him  for  the  re- 
mainder of  his  life.  He  should  look  at 
the  logic  of  the  other  side.  There  were 
other  parties  whose  interests  should  be 
consulted  as  well.  There  were  the  unfor- 


tunate people  who  were  placed  under  his 
jurisdiction — the  jurisdiction  of  this  gen- 
tleman who  had  sworn  in  rather  a  care- 
less manner.  He  did  not  see  with  the 
Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland  that  Ireland 
should  spare  the  feelings  of  Major  Bond, 
seeing  that  the  Town  Council  of  Bir- 
mingham, who  knew  him  for  many 
years,  did  not  spare  him.  There  was,  he 
thought,  very  great  neffligenoe  shown 
in  this  appointment ;  and  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  had  shown  a  want  of  con- 
sideration for  the  feelings  of  the  Irish 
people  in  not  making  the  three  months 
the  full  limit  of  Major  Bond's  stay  in 
Ireland  as  an  official  of  the  Gbvemment. 
If  he  was  such  a  very  valuable  officer  as 
his  friends  represented,  why  did  not  they 
keep  him  in  Birmingham,  instead  of 
relegating  him  to  a  remote  district  in 
Ireland  at  a  much  lower  salary  ? 

Sm  EAEDLEY  WILMOT  said,  that, 
as  an  old  Warwickshire  mag^istrate,  he 
took  very  great  interest  in  this  case. 
Having  listened  to  the  reasons  which 
had  been  urged  against  the  appointment 
of  Major  Bond,  he  entirely  acquitted  the 
Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant 
of  anything  approaching  misconduct  in 
this  matter.  Me  was  pleased  to  be  able 
to  make  this  statement,  because  there 
were  many  things  with  which  he  dis- 
agreed in  respect  to  the  Irish  policy  of 
the  Government.  His  rieht  hon.  Friend 
(Mr.  W.  E.  Forster)  had  received  testi- 
monials of  the  very  highest  character 
of  Major  Bond  from  gentlemen  with 
whom  he  (Sir  Eardley  Wilmot)  was 
well  acquainted.  One  of  these  was  Mr. 
Kynnersley,  Deputy  Chairman  of  the 
Sessions ;  and  the  other  (Mr.  Dugdale) 
held  the  high  and  honourable  position  of 
Kecorder  of  Birmingham.  His  right  hon. 
Friend  said  that  if  he  had  known  the 
whole  of  the  circumstances,  perhaps  he 
would  not  have  appointed  Major  Bond  ; 
but  the  question  now  was,  having  ap- 
pointed him,  should  Major  Bond,  with 
those  high  testimonials  in  his  favour,  be 
dismissed  ?  The  hon.  Member  for  Wex- 
ford (Mr.  Healy)  had  introduced  the 
word  * 'perjury"  many  times  in  the 
course  of  this  discussion ;  but  he  fSir 
Eardley  Wilmot)  had  yet  to  learn  that 
anything  in  Major  Bond's  conduct  in 
any  way  amounted  to  perjury.  Was  it 
likely  that  two  gentlemen  like  the  Be- 
corder  of  Birmingham  and  the  Deputy 
Chairman  of  Quarter  Sessions  would 
write  those  testimonials  if  Major  Bond 
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had  been  guilty  of  perjury — a  crime  for 
which  he  was  liable  to  seven  years'  penal 
servitude  ?  What  were  the  facts  of  the 
case  ?  Major  Bond,  after  giving  in  evi- 
dence facts  which  he  knew,  went  on  to 
give  hearsay  evidence  of  what  had  tran- 
spired in  his  absence.  No  doubt,  that 
was  a  very  wrong  act  to  do ;  but  still 
they  knew  that  those  who  had  the  largest 
experience  of  Oriminal  Law  were  often 
themselves  betrayed  into  statin?  as  facts 
things  which  they  had  learnt  on  hearsay. 
The  question  was  whether  those  facts, 
having  come  to  the  knowledge  of  his 
right  hon.  Friend,  he  had  done  right  or 
wrong  in  not  cancelling  Major  Bond's 
appointment  ?  So  far  as  he  (Sir  Eardley 
Wilmot)  thought,  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man did  perfectly  ri^ht.  He  thought 
his  right  hon.  Friena  had  done  right, 
not  by  accident,  as  had  been  stated  by 
his  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  North 
Warwickshire,  but  with  honesty  of  pur- 
pose, uprightness,  and  with  exceUent 
intentions,  and  that  he  would  have  done 
wrong,  after  having  made  the  appoint- 
ment, to  cancel  it.  He  had  much  plea- 
sure in  recording  his  opinion  respecting 
the  appointment  made  by  the  Chief  Secre- 
tary for  Ireland,  who  had  done  what  he 
thought  was  best  in  the  circumstances  of 
the  case ;  and  he  hoped  that  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  would  not  now  be  induced, 
from  any  expression  of  opinion  on  the 
part  of  Irish  Members,  either  in  that 
House  or  out  of  it,  to  cancel  the  appoint- 
ment of  Major  Bond,  who  had  been 
known  for  many  years  as  an  excellent 
police  officer. 

Mb.  T.  D.  SULLIVAN  could  not  help 
thinking  that  this  question  was  a  very 
unfortunate  one.  The  plain  fact  was 
that  Major  Bond  was  practically  dis- 
missed by  the  Birmingham  magistrates, 
and  after  that  he  was  thought  good 
enough  to  be  sent  to  Ireland  to  administer 
the  law  there.  They  had  heard  a  good 
deal  of  the  character  of  Major  Bond ; 
but  would  it  not  be  possible  to  find  a 
place  for  him  in  all  England,  without 
sending  him  to  Ireland,  where  it  was 
surely  desirable  that  men  should  not  be 
appointed  who  had  the  slightest  stain  on 
their  character  ?  If  Major  Bond  was  a 
man  of  such  excellent  merit  as  he  was 
represented  to  be  in  that  House,  why 
should  not  Birmingham  have  him  back 
again?  He  would  strongly  advise  the 
Chief  Seoretaiy,  for  the  sake  of  law  and 
order  in  Ireland,  to  undo  the  mistake 
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which    he  made  in  appointing  Major 
Bond  to  administer  the  law  in  &eland. 

Question  put. 

The  House  divided  : — ^Ayee  78  ;  Noes 
14  :  Majority  64.— (Div.  List,  No.  49.) 

Main  Question  proposed,  "  That  Mr. 
Speaker  do  now  leave  the  Chair." 

NAVY— VICTUALLING— THE  KOYAL 
MARINES.— OBSERVATIONS. 

Sib  HEEBEBT  MAXWELL  said,  he 
wished  to  call  attention  to  the  system 
under  which  the  Navy  was  now  supplied 
with  Foreign  instead  of  British  beef.  It 
seemed  to  him  that  this  new  practice  in 
their  history  of  the  British  Navy,  the 
obtaining  of  the  food  supplies  of  a 
belligerent  Service  from  foreign  sources, 
was  open  to  criticism  on  more  grounds 
than  one.  If  the  salting  establish- 
ment at  Deptford,  from  which  the 
Boyal  Navy  had  hitherto  been  supplied, 
was  to  be  discontinued,  or  had  been  dii- 
continued,  it  ought  not  to  have  been 
done  without  some  public  discussion. 
He  might  anticipate,  in  some  degree,  the 
answer  which  the  hon.  Gentleman  TMr. 
Trevelyan)  would  give  on  this  subject. 
He  would  be  refeired  to  the  shibboleth 
of  the  Peurty  of  which  he  was  such  a  dis- 
tinguished ornament — namely,  "  Peace, 
Betrenohment,  and  Beform.''  Well,  it 
was  well  known  that  the  best  way  to  in- 
sure peace  was  to  be  prepared  for  war ; 
and  he  wanted  to  know,  if  it  was  known 
by  Foreign  Powers  that  we  drew  our 
supplies  for  our  Naval  Force  from  foreign 
ports  exclusively,  if  that  would  give  the 
impression  of  being  prepared  for  a  state 
of  war,  in  which  those  supplies  would 
infalliblv  be  cut  off?  It  had  been  stated 
to  him  that  there  would  be  an  estimated 
saving  of  £5,000  a-year  under  the  new 
scheme.  That  was,  of  course,  an  im- 
portant sum ;  but  out  of  whose  pockets 
did  it  come  ?  It  came  directly  out  of  Ihe 
pockets  of  those  who  contributed  most 
directly  and  most  ungrudgingly  to  tiie 
taxation  of  this  country — the  ag^cultural 
classes — and  he  also  wanted  to  know  how 
that  saving  was  calculated  ?  The  hon. 
Gentleman  said  that  the  price  of  the  beef 
now  being  obtained  for  the  Navy  from 
America  was  27  per  cent  cheaper  than  it 
had  been  when  obtained  from  home 
sources.  He  believed  he  was  speaking 
with  strict  accuracy  when  he  said  that  the 
price  of  beef  at  New  York  and  Liverpool 
was  very  nearly  the  same  at  the  present 
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moment.  The  difference  was  not  more 
than  y^,  per  lb.,  and  there  was  every  in- 
dication of  an  assimilation  in  price  as 
between  the  two  countries.  Why,  then, 
for  the  sake  of  saving  a  comparatively 
smidl  sum  in  the  Estimates  for  one  or 
two  years,  when  there  was  no  pro- 
babiliiy  of  continuance,  should  such  a 
very  serious  blow  be  struck  at  English  pro- 
ducers as  was  conveyed  in  this  proceed- 
ing ?  There  were  two  separate  grounds 
on  which  he  was  inclined  to  object  to  it. 
First,  the  English  Navy  was  intended 
for  belligerent  purposes,  otherwise  it  had 
no  rai9<m  d^itrey  and  therefore  it  ought 
to  be  prepared  at  all  times  for  a  state  of 
war ;  and,  secondly,  discouragement  was 
given  to  agriculture  by  the  change.  Was 
this  the  time  when  it  was  fair  to  offer 
any  discouragement  to  that  class  of  men 
who  had  passed  through,  and  were  still 
passing  through,  a  period  of  the  greatest 
trial  and  depression  in  their  industry — 
a  trial  and  depression  borne  with  the 
most  exemplary  patience?  While  he 
was  no  believer  in  the  plan  of  seeking 
relief  for  agriculture  by  payments  from 
Imperial  sources,  there  was,  he  sub- 
mitted, another  way  in  which  agriculture 
might  fairly  look  for  encouragement  from 
the  Government.  They  had  on  the  West 
Coast  of  Scotland,  to  which  he  belonged, 
a  homely  proverb,  which  the  House,  he 
trusted,  would  pardon  him  if  he  quoted. 
When  the  herring  fleets  came  in,  the 
fish  had  to  be  cleaned,  and  at  these 
times  there  were  often  to  be  seen  large 
quantities  of  sea  birds — called  locally 
**  sea-maws  " — which  came  to  feed  upon 
the  offal,  and  this  had  given  rise  to  the 
somewhat  homely  proverb — **  Keep  your 
ain  fish-guts  for  your  ain  sea-maws." 
That  proverb  might  apply  in  this  case. 
As  far  as  possible  and  prudent,  let  the 
money  obtained  by  taxation  be  spent 
among  the  people  of  this  country ;  let 
the  producers  of  this  country,  who  did 
not  hesitate  to  send  their  strongest  sons 
and  to  spend  their  best  blood  in  its  ser- 
vice, have,  at  all  events,  the  refusal  of 
that  which  that  which  they  considered 
their  birthright — namely,  the  custom  of 
the  purchase  departments  of  the  Mili- 
tary Services.  He  might  be  told  it  was 
no  duty  of  the  Admiralty  to  protect 
agriculture.  If  it  was  not  the  special 
duty  of  the  Admiralty,  it  was  the  duty 
of  the  Government,  as  a  whole,  to 
afford  the  legitimate  encouragement  and 
protection  to  agriculture  which  might  be 


looked  for.  If  it  was  necessary  to  draw 
from  foreign  sources,  why  not  g^  to 
Colonial  sources?  Unless  the  hon. 
Gentleman  could  give  some  strong 
grounds  for  the  continuance  of  the 
practice  in  question,  a  very  ffreat  im- 
pression of  dissatisfaction  womd  be  apt 
to  arise  in  the  minds  of  many. 

Sib  HENEY  FLETCHER  said,  ho 
wished  briefly  to  call  attention  to  the  re- 
construction of  the  Board  of  Admiralty, 
and  to  invite  the  opinion  of  the  House 
as  to  the  desirability  of  appointing  a 
Gener^  Officer  of  the  Hoyal  Marines,  who 
would  fully  understand  the  requirements 
of  that  branch  of  the  Service,  a  mem- 
ber of  the  Board.  For  many  years  past 
the  Marines  had  been  under  me  control 
of  the  Board  of  Admiralty,  which  con- 
sisted of  the  First  Lord  of  the  Admiralty, 
three  Naval  Lords,  and  a  Civil  Loid. 
His  contention  was  that  the  Marine 
Force,  which  composed  something  like 
one-third  of  the  fighting  men  of  the 
Navy,  ought  to  be  represented  at  the 
Board  by  one  of  their  own  officers.  The 
senior  Naval  Lord  of  the  Admiralty  was, 
he  believed,  immediately  charged  with 
the  administration  of  the  Boyal  Marines. 
However  much  he  might  desire  to  do 
full  justice  to  the  Corps,  it  was  impossible 
that  the  many  other  duties  he  had  to 
perform  could  permit  him  to  give  suffi- 
cient attention  to  their  requirements. 
This  year  it  was  proposed  to  make  a  re- 
duction of  something  like  600  men  in 
the  Marines.  He  would  venture  to  say 
that  that  reduction  was  not  altogether 
wise,  because  the  Marines  were  a  most 
useful  body  of  men,  who  were  able  to 
act  either  on  sea  or  land.  If  a  General 
Officer  of  Marines  were  appointed  to  the 
Board  of  Admiralty,  the  requirements  of 
the  Corps  would  be  fully  inquired  into, 
and  the  grievances  which  he  was  sorry  to 
say  existed  would  be  removed.  A  few 
years  ago  a  battalion  of  Marines  1,000 
strong  was  sent  to  take  part  in  the  Zulu 
War;  but  they  were  not  allowed  to  land, 
while  regiments  composed  of  young 
soldiers,  unable  so  well  to  stand  the 
fatigues  of  a  campaign,  were  sent  to  the 
front.  On  every  occasion  on  which  they 
had  been  called  upon  the  Boyal  Marines 
had  always  done  good  service  to  the  coun- 
try. Not  to  go  back  further  than  the 
Ashantee  War,  he  would  remind  the 
House  how  Colonel  Festing  and  a  hand- 
ful of  Marines  so  gallantly  defended  our 
interests  before  reinforcements  arrived, 
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and  performed  deeds  far  greater  than 
any  that  were  done  in  the  subsequent 
stage  of  the  campaign.  Another  griev- 
ance of  the  Hoyal  Marines  was  that  in 
the  Transvaal  War,  when  Laing's  Nek 
was  occupied  by  the  Boers,  300  seasoned 
men  of  the  Boyal  Marines  were  kept  on 
board  ship  at  the  port,  and  the  blue- 
jackets— against  whom  he  was  the  last 
man  to  say  a  word  of  complaint — were 
sent  to  the  frdnt.  He  did  not  say  that 
the  Blue-jackets  did  not  do  their  duty ; 
but  he  maintained  that  the  Marines 
ought  to  have  had  the  preference  in 
being  sent  to  the  front.  It  was  true  that 
there  were  a  Deputy  Adjutant  General 
and  an  Assistant  Adjutant  of  Boyal 
Marines  connected  with  the  Board 
of  Admiralty ;  but  this  was  not  the 
same  thing  as  their  having  a  Bepresenta- 
tive  on  the  Board,  because  they  were 
subordinate  officers,  and,  although  their 
advice  was  given  to  the  First  Lord,  they 
did  not  take  any  active  part  in  the  ad- 
ministration of  the  Admiralty.  He  be- 
lieved he  was  right  in  saying  that  the 
Force  of  the  Boyal  Marines  was  not  so 
popular  now  as  it  was  some  years  a^o  ; 
and  as  there  was  a  difficulty  in  procuring 
both  officers  and  men,  there  must  be 
something  not  quite  sound  in  connection 
with  the  Corps.  He  hoped  that  the 
whole  question  would  be  considered 
seriously  by  the  Board  of  Admiralty. 
The  Marines  were  a  force  the  country 
could  not  afiPord  to  lose  ;  it  was  one  of  the 
most  useful  branches  of  the  Military  Ser- 
vice, and,  up  to  the  present  time,  had 
nobly  done  its  duty.  He  trusted,  there- 
fore, that  the  Government  would  see 
their  way  to  placing  a  General  Officer 
belonging  to  the  Corps  upon  the  Ad- 
miralty to  take  care  of  this  branch  of  the 
Service. 

Colonel  MAKINS  wished  to  endorse 
the  observations  of  the  hon.  Baronet. 
It  had  been  stated  that  we  were  always 
liable  to  little  wars,  for  which  the  Boyal 
Marines  would  be  one  of  the  most  use- 
ful branches  of  the  Service ;  and  it  was 
therefore  necessary  that  the  force  should 
be  kept  in  a  state  of  thorough  efficiency. 
One  of  the  g^atest  grievances  of  the 
Boyal  Marines  was  in  having  no  direct 
Bepresentative  on  the  Board  of  Admiralty . 
The  First  Naval  Lord  only  knew  the  Ma- 
rines from  his  acquaintance  with  them  on 
board  ship,  and  was  not  well  informed 
as  to  iheir  general  organization,  or  as  to 
iheir  capacity  to  serve  as  troops  in  the 
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field.    The  Boyal  Marines  felt  that  there 
waa  a  certain  stigma  attaching  to  them, 
that  they    were   ''nobody's  children," 
and  that  nobody  was  charged  with  look- 
ing after  their   interests.      There  was 
great  stagnation  in  promotion  amongst 
the  officers,  and  their  position  had  been 
greatly  prejudiced  by  the  new  Warrants 
issued  with  respect  to  promotion  in  the 
Army,  because  officers  in  the  Army,  who 
were  junior  to  the  officers  in  the  Marines 
formerly,  could  not  now  sit  on  courts 
martial,  when  on  garrison  duty,  as  their 
seniors,  in  addition  to  which  they  had 
lost    from    80    to    100    stens    by    the 
changes  that  had    taken  place.     The 
stagnation    was    so    great    that    there 
was  no  chance  of  promotion  for  senior 
captains  till  1885,  as  the  senior  major 
would  not  be  obliged  to  retire  till  that 
year.     When    officers   of   the   Marine 
Force  compared  their  position  with  that 
of  the  other  branches  of   Her  Majesty's 
Services  they  found  that,  whereas  in  their 
own  Corps  it  took  at  least  23  and  probably 
28  years  service  to  obtain  field  rank,  in 
the  Boyal  Engineers  and  Boyal  Artilleiy 
field  rank  was  attained   in    20  or  21 
years ;  in  the  Infantry  in  18  or  20  years ; 
and  in  the  Cavalry  in  1 2  years.  A  scheme 
of  promotion  similar  to  that  for  the  Army 
was  urgently  needed  for  the  Marines. 
He  hoped  to  hear  from  the  Secretary  to 
the  Admiralty  that  some  such  plan  as 
that   suggested   by  the  hon.    Baronet 
the  Member  for   Horsham  (Sir  Heniy 
Fletcher)  would  be  adopted.     The  Ma- 
rines were  a  very  valuable  branch   of 
the  Service,  and  as  such  ought  to  be  put 
on  a  par  with  the  other  branches  of  the 
Service. 

Sib  JOHN  HAY  said,  he  regretted 
extremely  the  arrangement  which  had 
been  made  by  the  Admiralty  for  abolish- 
ing the  curing  establishment  at  Dept- 
ford.  That  establishment  had  been  in- 
stituted in  consequence  of  the  recom- 
mendations of  a  Committee  some  20 
years  ago,  which  was  appointed  to  con- 
sider the  question  of  preserved  meats. 
A  great  quantity  of  preserved  meat  was 
supplied  at  that  time  by  a  German, 
named  Goldner ;  and  the  result  of  the 
supply  was,  he  thought,  not  only  illness 
on  board  the  ships,  but  when  the  packets 
came  to  be  opened  they  were  found  to 
be  filled  with  anything  but  what  they 
were  represented  to  be.  That  was  ex- 
tremely unsatisfactory,  and  the  result  of 
the  inquiry  was  a  recommendation  that 
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they  should  kill  their  own  meat,  cure  it; 
themselves,  and  know  what  it  was.  In 
oonsequence  of  the  recommendation  the 
curing  establishment  was  set  up  at  Dept- 
ford.  The  plea  for  doing  away  with  that 
establishment  was  that  the  course  pro- 
posed by  the  Admiralty  would  be  a  gain 
of  £6,000  a-year  to  the  country.  He 
thought  that  gain  would  be  a  great  loss. 
"We  ought  not  to  rely  on  a  supply  of 
meat  which  might  fail  us,  nor  to  run  the* 
risk  of  deteriorating  the  supply  of  meat 
to  the  Navy.  He  therefore  viewed  with 
some  alarm  the  announcement  that  the 
establishment  in  question  was  to  be  done 
away  with.  He  trusted  the  House  would 
hear  from  the  Secretary  to  the  Admiralty 
how  they  proposed  to  guard  against  the 
evils  which  might  be  supposed  to  accrue 
from  their  arrangement.  With  refer- 
ence to  the  other  topic  which  had  been 
discussed,  he  some  years  ago  brought 
forward  a  Motion  of  the  same  character 
as  his  hon.  Friend's  with  reference  to 
having  a  general  officer  on  the  Board 
of  Admiralty.  He  had  always  thought 
that,  looking  to  the  great  number  of 
Marines  and  Marine  officers  who  served 
under  the  Board,  there  might  be  some 
considerable  advantage  in  having  such 
an  officer ;  and  now  that  the  Admiralty 
was  being  re-arranged,  he  thought  it 
would  be  worth  while  coneidoring  whe- 
ther the  suggestion  of  the  hon.  Ba- 
ronet the  Member  for  Horsham  might 
not  be  incorporated  into  the  new  Board. 
He  trusted  that  before  the  Speaker  left 
the  Chair,  in  order  that  his  hon  Friend 
might  make  his  statement,  they  would 
hear  from  his  hon.  Friend  that  arrange- 
ments would  be  made  for  discussing  the 
Navy  Estimates,  if  not  Yote  I.,  at  least 
Vote  II.,  OD  the  first  day  after  the  dis- 
cussion of  the  Army  Estimates.  If  the 
hon.  Gentleman  would  be  good  enough 
to  arrange  for  this  with  those  about  him, 
it  would  be  a  very  great  convenience 
to  the  House,  and,  perhaps,  to  the  hon. 
Gentleman  himself.  He  would  then  get 
his  first  Vote  without  much  difficulty, 
which  would  enable  him  to  go  on  till  June. 
He  thought  it  would  be  discreditable  to 
this  great  naval  coim try  if,  while  the  Army 
Estimates  were  discussed  the  first  day 
after  the  Easter  Recess,  the  House  would 
have  no  opportunity  of  discussing  the 
Navy  Estimates  till  nobody  knew  when. 

Mk.  PULESTON  said,  he  concurred 
in  the  remarks  of  the  right  hon.  Baronet 
(Sir  John    Hay)   as   to    the    proposed 
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abolition  of  the  curing  establishment  at 
Deptford.  He  would  also  join  in  ex- 
pressing the  hope  that  the  Secretary  to 
the  Admiralty  would  rise  and  be  able 
to  assure  the  House  that  a  day  would  be 
afforded  for  the  full  discussion  of  the 
Navy  Estimates.  The  feeling  amongst 
the  Boyal  Marines  was  that,  notwith- 
standing the  recent  re-organization,  the 
tendency  was  to  legislate  that  splendid 
Corps  out  of  existence  altogether,  and  as 
long  as  that  feeling  prevailed  certainly 
the  efficiency  of  that  Corps  could  not 
be  very  well  promoted.  He  trusted 
that  the  suggestion  of  the  hon.  Baronet 
the  Member  for  Horsham  (Sir  Henry 
Fletcher)  would  be  carried  out,  that  the 
Boyal  Marines  should  be  represented 
on  the  Board  of  Admiralty,  as  &ere  was 
no  reason  why  a  body  composing  one- 
third  of  the  constituents  of  the  Admiralty 
should  not  have  at  least  one  efficient 
representative  on  the  Board. 

Mr.  TREVELYAN  said,  he  was 
really  as  much  obliged  to  the  hon. 
Baronet  the  Member  for  Wigton  (Sir 
Herbert  Maxwell)  as  he  could  be  obliged 
to  anyone  under  the  circumstances  for 
having  called  attention  to  the  system 
under  which  the  Navy  was  supplied  with 
foreign  instead  of  British  beef.  There 
was  no  Department  in  the  Service  which 
did  harder,  and,  as  he  believed,  better 
work  than  the  Purchasing  Department 
of  the  Navy,  and  it  was  a  good  thing 
that  the  strenuous  public  spirit  with 
which  that  Department  carried  on  its 
many-sided  and  most  important  business 
shoidd  sometimes  come  before  the  light 
of  day.  In  no  branch  of  the  work  had 
it  less  reason  to  dread  that  light  than 
the  one  to  which  the  hon.  Baronet  had 
referred.  To  begin  with,  it  was  worth 
knowing  that  the  use  of  salted  beef 
had  relatively  almost  gone  out  in  the 
Navy.  The  entire  amount  used  in  the 
year  all  the  world  over  was  under 
1,000,000  lbs.,  while  in  the  home  ports 
alone  5,000,000  lbs.  of  fresh  beef  were 
annually  used,  not  to  speak  of  the 
enormous  consumption  which  took  place 
on  the  foreign  stations,  which  was  calcu- 
lated at  3,500,000  lbs.  This  fresh  beef 
was  bought  from  contractors,  who,  at 
the  home  ports,  it  was  needless  to  say, 
were  Englishmen.  He  could  hardly 
imagine  that  the  hon.  Member  would 
maintain  for  a  moment  that  it  should  be 
specified  in  the  contract  that  the  car- 
cases should  be  those  of  English  cattle  '^ 
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though  the  terms  of  his  Motion  would 
almost  appear  to  imply  it.  At  Plymouth 
and  Portsmouth  as  many  as  60  or  80 
cattle  had  to  be  brought  in  and  slaugh- 
tered weekly ;  and  he  presumed  that  it 
was  almost  certain  that  the  contractors 
did  not  obtain  them  altogether  or  to  any 
g^eat  extent  from  home  sources  if  it 
were  only  for  the  difficulties  of  Board  of 
Trade  regulations.  Indeed,  a  clause  in 
a  contract  to  insist  on  beef  being  Eng- 
lish would  in  its  nature  be  so  inquisi- 
torial that  it  was  doubtful  whether  we 
could  get  any  respectable  contractor  to 
serve  us  at  all  on  such  terms.  Could 
the  hon.  Member  suggest  to  the  Ad- 
miralty a  method  for  distinguishing 
whether  dead  meat  was  of  home  or 
foreign  origin  ?  With  regard  to  salt 
meat,  a  change  had  been  recently  made 
which  affected  the  public  purse,  but 
which  he  very  much  doubted  to  have 
any  bearing  on  the  question  as  between 
home  and  foreign  cattle.  Up  to  1870 
all  the  salt  beef  for  the  Navy  was  cured 
at  Deptfordy  the  meat  being  supplied  by 
contractors.  The  right  hon.  Member  for 
the  Wigton  Burghs  (Sir  John  Hay) 
spoke  about  their  having  killed  their 
own  meat  at  Deptford.  They  had  never 
killed  a  single  animal  at  Deptford. 
The  meat  was  not  purchased  in  carcass, 
as  the  Admiralty  only  took  certain  por- 
tions; it  was  bought  in  the  London 
market,  and  was  supplied  at  the  rate  of 
20,000  lb.  every  two  days,  while  the 
process  of  ciiring  lasted,  and,  in  the 
opinions  of  those  best  qualified  to  judge, 
it  was  probably  chiefly,  and  sometimes 
entirely,  foreign  meat.  In  1870  one- 
third  of  the  supply  was  procured  in  the 
shape  of  salt  meat  from  America.  It 
had  been  used  in  that  proportion  since 
that  day  in  the  Navy,  and  there  had 
been  no  complaint  at  all  of  its  quality. 
The  very  top  market  price  was  paid  to 
the  best  curers,  and  yet  the  saving  on 
the  curing  at  Deptford  was  no  less  than 
27  per  cent.  A  hundred  pounds  of  salt 
beef  cured  at  Deptford  cost  £3  3«., 
omitting  fractions,  and  100  lbs.  of 
American  salt  beef  delivered  at  Dept- 
ford cost  £2  6*.  \d.  With  this  know- 
ledge before  them,  the  Admiralty  this 
year  determined  to  ffive  up  curing  at 
Deptford,  and  by  so  doing  they  saved 
£5,000  a-year,  and,  as  far  as  he  could 
learn,  veiry  little  less  English  beef  was 
eaten  in  the  Navy.  But,  apart  from  this 
consideration,  in  his  opinion,  the  Admi- 
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ralty  had  no  choice  in  the  matter.     The 
Admiralty  was,  among  other  things,  a 
fi^reat  business  Department,  and  unless 
it  was  managed  on  business  principles, 
there  would  be  no  knowing  where  they 
might  be  landed.      If   the  Admiralty 
were  to  begin  to  buy  for  other  reasons 
than  because  goods  were  the  best  and 
the  cheapest  they  would  first  have  bad 
things  and  dear  things  ;  but   the   evil 
would  not  stop  there,  for  if   once  the 
principle  were  established  of  buying  for 
any  but  commercial  reasons  the  door 
would    be    opened  to  favouritism  and 
jobbery.     He  could  give  hon.  Members 
the  very  gratifying  assurance  that  if  the 
Admiralty  bought  for  no  other  reasons 
than  those  of  goodness  and  cheapness, 
it   was  not  our  home  producers   who 
would  suffer     He  knew  not  what  was 
the  experience  of  private  firms ;  but  this 
he  knew,   that  the  Admiralty,    whose 
only  object  was  that  the  public  should 
be  served  well  and  cheaply,  found  that 
it  was  best  served  from  home  sources. 
He  had  asked  the  head  of  their  Purchase 
Department  to  name  some  articles  pro- 
duced at    home  which    they  founa  it 
better  to  procure  abroad,  and  the  list 
was    ludicrously    insignificant.       Some 
black  silk  neck-handkerchiefs,  for  which 
the  sailors  had   a  special  fancy,   some 
electrical  machines  which  were  a  speci- 
ality of   a  Paris  company,  and  one  or 
two  trifles  of  that  sort  almost  completed 
the  list.     The  un worked  metal,  the  coal, 
all  the  enormous  mass  of  textile  articles 
in  use,  all  the  wrought  metal  articles 
whatsoever,  from  20-inch  steel  plates  down 
to  tin  tacks,  were  of  British  production ; 
and  as  long  as  that  was  the  experience 
of  a  Department  which  bought  on  the 
scale  of  the  Admiralty,  he  did  not  think 
British  trade  could  be   in  a  very  un- 
healthy state.  But  there  were  other  con- 
siderations besides  trade  considerations ; 
and  he  trusted  that  hon.  Members  would 
allow  him  to  show  that  those  had  in  this 
case  been  attended  to.     He  found  in  a 
Paper,  dated  the  17th  of  September  last, 
the  following  questions  asked  : — 

*'  1.  What  alteration  of  staff  would  take 
place  at  Deptford  r  2.  Can  the  required  staff 
for  curing  heef  be  got  in  readily  in  case  of  war  f 
3.  Are  there  any  beef -curing  firms  at  home 
equal  in  merit  to  the  American  P  '* 

The    answers    returned    were    as    fol- 
lows:— 

*<  1.  No  decrease  in  permanent  staff,  the  men 
being  taken  on  for  curing  as  required^  but 
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•nfaig  1b  monaj  el  AI8B.    S.  Tm  :  tha  Ubonr  I  wliiidi  appeared  in  tihe  DuUin    doily 
li  obidlT  mMdumieal,  not  ildlUd.    3.  Thehome   unan  of  the  followinff  dav,  and  to  the 


H.niit  ..lertuned  lh.1  mno  p<«Bble  j„^j.?K?i8fl.i™t.nt,wiUin.f«. 
OODtmgancy  oooH  .»y  natioiiid  incon-  .^  ^  the  pio«m««  of  ■oldim  ul  tl» 
nnimoi  or  mUitoCT  dimdviintjgs  an"  p.ensoo  «|5  oondgot  of  mombon  of  tie 
ftom  tto  dunee,  tie  AdminJty  hud  nj  '  „„  ,,^  „  ^  meeliiig  addnpe«id  by 
dion»  but  to  iii)pt  the  ooime  whjoh  ^  (jj^  Seoretaiy  et  iSlluooi. ;  ahfb 
ktd  been  adopted,  and  he  trurted  that  ^  ,^  attention  to  the  faot  that  the 
that  eonne  wonld  meet  the  appioral  of  ,^,  ,,^  „,  y,  ,^^  appealed  in 
Ion.  Membei..     In  regard  to  dmwingj   ^a,,  r;  a,at1t™  n^ed  to 

■upphee  from  the  Ctoloniee,  he  had  ^^  ol't£m  by  the  aane  peSS,  fkee 
•rery  iea«m  to  behev.  that  New  Ze.-,^  „t„^  „^  y^,  j^,  r,^  ,t„ 
Und  wonld  ye^  loon  be  ma  poeition  to  .,^  „%,p„rter  to  the  righlVnonraWe 
eappjjr  ne  more  cheaply  ftan  we  were  Q„aeman  on  the  oeeaamn  in  qnertion 
■nppUed  at  premnt  V.  Amenca.  He  ,„i„thehahil  of  aeting  offinally  fbr 
huf  been  eiceedmglj  interoeted  with   the  Iriah  Exeontiye ,  and  more- 

what  wee  aaid  about  the  Manne  Uorpa ;  

but  if  the  hon.  Baronet  the  Member  for  J^SS;i.^»^jffl°i.^^,£SlU  ™ 
Horriiam  (Sir  Henry  Fletoh»)  jnd  the  ^ST^'TiSST^'Z'Z 
Aon.  and  galuntQentleman  tee  Member  chief  eenaUcr  to  tha  Lord  Lbntenaiit,  and 
fat  South  Eoeex  (Oolonel  Makina)  had  that  the  Otnwahnlaty  fatoM  td  the  Crown 
heard  what  he  had  to  aay  on  that  matter  •'^'^  ^  einploy"^  to  iptuaidate  the  pnMo, 
o«theBetimatee.muchoftheirepeeoha.  ^^.TS!^'^^;:^:^^^^^^ 

would   haye   been   unneoeeeary.     The       

Earl  of  Northbrook  and  hii  OoUeaguee  «"?,  although  ha  waa  ahut  out  by  the 
bad  introduced  a  considerabh)  change  in  '''"o"  of  the  Houae  from  tabng  the 
the  direction  indicated  ;  but  ho  waa  "°*«  of  the  Houee  aa  to  the  Motioii 
•uthoriaed  to  eay  there  waa  no  proepeot  which  waa  down  on  tiio  Paper  in  hia 
of  any  freeh  chmige  being  made  for  a  ""O.  'o  waj  very  gUd  to  haye  die 
period  which  he  could  call  anappioxi-  opportunity  ef  bnngng  the  anbieot  be- 
mate  period.  In  the  opinion  of  the  <«"  ""e  Houee.  He  did  so  for  two 
Board,  the  que.tion.  relating  to  the  reiuone.  In  the  firet  place,  the  Motion 
Harinee,  which  were  not  queetione  re-  J"?,  a  peraonid  bearing  upon  one  who 
forring  to  the  Navy  in  general,  were  held  the  very  dirtinguiehed  poeition  of 
comparatively  few,  and  on  the«i  qnee-  •  Mini.ter  of  the  Crown  |  and  he 
tioue  the  Marinoe  were  repreuintiS  by  thought  hon.  Memberi  would  agree  with 
the  Deputy  Adjutant  General  and  hie  him  that  the  looner  the  Motion  waa  di^ 
dietingiiiehedeeoond  in  command.  That  P!»"  °J  'J,*  "'"i'-  "^  ""  .""o"" 
the  intere.1  of  the  Corp.  had  not  been  P''".  ">«  ^a^'  K"'"  »■•  olo","' 
neglected  the  hon.  Bentleman  would  lee  J"'!'''  J""!.  "  *!"  <"»•'  8«c™t?ry  »» 
when  he  e.plained  what  had  been  done  Ireland  might  be  tempted,  during  the 
for  the  Marinee.  There  wa.  no  part  ol  Eaeler  Eece.a,  to  repeat  the  pnoceedinga 
the  Nary  in  which  anything  like  lO  )"  T'^"^  i^'  '?'■'.?  mdulged  in  Ire- 
great  a  change,  tor  the  better  had  been  '««'■.  he  Uioughl  it  woulf  be  for  the 
brought  aa  in  the  Marine  Corp^  and  in  publij  mtereet  to  aneertam  ae  loon  aa 
order  to  hear  what  the  change  had  been  po"ible  under  what  rondiUon.  he  pro- 
hon.  Oeutlemen  had  only  t5  wail  until  poeed  to  repeat  Ihem.  The  gueehon  he 
hia  epeoch  on  Uie  Eetioate..  i  ooncemed  him»lt  with  wa.  lie  metiiod 

!  whioh   the  ngbt  hon.  Qentleman  took 
STATE  OF  IRELAND— VISIT  OP  THE  | '*>''.*>"'*P°8  *^«  sill's^"**  of  tl»^  sp^"*' 
CHIEF  SECRETARY  TO  TULLAMOEE.    i  which  he  delivered  at  Tullamore  before 
OBBEEVATiONS.  ^w^^v""'     ^^.^  warcely  point  Out 

that  when  any  person  of  the  eminenoe 
Mb.  sexton,  who  had  given  Notice  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman— a  Uiaister 
tiiat  he  would  call  attention  to  the  Preee  of  the  Crown  responsible  for  the  affairs 
reports  of  the  speech  of  the  Chief  Secre-  of  Ireland — took  upon  himself  at  a  time 
twy  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  at  lulta-  of  great  excitement  and  great  tension  of 
more,    on    Monday,    the    6th    instant,   feeung  to  addreee  public  audiences  ia. 
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the  country,  it  was  of  great  importance 
that  able  and  impartial  Pressmen  should 
be  present  to  act  as  witnesses  for  the 
public,  and  note  the  demeanour  of  the 
people.    The  right  hon.  Gentleman  had 
no  right,  by  the  agency  of  an  official 
reporter,  to  manufacture  public  opinion. 
Now,  there  were  three  daily  papers  in 
Dublin.  There  was  The  Freemawi  Journal^ 
The  Irish  Titnes,  and  The  Daily  .Express  ; 
and  the  invariable  custom  on  the  part 
of  any  public  body  or  any  public  man 
who  had  public  proceedings  in  contem- 
plation was  to  inform  those  journals  of 
his  purpose.     The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
did  not  inform  The  IVeeman's  Journal  or 
any  member  of  its  staff.     The  FreemanU 
Journal  was  the  popular  organ  in  Ire- 
land.    It  was  the  organ  to  which  the 
representatives  of  the  public  habitually 
resorted  for  information.     Neither  did 
he  send  information  to  The  Daily  Express^ 
a    very    ably-conducted    journal,    the 
organ  of  what  was  called  in  the  House 
the  regular  Opposition,  and  known  as 
the  Tory  Party  in  Ireland.     The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  confined  it  to  a  member 
of  the  staff  of  a  third-rate  newspaper  in 
Ireland — The  Irish  Times,  It  was  a  news- 
paper of  undefined  politics,  but  at  pre- 
sent was  a  supporter  of  the  agrarian 
policy  of   the  nght   hon.   Gentleman. 
There  was  upon  the  staff  of  The  Irish 
Times  a  gentleman  named  Murray.     He 
wished  it  to  be  understood  that  against 
Mr.  Murray  he  had  not  a  single  word 
to  say.     He  believed  him  to  be  a  gentle- 
man of  amiable  disposition  and  affable 
manner;    but  Mr.  Murray  was  practi- 
cally— that  was  to  say,  in  the  financial 
sense  of  the  word — an  official  reporter 
in  Ireland.     The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
declared  himself  to  be  ignorant  of  the 
fact  that  Mr.  Murray  had  been  a  re- 
porter of  the  State  Trials  in  1880.     He 
(Mr.  Sexton)  had  occasion  to  be  present 
at  the  State  Trials,  and  he  could  testify 
that  Mr.  Murray  was  present  from  day 
to  day  in  charge  of  the  official  reporting. 
Furthermore,  he  was  aware   that   Mr. 
Murray  habitually  received  from    the 
Government  in  Ireland  commissions  to 
make  official  reports,  which  were  very 
lucrative.     He  wished  to  impress  upon 
the    House    that   it  was  a  matter  of 
common  knowledge  in  Dublin  that  Mr. 
Murray,  who  was  the  gentleman  selected 
b^  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  to  report 
hu  speech  at  TuUamore,  was  repeatedly 
and  continually  employed  by  the  Execu- 

Mff  Sexton 


tive  upon  lucrative  official  business.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman,  when  he  proposed 
to  deliver  his  speech,  avoided  giving 
notice  to  The  Freeman^ s  Journal  or  The 
Daily  Express^  and  sent  for  a  member 
of  the  staff  of  The  Irish  Times.     Mr. 
Murray,   therefore,   had  reason  to  be 
g^teful  to  the  Government,  and  to  feel 
that  gratitude  which  was  supposed  to 
spring  from  a  lively  sense  of  favours  to 
come.    When  he  did  that,   the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  must  have  known  that 
he  was  inviting  a  gentleman  who  was 
prepared  to  play  a  firiendly  part  towards 
him.    The  right  hon.  Gentleman  said 
there  were  three  reporters  present.    No 
doubt,  the  local  reporters  were  present. 
The  report  produced  by  Mr.  Murray 
gave  them  abundant  reason  to  think 
that  the  Chief  Secretary  for    Ireland 
showed  a  very  wise  discretion  in  select- 
ing him.     He  did  not  wish  to  make  any 
charge  of  bad  faith  against  Mr.  Murray, 
but  simply  to  say  that  he  was  so  bound 
by  ties  of  gratitude  to  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  that  he  was  prepared  to  put 
the  most  favourable  gloss  on  the  whole 
proceedings.    The  report  of  the  speech 
wasjheaded  '*  The  Chief  Secretary  on  the 
State  of  Ireland ; "  and  it  had|as  a  second 
heading,   in  large  type,    "Favourable 
reception  by  the  people  at  Tullamore." 
The  introduction  to  tne  report  stated — 

<*  Mr.  Fonter  was  listened  to,  not  only  with 
deep  attention,  bat  respectful  silence,  there 
beinf^:  scarcely  an  interruption,  and  some  of  the 
sentiments  b^g  cheered." 

So  spoke  the  official  reporter.  There 
was  a  system  of  comment  by  paren- 
thesis, the  use  of  which  was  well 
understood  by  accomplished  members  of 
the  Press,  and  indeed  by  members  of 
the  Press  who  were  not  accomplished, 
and  that  consisted  in  throwing  in  a 
"hear, hear, "and* 'applause,*'  **cheer8," 
and  ''laughter,"  at  such  points  of  a 
speech  as  either  in  imagination  or  in 
fact  might  have  provoked  these  de- 
monstrations of  feeling  from  the  audi- 
ence ;  and  they  found  that  Mr.  Murray 
had  justified  the  choice  which  had  been 
made  of  him  by  the  liberality  with 
which  he  had  thrown  in  these  paren- 
thetical comments  in  his  report.  It  was 
a  practice  not  entirely  unknown  to  Gen- 
tlemen occupying  the  position  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman,  to  overlook  their 
speeches  and  to  revise  them.  Perhaps  Mr. 
Murray  felt  an  interest  in  seeing  the 
right  hon.  Gentleme^n  had  the  advantage 
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of  bit  co-operation  and  asaistance  in  this 
way.  At  any  rate,  the  Chief  Secretary 
for  Ireland  had  credit  in  the  report  two 
or  three  times  of  '^  hear,  hear,"  twice  for 
''applaaae,"  occasionaUyfor^laaghter," 
which  might  or  might  not  have  been  com- 

Slimentaiy,  and  three  times  for ' '  cheers." 
he  speech  ended  with  a  ''round  of 
oheers.  The  whole  thing,  in  fact, 
looked  very  much  as  if  the  riffht  hon. 
Gentleman  had  been  the  idol  of  the 
people  and  bad  gone  down  to  Tullamore 
to  De  borne  on  the  shoulders  of  the 
people,  and  to  meet  with  a  surging  de- 
monstration of  welcome.  Then  there 
were  other  points  in  this  report  of  an 
interesting  character.  When  the  right 
hon.  Oenfleman  told  his  audience  why 
be  had  gone  down,  the  report  said — 
"A  Voice:  We  admire  your  pluck." 
He  (Mr.  Sexton)  was  quite  unable  to  see 
where  the  pluck  appeared  in  the  whole 
transaction.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
was  surrounded  by  oifidal  subordinates 
of  erery  degree,  and  it  did  not  require 
the  courage  of  a  Bayard  to  pop  one's 
head  out  of  a  hotel  window  and  address 
a  small  crowd  collected  outside  in  a  little 
town  where  there  were  not  only  police 
magistrates  in  the  room,  but  also  m  the 
streets;  and  perhaps  if  The  Freeman* i 
Jowmal  and  Th$  Daily  £xpre»8  had  been 
invited  to  attend,  and  if  one  of  the  able 
gentlemen  who  composed  the  staff  of 
these  journals  had  been  in  the  window 
looking  on  and  listening  to  what  had 
been  said,  they  might  have  been  able 
to  learn  who  it  was  said — **  We  admire 
your  pluck."  Was  it  a  citizen,  a  con- 
stable, or  a  soldier  ? — [Mr.  Biooar  :  Or 
a  detective  ?J — or,  as  the  hon.  Member 
for  Oavan  suggested,  was  it  a  detective  ? 
These  gentlemen,  he  believed,  were  also 
in  attendance  on  the  scene.  [Mr.  W. 
B.  FoRSTEB :  I  deny  it  entirely.]  He 
(Mr.  Sexton)  fancied  the  voice  came 
m>m  one  of  the  soldiers  who  were  drawn 
to  the  meeting,  according  to  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman's  own  statement,  with 
the  laudable  desire  of  drinking  at  the 
fountain  of  his  eloquence.  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  also  said— "I  know 
I  may  say  many  things  you  dislike." 
Then  a  voice  was  reported  to  have  said, 
*  *  Very  few."  He  would  leave  the  House 
to  judge  whether'  such  an  observation 
as  this  was  likely  to  have  been  made  by 
an  ordinary  member  of  the  public.  The 
report  conveyed  the  idea  that  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  was  met  with  a  great 


demonstration  of  popular  support,  and 
that  his  observations  were  met  with 
shouts  of  enthusiastic  approval;  that 
"hear,  hear,"  <*  applause,"  "cheers,  "and 
"  lauffhter  "  punctuated  his  speech  as  it 
would  do,  say,  in  the  House  ofOommons. 
But  the  whole  thing  was  worthy  of  Baron 
Munchausen  or  of  The  Arabian  NighU. 
It  did  great  credit  to  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman's  penetration  in  not  giving 
notice  to  the  other  papers,  and  in  taking 
down  only  one  reporter,  who  was  in  the 
pay  of  the  Executive.  But  was  that  the 
way  the  affairs  of  the  country  were  to  be 
conducted?  But  he  had  not  done  yet 
with  Mr.  Murray.  Between  ne  IrUh 
TimM  and  The  FreemmiCi  Journal  there  was 
the  greatest  commercial  rivalry,  and  they 
were  always  very  glad  to  have  a  special 
report  or  piece  of  news  to  keep  it  for 
their  own  paper.  What  did  Mr.  Murray 
do  with  his  special  and  exclusive  report  ? 
He  appeared  at  night  at  The  FreemanCe 
JaumatofELoB  and  offered  this  report  for 
nothinir.  Why  did  Mr.  Murray  make 
himself  the  agent  for  distributing  this 
cooked  report  ?  Why  did  he  give  it  to 
his  rival  l%e  I^eemanU  Journal  and  to 
7%#  Daily  Expreee  and  to  ThelrUh  Timee, 
and  also  telegraph  it  to  all  the  papers  in 
England  ?  And  who  paid  for  the  tele- 
grams ?  The  English  papers  all  got  the 
report  for  nothing.  ($ut  of  what  fund 
did  the  money  come  ?  The  whole  thing 
was  to  him  a  mystery  beyond  the  power 
of  calculation,  and  he  could  only  account 
for  it  by  the  fact  of  Government  influence 
being  brought  to  bear  on  The  Irish  Times. 
Where  did  the  money  come  from  to  pay 
for  those  telegrams  ?  Did  it  come  out  of 
the  public  funds  ?  If  not,  why  did  Mr. 
Murray  display  such  extraordinary 
energy,  and  how  were  the  managers 
of  7^0  Irish  Times  persuaded  to  so  far 
foreffo  their  natural  jealousy  of  The  Free* 
maws  Journal  as  to  offer  a  copy  of  the 
speech  to  that  journal  unasked  ?  If  the 
reporters  of  2'he  FVeemanU  Journal  and 
The  Daily  Express  had  gone  down  the 
public  would  have  seen  the  real  charac- 
ter of  the  reception  accorded  to  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman.  The  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman up  to  the  present  had  shown  a 
g^eat  disinclination  to  give  any  infor- 
mation on  the  matter.  He  did  not  know 
that  Mr.  Murray  reported  the  State 
Trials  in  1880.  In  fact,  he  did  not  know 
that  police  and  soldiers  were  present  at 
the  meeting.  He  could  only  say  that, 
I  for  a  person  who  lived  in  an  atmos|)bere 
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of  politics,  in  this  sophisticated  age, 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  must  be  a 
masterpiece  of  innocence.  Fortunately, 
however,  a  few  days  affo  he  (Mr.  Sex- 
ton) had  received  a  letter  from  Mr. 
Henry  Egan,  of  Tullamore.  Mr.  Egan 
was  a  gentleman  of  the  highest  charac- 
ter and  position,  and  by  his  actions  and 
the  whole  tenour  of  his  life  he  had  earned 
and  retained  the  best  esteem  of  his  fel- 
low-townsmen. It  was  true  that  he  had 
been  imprisoned  under  the  Coercion  Act; 
but  that  was  of  little  consequence,  as 
there  was  no  man  in  Ireland  of  any  in- 
fluence with  the  people  who  had  not 
shared  that  fate.  This  gentleman,  the 
Chairman  of  the  Town  Commissioners, 
the  principal  civic  person  in  the  place, 
was  drawn  more  by  curiosity  than  by 
sympathy,  he  should  imagine,  into  the 
streets  to  see  and  hear  the  wonderful 
man  who  could  throw  everybody  into 
prison  of  his  mere  will  and  pleasure; 
and  this  was  Mr.  Egan's  account  of  the 
proceedings — 

**  There  was  a  small  crowd  of  about  200  per- 
sons there,  a  very  large  proportion  of  whom  were 
landlords  and  officials,  together  with  all  the 
small  Tory  fry  of  the  town.  There  were  a  num- 
ber of  policemen  and  some  soldiers.  The  pre- 
tence of  the  parish  priest  in  another  window  of 
the  hotel  secured  the  Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland 
a  respectful  hearing.  I  had  the  hardihood  to  cry 
out,  *  The  suspects  should  be  released,'  when  a 
policeman  and  a  soldier  placed  themselves  on 
each  side  of  me.  They  said  if  I  did  not  conduct 
myself  I  should  be  put  back  a^g^n,  meaning 
that  I  should  be  re-arrested.  The  police-con- 
stable's name  was  Allan." 

Such  was  Mr.  Egan's  story.  Could 
English  Members  realize  the  reprehen- 
sible character  of  this  conduct,  occurring 
in  the  case  of  the  chief  civil  person  in 
the  town,  who  had  simply  made  an  ob- 
servation. He  would  remind  the  House 
of  what  had  occurred  towards  the  end 
of  last  year.  This  same  man,  Allan, 
and  two  other  policemen,  for  no  earthly 
reason,  ordered  two  inoffensive  young 
men  named  Cow  en  and  Kyan  to  be 
beaten  by  the  police  at  Newtown,  in  the 
King's  County ;  that  one  of  them  was 
still  in  a  precarious  state.  Yet  this  trucu« 
lent  bully  was  one  of  the  policemen  in 
plain  clothes  who,  while  the  right  hon. 
Uentleman  was  speaking,  lent  an  ap- 
pearance of  popular  assent  to  the  pro- 
ceedings by  threatening  the  principal 
person  in  the  town.  He  congratulated 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  on  the  stage 
manager  or  fugleman  he  had  at  Tulla-  i 
more  to  direct  the  little  comedy  which 
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was  enacted  there.     Having  laid  before 
the  House  what  he  believed  to  be  an 
honest  account  of   the   transaction,  he 
should  be  fflad  to  hear  from  the  Chief 
Secretary  ror  Ireland  out  of  what  fund 
Mr.  Murray  was  compensated,  and  how 
The  Irish   Times   was    prevailed   on  to 
communicate  the  report  to  The  Freeman  f 
He  would  also  be  glad  to  know  whether 
on  future  occasions  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman, when  he  proposed  to  address 
public  meetings  in  Ireland,  would  invite 
the  public  Press  to  attend  ?    The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  confessed  with  excessive 
frankness  that  if  he  had  informed  the 
people  of  his  intended  speech  he  would 
not  have  obtained  a  hearing.     If  it  was 
necessary  for  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
in  order  to  make  speeches  in  Ireland  to 
steal  a  march  on  the  people  and  to  com- 
municate the  fact  only  to  an  official  re- 
porter, he  thought  the  political  capital 
to  be  made  henceforth  out  of  such  de- 
monstrations must  be  very  little  indeed. 
He   could  only    say  that  the  political 
capital  made  out  of  the  speech  at  Tulla- 
more was  obtained,  he  would  not  say  by 
false  pretences,    but  by  an    ingenious 
device,  and  he  hoped  they  had  seen  the 
last  of  such  measures. 

Mb.  W.  E.  FORSTER  said,  he  did 
not  intend  to  detain  the  House  more 
than  a  few  moments,  on  account  of  the 
very  important  Business  before  them; 
but  he  could  not  allow  those  remarks  to 
go  without  reply,  though  he  had  already, 
by  antidpation,  made  some  answer  to 
them.  He  must  again  repeat  that  two 
charges  had  been  made  against  him — 
first,  that  he  had  provided  in  some  way 
or  other  police  or  soldiers  to  overawe  the 
audience  at  his  meeting  at  Tullamore ; 
and  that  he  had  taken  means  to  provide 
a  garbled  report  of  the  proceedings.  As 
regarded  the  first  charge,  he  would  again 
say  that  he  expressed  his  wish  to  the 
authorities  of  Tullamore  that  they  should 
take  no  precautions  whatever,  to  allow 
the  crowd  to  deal  with  his  speech  as 
they  pleased,  and  practically  he  be- 
lieved that  was  done.  The  statement 
that  there  were  police  and  soldiers  pre- 
sent in  large  numbers  he  denied.  He 
did  not  see  them  himself,  and,  from  the 
information  he  had  obtained,  he  did  not 
believe  it  to  be  true.  An  officer  and  one 
or  two  soldiers  came  there  through  curi- 
osity, and  they  were  the  only  military 
he  saw.  There  was  no  special  force  of 
police  drafted  into  the  town,  and  theM 
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were  no  detectives  employed.  There 
were  three  policemen  on  duty  in  the 
town,  and  he  believed  one  or  two  of 
them  came  out  of  curiosity  to  hear  his 
speech.  What  happened  in  the  case  of 
Mr.  Egan  was  this.  The  sub-inspector 
considered  he  was  interrupting,  and 
asked  him  not  to  do  so  ;  and  afterwards 
his  brother  came  and  took  him  away. 
So  much  for  the  charge  of  overawing. 
He  had  not  revised  the  report  of  his 
speech.  It  was  not  a  prepared  speech 
— that  was,  he  did  not  use  any  notes. 
As  far  as  his  recoUeotion  went,  and  that 
of  others,  including  his  son,  it  was  a 
completely  accurate  report ;  and  if  it 
had  not  been,  the  correspondents  of  the 
Dublin  journals  who  were  present  would 
have  been  glad  of  the  opportunity  of 
pointing  out  the  inaccuracies.  As  re- 
garded the  demeanour  of  the  crowd,  the 
hon.  Gentleman  did  not  fairly  describe 
the  report.  The  hon.  Member  said  the 
report  ended  with  rounds  of  cheers ;  but 
it  did  not  contain  that  statement  at  all. 
The  report  ended  by  stating  that  there 
was  applause,  and  there  was  applause. 
[Mr.  Sexton  :  It  ends  with  cheers.]  He 
(Mr.  W.  E.  Forster)  thought  it  ended 
with  applause.  He  did  not  think  there 
were  rounds  of  cheers ;  but  he  was  heard 
with  respectful  attention,  and  he  thought 
there  was  some  cheering  at  the  end. 
The  hon.  Member  asked  why  he  did  not 
send  word  to  all  the  papers  in  Dublin. 
He  had  two  reasons  for  not  doing  so. 
In  the  first  place,  he  was  not  at  all  sure 
that  he  would  make  the  speech ;  but  he 
did  think  it  was  possible  that  he  would 
say  something,  and  he  sent  to  The  Irish 
Times  telling  them  so,  and  stating  that 
if  they  thought  it  worth  their  while 
they  might  send  down  a  reporter,  and 
they  did  so.  He  would  tell  the  hon. 
Member  why  he  did  not  send  word  to 
any  other  paper.  He  was  perfectly  pre- 
pared to  meet  the  crowd  at  Tullamore  ; 
but  he  did  not  wish  to  give  the  friends 
of  the  hon.  Member  in  Dublin  an  oppor- 
tunity of  sending  down  persons  to  or- 
ganize opposition  to  him.  The  hon. 
Member  said  he  used  sensational  lan- 
guage ;  but  he  did  not  think  ho  could 
use  simpler  language  in  describing  the 
outrage  on  the  poor  man  Moron ey,  who 
had  been  murdered  in  Clare.  What  did 
he  read  in  2%e  Nation  or  Weekly  Newe 
since  ?  One  of  these  papers  said  this 
thing  must  not  go  on.  That  was  to  say, 
the  Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland  must  not 


be  allowed  to  speak  again.  He  thought 
if  he  had  given  information  to  the  other 
newspapers  that  that  woiild  be  so,  and 
as  he  desired  to  be  heard  he  did  not 
give  the  information.  The  pith  of  the 
matter  was  this.  After  the  descriptiops 
which  had  been  given  of  him,  and  the 
speeches  made  about  him  right  and  left 
throughout  Ireland — after  the  way  he 
had  been  held  up  to  the  people,  hon. 
Members  thought  it  would  be  impossible 
for  him  to  be  heard  with  respectful  at- 
tention in  any  of  the  prescribed  districts 
or  in  a  town  where  it  unfortunately  had 
been  necessary  to  arrest  some  persons. 
It  only  proved  what  he  believed  would 
have  happened  if  he  or  anybody  else 
went  to  address  these  people,  and  en- 
able them  to  see  the  other  side  of  the 
question,  which  they  had  never  seen  at 
the  meetings  held  in  Ireland — that,  not- 
withstanding the  endeavours  of  the  hon. 
Member  and  his  Friends,  the  Irish 
people  would  give  him  a  hearing.  If 
he  had  given  information  of  his  inten- 
tion, there  would  have  been  a  very  great 
efiPort  made  to  prevent  his  being  heard. 
He  had  been  charged  with  desiring  to 
make  political  capital.  There  was  no 
political  capital  in  the  matter.  Having 
seen  the  outrages  which  were  committed 
in  particular  districts,  and  the  terrorism 
which  existed,  he  believed  that  what 
was  required  was  that  the  people  who 
were  opposed  to  this  terrorism  should 
unite  to  prevent  it ;  and  he  advised  them 
to  do  so.  The  hon.  Member,  no  doubt, 
disliked  his  making  that  statement.  He 
also  made  a  statement  showing  the  ter- 
rible results  of  this  system  of  intimi- 
dation, and  he  thought  the  audience 
seemed  to  agree  with  him  that  it  ought 
to  be  put  down.  Why  did  the  hon. 
Member  complain  of  him  for  making 
those  statements  ?  He  could  not  imagine 
why  that  speech  in  Tullamore  had  ex- 
cited so  much  irritation.  What  he 
wanted  to  do,  if  he  got  the  chance — 
and  he  was  not  then  sure  that  he  would 
get  the  chance — was  to  address  an  Irish 
audience,  to  let  them  hear  the  other  side 
of  the  question,  which  they  had  not 
been  in  the  habit  of  hearing.  They 
knew  the  newspapers  these  people  read, 
and  they  knew  the  sort  of  speeches  they 
generally  heard.  The  hon.  Member  spoke 
of  letting  out  the  **  suspects  "  before  he 
(Mr.  W.  E.  Forster)  attempted  to  ad- 
dress the  people.  That  was  really  too 
much,  when  they  remembered  that  for 
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a  long  period  he  had  been  attacked 
right  and  left  throughout  the  country  as 
no  public  man  was  ever  attacked  before, 
and  that  never  for  a  moment  had  the 
Government  made  use  of  any  of  its 
powers  to  prevent  those  speeches.  He 
was  determined  to  go  amongst  the  people 
and  speak  to  them,  and  see  how  he  would 
be  received.  He  was  not  loudly  cheered, 
but  he  was  received  with  respectful  at- 
tention. One  person  in  the  crowd  spoke 
of  his  pluck.  He  did  not  consider  he 
showed  any  pluck,  for  the  only  danger 
he  apprehended  was  the  danger  of  not 
being  heard.  No  doubt,  it  was  very  dis- 
appointing to  the  hon.  Member  that  he 
should  have  been  received  in  that  way ; 
but  the  hon.  Member  would  have  been 
serving  his  own  interests  better  had  he 
on  this  occasion  concealed  his  irritation. 

Mr.  DAWSON  said,  he  thought  the 
hon.  Member  for  Sligo  (Mr.  Sexton) 
had  made  a  brilliant  effort  on  behalf 
of  Ireland  in  bringing  forward  this 
matter  and  dealing  with  it  as  he 
had  done.  He  himself  shared  in  the 
wide  surprise  that  followed  the  speech 
of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Chief 
Secretary  at  Tullamore;  and  he  felt 
humiliated  that  an  Irish  audience  in  an 
Irish  town  afforded  such  a  reception  to 
the  Kepresentative  of  the  present  Go- 
vernment, and  BO  endorsed  its  policy. 
The  report  was  not  hdnafide — it  did  not 
accurately  describe  the  conduct  at  the 
meeting.  Had  it  described  the  meeting, 
it  must  have  shown  that  the  proceedings 
were  organized  by  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman himself.  [Mr.  Mitchell  Henby  : 
No,  no  !]  Though  the  hon.  Member  for 
Galway  cried  **  No,  no  ! "  he  believed 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  hid  his  move- 
ments from  everyone  except  those  who 
would  give  a  specially  coloured  report 
of  it. 

Mr.  W.  E.  FORSTER:  I  wish  to  say 
that  I  merely  sent  word  to  The  Irish 
Times  to  send  down  a  good  reporter.  I 
had  nothing  to  do  with  selecting  the 
reporter.  1  also  ought  to  state  that  I 
did  not  revise  the  report,  as  the  hon. 
Member  for  Sligo  suggested.  I  have 
not  paid  a  penny  for  it.  The  Govern- 
ment has  not  paid  a  penny  for  it.  I 
suppose  the  reporter  was  paid  by  the 
paper. 

Me.  DAWSON  thought  the  Irish 
people  would  perceive  that  the  respect- 
fdl  silence  which  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man spoke  about  was  due  to  the  action 

Jfr.  W.  jE,  Ferster 


of  the  police.  He  congratulated  the  hon. 
Member  for  Sligo  upon  having  dissipated 
this  delusion  which  was  sought  to  be 
practised  upon  the  Irish  people.  They 
would  now  see  how  the  thing  was  got 
up,  and  how  the  police  acted,  and  kept 
that  respectful  silence,  and  got  those 
vociferous  cheers  from  an  audience  in 
this  remote  town.  The  whole  thing 
would  now  be  exposed.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  said  -the  police  were  not 
there,  that  they  did  not  interfere,  that 
it  was  not  their  duty  to  do  so.  But  it 
was  his  (Mr.  Dawson's)  duty  to  bring 
under  the  notice  of  this  House  how  the 
police  went  into  a  municipal  house  in 
Ireland,  and  threatened  members  of  the 
corporation  as  to  what  would  be  the 
consequences  of  the  free  expression  of 
their  opinions.  It  was  part  and  parcel 
of  their  duty  to  do  this  ;  and  if  they 
could  do  this  under  the  ordinary  con- 
dition of  things,  how  much  better  could 
they  perform  their  duty  when  the  Chief 
of  the  Executive,  their  paymaster,  was 
the  subject  of  their  attention  ?  The  ri^ht 
hon.  Gentleman  said  he  drew  his  condu- 
sions  from  the  fact  that  the  people  were 
themselves  ready  to  give  him  their  re- 
spectful attention.  But  the  right  hon.Gen- 
tleman  was  on  the  horns  of  a  dilemma. 
He  had  said  there  were  no  police  pre- 
sent, and  yet  he  had  a  quiet,  decorous 
meeting.  Let  him  withdraw  the  police 
from  the  disturbed  districts,  let  him  re- 
move his  police,  his  detectives,  and  the 
military,  and  he  would  not  have  that 
commotion  which  they  were  creating  in 
Ireland  in  every  way  that  they  had  dared 
to  do.  During  his  last  absence  from  the 
House  the  Attorney  General  for  Ireland, 
with  that  fairness  which  characterized 
him,  gave  a  categorical  denial  to  his 
statement  that  a  policeman  informed  him 
that  he  could  not  address  a  meeting  in  the 
town  of  Carlo  w,  which  he  represented,  un- 
less he  promised  not  to  attack  the  Prime 
Minister  or  the  Land  Act.  The  right 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  said  he  re- 
ferred to  the  sub-inspector,  who  denied 
having  made  any  statement  of  the  kind ; 
but  he  (Mr.  Dawson)  had  not  alleged 
anything  against  the  sub-inspector.  It 
was  the  head  constable  who  made  the 
statement  to  which  he  referred.  There 
was  a  yawning,  gaping  g^ulf  which  sepa- 
rated the  people  from  their  rights  and 
privileges  and  their  constitutioncd  power. 
There  was  no  doubt  something  had  been 
done  by  the  Government,  for  when  he 
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went  to  Limerick  the  other  day  he  saw 
an  abundance  of  papers  brought  in 
containing  the  right  hon.  Gentleman's 
speech,  marked  with  bracketed  head- 
inffSy  and  sent  there  for  gratuitous  dis- 
tribution. Who,  he  asked,  would  go 
about  publishing  such  papers  in  Lime- 
rick for  nothing?  He  knew  the  firm 
which  published  them  was  not  estab- 
lished for  gratuitous  workmanship. 

Mb.  W.  E.  F0K8TER :  My  son  had 
them  printed  and  circulated  at  his  own 
ex  nense 

ifc.  DAWSON :  The  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman now  admitted  that  he  not  only 
had  a  special  reporter,  but  that  after  his 
speech  was  deHvered  his  son  had  it 
printed  and  circulated  throughout  the 
country  at  his  own  expense.  [Mr.  W. 
E.  FoasTER :  Hear,  hear !]  It  was  then 
perfectly  clear  that  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman, from  the  beginning  to  the  end, 
lost  no  opportunity  of  taking  the  adyan- 
tage ;  that  was  quite  evident  from  the 
Tullamore  speech  and  the  preparation 
of  it,  and  the  paper  in  which  it  was  re- 
ported ;  but  it  was  a  blessing  to  England 
that  she  might  understand  from  Lish 
people  that  the  utterances  from  which 
he  expected  so  gpreat  a  return  had  been 
scattered  to  the  winds,  and  the  hon. 
Member  for  Sligo  had  done  well  in  dis- 
pelling the  illusion,  and  so  palpably  ex- 
posing it  to  the  public  gaze. 

Mr.  T.  D.  SULLIVAN  remarked,  that 
the  Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland  bad  stated 
that  certain  Dublin  newspapers  had  said 
that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  ought  not 
to  receive  a  hearing ;  but  what  those 
papers  really  said  was,  that  as  long  as 
the  Leaders  of  the  Irish  people  who  were 
capable  of  arguing  the  other  side  of  the 
question  were  kept  in  prison  and  had 
their  mouths  closed  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman ought  not  to  be  heard.  That 
view  of  the  case  was  perfectly  sound 
and  right.  Those  papers  counselled  the 
people  not  to  offer  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  slightest  insult  or  incivility,  but 
to  refuse  to  listen  to  him.  He  stood  by 
that  advice  to  the  Irish  people,  and  re- 
peated it  from  his  place  in  Parliament. 
The  Irish  people  were  quite  willing  to 
hear  both  sides,  and  when  the  Land 
League  meetings  were  allowed  to  be 
held  it  was  open  for  the  Chief  Secretary 
and  his  friends  to  have  appeared  on 
their  platform  and  to  have  expressed 
their  views  there.  But  they  had  re- 
fused to  do  that,  and  preferred  to  put 


their  opponents  in  prison.  Their  letters 
were  stopped,  and  their  conversations 
prevented  by  the  prison  warders,  so  that 
they  were  effectually  gagged,  and  it  was 
under  that  condition  of  things  that  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  appeared  before 
an  Irish  audience,  and  spoke  of  Irish 
affairs,  of  outrages,  and  the  Land  Act. 
However,  if  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
wished  to  show  fair  play,  let  him  now 
try  to  argue  out  the  question  with  them. 
Let  him  go  to  any  part  of  Ireland,  taking 
with  him  any  of  the  imprisoned  gentle- 
men or  any  of  the  Irish  Members  who 
were  free  to  speak  in  the  House  but  not 
elsewhere,  and  they  would  guarantee 
the  perfect  safety  of  the  rieht  hon. 
Gentleman  and  that  he  should  not  be 
subjected  to  insult.  That,  he  considered, 
was  a  fair  offer,  and  it  was  a  fair,  law- 
ful, and  legitimate  advice  for  an  Irish 
Member  or  an  Irish  newspaper  to  give 
to  the  Irish  people. 

Me.  MITCHELL  HENRY  said,  he 
was  unwilling  to  interpose  before  the 
Estimates  came  on ;  but  though  silence 
might  be  golden,  under  many  circum- 
stances silence  might  be  carried  too 
far.  And  unless  there  was  some  answer 
to  the  remarks  which  had  fallen 
from  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite  by  one 
who  still  claimed  to  be  an  Irish  Mem- 
ber, much  injury  might  result.  He 
would  like  to  ask  the  hon.  Member  for 
Westmeath  (Mr.  T.  D.  Sullivan)  how 
he  would  undertake  to  guarantee  the 
safety  of  the  Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland? 
He  had  made  very  great  professions  in 
that  respect ;  but  they  had  the  fact  that 
when  the  Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland 
went  to  a  country  district  there,  unpre- 
pared and  without  anybody  knowing, 
and  assembled  around  him  the  real  in- 
habitants of  the  town  and  district — a  dis- 
turbed district — he  was  received  with  per- 
fect courtesy,  typical  of  the  Irish  charac- 
ter. Well,  then,  what  were  the  relations 
of  the  hon.  Gentleman  with  those  who 
would  put  the  life  of  the  Chief  Secretary 
for  Ireland  in  jeopardy?  He  wanted 
that  question  answered.  It  was  a  dis- 
graceful thing  to  state  to  this  House 
that  the  Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland,  or 
anybody  else,  would  want  protection 
when  he  visited  a  town  in  Ireland,  and 
it  was  no  compliment  to  the  Irish  people. 
But  the  House  and  the  country  would 
see  at  once  that  the  well-meant  attempt 
of  the  Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland  to 
come  in  contact  with  the  Irish  people 
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themselves  was  the  cause  of  this  irrita- 
tion amongst  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite. 
He  did  not  mean  for  one  instant  to  say 
that  the  people  whom  the  Chief  Secre- 
tary for  Ireland  addressed  sympathized 
with  his  policy  or  the  policy  of  the  Oo' 
yemment.  On  the  contrary,  they  hated 
it ;  and  they  would  have  no  better 
state  of  things  till  this  wretched  policy 
was  reversed.  As  long  as  they  had  600 
men  locked  up — some  of  whom  were 
guilty,  but  many  of  whom  were  un- 
aoubtedly  innocent — at  the  will  of  one 
man,  it  was  nonsense  to  talk  of  peace 
between  the  two  countries  ;  but  when 
the  Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland  went 
amongst  the  people  where  the  most  dis- 
order had  taken  place,  and  endeavoured, 
in  an  honest,  straightforward  manner, 
to  meet  them  face  to  face,  and  to  tell 
them  what  he  had  got  to  say,  they  re- 
ceived him — as  he  (Mr.  Mitchell  Henry) 
would  be  bound  to  say  the  Irish  people 
would  always  do,  and  as  they  would  re- 
ceive anybody  else  who  came  to  speak 
to  them  in  a  bold,  honest  and  straight- 
forward manner — with  respect  and  cour- 
tesy. Had  it  not  been  the  boast  of  the 
hon.  Qentleman  and  of  Irish  Represen- 
tatives that  ever  since  the  time  of  Sir 
John  Davis,  of  all  the  people  in  the 
world  those  who  loved  fair  play  and  jus- 
tice were  the  Celtic  Irish  race?  That 
was  said  by  him  ;  but  the  hon.  Members 
seemed  to  regret  that  the  Chief  Secre- 
tary for  Ireland  was  not  howled  at  and 
prevented  from  speaking.  Was  there 
anything  in  his  speech  which  they  ob- 
jected to  ?  Was  there  anything  immoral 
in  it  ?  What  he  said  was  the  opinion 
every  honest  man  ought  to  express — 
namely,  to  denounce  outrage  and  crime. 
He  said  the  speech  of  the  Chief  Secre- 
tary for  Ireland  ought  to  be  circulated 
through  Ireland,  from  one  end  of  it  to 
the  o&er ;  and  he  was  exceedingly  glad 
to  hear  that  the  right  hon.  Qentleman 
had  caused  a  considerable  number  of 
copies  to  be  distributed.  He  had  had 
experience  himself  of  Irish  meetings, 
and  it  was  perfectly  true  that  the  Land 
League  would  not  now  allow  him  to 
ffo  into  any  of  the  towns  to  address 
his  own  constituents  ;  but  he  would 
add  this,  that  he  met  M[r.  Pamell 
on  the  platform  at  Galway  before 
the  General  Election,  and  combated  to 
his  face,  in  the  midst  of  an  audience  that 
was  enthiisiadtic  in  his  flavour,  the  doc- 
trines which  Mr.  Famell  had  put  for- 
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ward,  and  he  (Mr.  Mitchell  Ituury)  was 
heard  with  perfect  respect  and  fkir  plav. 
Further  than  that,  when  at  Lough- 
rea,  he  also  stood  on  th6  6ame  plat- 
form with  Mr.  Michael  Davitt,  who 
came  unknown  to  him,  and  he,  to  Mr. 
Davitt' s  face,  combated  the  views  he 
put  forward ;  and  again  he  was  received 
with  perfect  respect  and  fair  play.  He 
knew  now  he  could  not  go.  The 
Land  League  would  take  good  care 
that  stones  and  dirt  would  be  used  to 
prevent  the  people  from  hearing  the 
other  side  of  the  question.  The  Chief 
Secretary  for  Ireland  must  have  felt 
great  difficulty  in  making  his  address, 
because  he  was  obliged  to  speak  in  the 
open  air ;  and  that  was  a  chronic  diffi- 
culty in  Ireland — they  had  no  halls  in 
which  to  speak,  but  had  to  do  so  from 
open  platforms,  where  their  voices  could 
not  reach  the  people,  and  where,  in  the 
outskirts,  the  well-known  tactics  of  the 
opposing  side  could  be  easily  carried  out, 
to  prevent  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  or 
any  other  gentleman  from  being  heard. 
He  said  this,  while  he  protested  against 
and  opposed, -as  he  did  and  had  done 
throughout,  this  policy  of  arbitrary 
arrest.  He  welcomed  from  the  bottom 
of  his  heart  the  attempt  on  the  part 
of  the  Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland  to 
come  into  contact  with  the  people. 
If  he  would  go  oftener,  and  if  he 
had  gone  more  into  the  towns  since 
he  had  been  in  Office — if  he  had  gone 
from  place  to  place,  instead  of  remain- 
ing at  the  Castle  at  Dublin,  listening 
to  what  was  told  him  by  centralized 
officials,  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  would 
not  have  pursued  the  policy  he  had  pur- 
sued ;  and  until  that  policy  was  reversed, 
he  (Mr.  Mitchell  Henry)  did  not  believe 
they  would  have  any  peace  or  g^od  un- 
derstanding between  the  two  countries. 
But,  in  the  name  of  the  Irish  people,  in 
the  name  of  fair  play,  he  protested 
against  this  attempt  to  minimize  the 
effect  of  this  honest,  straightforward  de- 
sire to  come  into  contact  with  the  people. 
In  many  places  where  the  speech  of  the 
Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland  was  read, 
and  where  it  would  be  read^^^n  the  Sa- 
turday night  in  the  weeklySfpapers, 
people  would  say — **  He  is  not  scibadas 
we  supposed.  He  is  very  ignorant  ^f  us ; 
but  he  wants  to  do  what  is  right,  uf  he 
will  come  a  little  more  amongst  i^  he 
will  learn  something  more  than  he  kiSows 
now.  He  will  see  that  his  policy  will  iio^ 
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stand,  that  we  are  made  with  the  same 
feelings  and  of  the  same  flesh  and  blood 
MB  himself,  and  that  we  are  entitled  to 
equal  rights  with  any  other  of  Her 
Majesty's  subjects. 

Mb.  AETHUR  O'CONNOR  quite 
agreed  with  the  hon.  Member  for  Gal- 
way  with  regard  to  the  importance  of  the 
speech  of  the  Chief  Secretary,  and  would 
be  glad  to  see  it  disseminated  through- 
out Ireland,  for  he  considered  it  a  very 
useful  and  very  important  speech.  So 
far  from  having  any  objection  to  it,  he 
was  very  glad  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
had  made  it.  He  was  glad  that  the  re- 
ports of  the  speech,  for  which  the  right 
non.  Gentleman  had  paid,  were  per- 
fectly accurate. 

Mr.  W.  E.  FORSTER  :  I  did  not  pay 
for  the  reports  of  the  speech  at  all.  I 
have  contradicted  that  statement  oyer 
and  over  again.  Neither  the  Govern- 
ment nor  I  paid  for  them. 

Mb.  ARTHUR  O'CONNOR  said,  he 
understood  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  to 
admit  that  he  had  caused  them  to  be 
disseminated  at  his  own  expense. 

Mb.  W.  E.  FORSTER :  Yes ;  but  I 
did  notrpay  for  the  report. 

May  ARTHUR  O'CONNOR  said, 
at  SL^hj  rate  the  report  was  accurate. 
Tha' right  hon.  Gentleman  had  said  in 
hifi^speech  at  Tullamore  that  it  was  with 
the  earnest  desire  that  God  might  save 
I^'eland  that  he  thanked  them  for  having 
heard  him.  But  while  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  was  speaking  the  cries, 
which,  as  his  hon.  Friend  (Mr.  Sexton) 
had  said,  ''punctuated"  the  whole 
,  speech,  were — *'  What,  about  the  pri- 
/  soners?"  **  Let  out  the  'suspects.'" 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  avoided 
taking  any  notice  of  those  cries  until  the 
end,  and  then  he  said — 

"  You  ask  me  about  the  *  suspects.'  As  soon  as 
I  can  fairly  say  that  outrages  have  ceased  in 
Ireland,  and  that  men  are  not  ruined,  are  not 
maimed,  are  not  murdered  for  doing  their  duty, 
for  doing  what  they  have  a  legal  right  to  do, 
the  *  suspects  '  will  be  released." 

He  asked  the  House  to  consider  the  full 
significance  of  those  words.  They  con- 
tained a  very  important  declaration,  be- 
cause they,  in  effect,  amounted  to  this, 
that  the  Irish  Members  of  Parliament 
now  in  prison,  and  a  very  large  pro- 
portion of  others,  were  detained  no 
longer  as  "suspects"  but  simply  as 
hostages.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
said  that   he    would  not  liberate  them 


until  the  outrages  had  ceased.  He  did 
not  say  that  he  would  liberate  them  as 
soon  as  he  had  ceased  Reasonably  to 
suspect  them  of  inciting  to  outrage.  The 
outrages  might  have  been  caused  by  men 
in  the  pay  of  the  Government,  who  were 
detected  committing  perjury  in  open 
Court,  and  yet  the  "  suspects "  would 
not  be  liberated. 

Ma.  W.  E.  FORSTER:  The  hon. 
Gentleman  has  misrepresented  what  I 
said,  or  misunderstood  my  meaning.  As 
soon  as  outrages  cease  there  will  be  no 
occasion,  of  course,  for  the  Coercion  Act 
continuing.  I  never  meant  to  say,  and 
never  said,  that  if  I  believed  I  had 
arrested  any  man  under  a  mistaken  idea 
or  unreasonable  suspicion  he  would  not 
be  released.  I  made  no  such  statement 
at  all. 

Mr.  ARTHUR  O'CONNOR  said,  that 
he  had  read  from  a  report  which  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  himself  admitted 
to  be  accurate.  [Mr.  W.  E.  Forstbr  : 
Read  again.]    The  words  were  these— 

**  As  soon  as  I  can  fairly  say  that  outrages 
have  ceased  in  Ireland,  and  that  men  are  not 
ruined,  are  not  maimed,  are  not  murdered  for 
doing  their  duty,  for  doing  what  they  have  a 
legal  right  to  do,  the  '  suspects '  will  be  re« 
leased." 

He  contended  that  the  admission 
amounted  to  a  complete  abandonment 
of  the  previous  position  of  the  Govern- 
ment. For,  first  of  all,  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  told  the  House  that  the 
Government  required  a  Coercion  Act  to 
arrest  the  **  village  ruffians."  But  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  had  arrested  a 
number  of  men  who  were  not  village 
ruffians,  and  had  nothing  to  do  with  out- 
rages. He  arrested  them  on  reasonable 
suspicion,  he  said.  Now  he  was  detain- 
ing them  because  outrages  continued, 
and  not  because  they  were  connected 
with  outrages.  These  men  were  to  be 
detained,  not  for  punishment  nor  for 
crimes  that  had  been  committed,  or  that 
they  were  reasonably  suspected  of  having 
committed,  but  that  might  possibly  be 
committed  hereafter  by  persons  over 
whom  they  had  no  control.  He  re- 
peated, then,  that  these  men  were  de- 
tained as  hostages,  not  as  **  suspects." 
He  trusted  that  the  speech  of  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  would  be  disseminated 
throughout  the  country,  and  that  the 
people  of  Ireland  would  understand  the 
significance  of  the  dosing  words  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman. 
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to  move  it.  He  was  afraid  that  hon. 
Members  opposite  did  not  really  appre- 
ciate the  effect  of  the  French  bounty 
system  upon  shipbuilding.  Although 
we  were  now  at  peace  with  France,  we 
ought  to  consider  the  possibilities  of  the 
future.  It  had  been  contended  that  the 
French,  by  giving  these  bounties,  were 
merely  imposing  a  tax  upon  themselves; 
but  the  effect  of  those  bounties  had  been 
to  fill  to  overflowing  eveiy  shipbuilding 
vard  in  France.  Their  private  ship- 
building yards  were  increasing,  and  in 
those  yards  they  could  produce,  and, 
indeed,  were  already  producing,  ships 
of  war.  They  were,  under  their  bounty 
system,  adding  to  their  Navy  in  the 
cheapest  possible  way ;  because  they  were 
rapidly  accumulating  useful  steamers, 
many  of  which  would  make  admirable 
transports,  and  be  a  valuable  addi- 
tion to  their  Navy  as  fast  cruisers 
in  time  of  war.  The  course  that  the 
French  adopted  in  the  matter  was,  per- 
haps, a  reasonable  and  a  proper  one 
from  their  point  of  view;  bat  our 
Foreign  Office  should  have  taken  care 
to  have  concluded  a  Treaty  that  w*ould 
have  prevented  them  from  taking  it,  and 
from  getting  the  whip  hand  over  BritijBii 
mercantile  competition  at  the  same  tinxe. 
The  bounty  paid  by  the  I>Vench  GoveriV 
ment  on  every  French  ship  constructed 
amounted  to  £17  16«.  per  cent  of  its 
total  cost,  while,  in  addition,  they  paid 
IJ  franc  per  ton  for  every  1,000  miles 
sailed.  There  was  some  urgency  in 
bringing  forward  the  subject  that  even- 
ing, because  he  could  not  trust  the  Go- 
vernment, and  they  might  wake  up  one 
morning  during  the  Easter  Becess  and 
find  that  a  Treaty  had  been  concluded 
which  bound  them  for  10  years,  with- 
out these  matters  having  been  taken 
into  consideration.  He  thought  he  had 
shown  that  he  was  justified  in  call- 
ing attention  to  these  questions.  The 
House  would  be  kind  enough  to  re- 
member that  he  represented  a  large 
constituency,  and  the  subject  he  was 
speaking  on  he  ought  to  understand, 
because  it  had  for  years  been  his  every 
day  work.  There  were  two  or  three 
other  matters  to  which  he  desired  par- 
ticularlv  to  refer.  First,  as  regarded 
the  fisheries.  The  British  fishermen 
were  under  a  great  disadvantage,  which 


Mb.  mac  IVER,  who  had  the  follow- 
ing Notice  on  the  Paper  : — 

"  To  call  attention  to  the  Treaty  rigned  by 
Lord  Lyons  and  M.  Freycinet,  which,  without 
the  authority  of  Parliament,  binds  this  Country 
for  a  period  of  ten  years  to  continue  the  exist- 
ing state  of  things  with  regard  to  Fisheries, 
Trade  Marks,  and  Navigation,  and  to  move, 
that  in  the  opinion  of  this  House  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Government  is  not  justified  in  perpe- 
tuating arrangements  which  leave  our  fishermen 
at  a  disadvantage  as  compared  with  French 
fishermen,  which  are  unsatisfactory  as  regards 
trade  marks,  which  leave  our  seaports  at  a  dis- 
advantage as  compared  with  those  of  France  by 
reason  of  the  '  surtaxe  d'entrepdt,  and  which 
enable  bounties  to  be  paid  to  vessels  of  French 
ownership  sailing  in  competition  with  British 
vessels," 

said,  that  the  course  he  intended  to  take 
had  been  somewhat  changed  by  an  in- 
terview which  he  had  had  in  the  Lobby 
with  Mr.  Peters,  a  person  well  known 
as  representing  a  large  number  of 
people  engaged  in  the  sugar  trade.  Mr. 
I^eters  brought  a  charge  so  serious 
against  Her  Majesty's  Government  that 
it  was  only  right  he  should  call  atten- 
tion to  it  at  once.  Mr.  Peters  desired 
him  to  ask  whether  Mr.  Bobert  Giffen, 
who  was  at  the  head  of  the  Statistical 
Department  of  the  Board  of  Trade,  had 
received  any  official  or  other  instructions  to 
interview  leading  members  of  the  Trades' 
Union  Congress  at  their  last  annual 
meeting  held  in  London,  with  a  view  to 
preventing  discussion  amongst  the  re- 
presentatives of  the  labour  organization 
on  the  question  of  sugar  bounties ;  and, 
if  so,  on  what  grounds  ?  The  allega- 
tion seemed  to  be  that  the  interview  took 
place  for  electioneering  purposes;  but 
that  was  an  allegation  which,  he  hoped, 
was  not  true,  as  the  trade  unions  should 
be  for  trades'  imion  purposes,  and  not 
have  any  relation  to  the  Birmingham 
caucus.  The  subject  of  his  Motion  was 
one  which  he  would  not  be  justified  in 
bringing  before  that  House  that  night 
except  on  the  ground  of  urgency  or  of  its 
relation  to  the  Naval  Estimates.  [**  Oh, 
oh !  "  J  Those  grounds  did  not  commend 
themselves  to  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite ; 
but  he  had  been  some  time  in  the  House, 
and  longer  than  many  Members  opposite, 
some  of  whom  would  not  come  back  when 
there  was  a  General  Election.  His  Be- 
solution  would  justify  itself  on  the  plea 
of  urgency,  and  alto  on  the  ground  that 
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ought  to  be  remedied.  When  English 
yessels  were  driven  into  French  ports 
by  stress  of  weather,  they  were  prohi- 
bited from  selling  their  produce  in  open 
market.  They  were,  however,  on  special 
application,  allowed  to  have  a  certain 
portion  sold  to  buy  provisions  to  enable 
them  to  go  out  of  harbour.  That  was 
not  fair  to  the  fishermen,  and  the  Go- 
Temment  ought  not  to  have  renewed 
a  Fisheries  Treaty  which  omitted  all 
reference  to  that  and  other  real  griev- 
ances. Then,  as  regarded  the  trade 
marks.  The  hon.  Gentleman  the  Under 
Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign  Affairs 
said  that  the  Treaty  made  no  change. 
But  his  contention  was  that  a  change 
ought  to  have  been  made.  He  would 
give  the  House  one  instance  only 
amongst  many  of  the  injustice  to  English 
traders.  French  watches  were  sent  to 
this  country,  and  after  arrival  the  names 
of  English  makers  were  stamped  on 
them,  and  they  were  sold  as  English 
made.  That  was  the  practice  during 
many  years,  and  a  grievous  hardship  to 
British  workmen,  even  although  it  might 
suit  London  shopkeepers ;  but  those  who 
sold  foreign  wares  as  British  were  be- 
coming more  bold,  and  now  these  watches 
were  sent  over  to  this  country  with  the 
English  makers'  names  already  stamped 
on  them.  That  was  a  matter  which  ought 
to  have  been  dealt  with  by  the  Govern- 
ment, as  it  had  an  injurious  effect  on 
English  trade.  What  he  wanted  to 
emphasize  was  that  the  Under  Secretary 
of  State  for  Foreign  Affairs  had  no  busi- 
ness whatever  to  agree  to  any  Treaty 
which  allowed  this  kind  of  thing  to  be 
done.  Another  question  was  that  of  the 
iurtaxe  d'entrepdt.  That  was  a  question 
which  affected  Liverpool  very  much,  and 
was  a  highly  important  subject.  He 
would  remind  the  House  of  the  hon. 
Gentleman's  manner  when  answering 
questions  on  this  subject.  Hon.  Members 
who  put  questions  were  not  allowed  to 
enter  into  argument.  They  had,  there- 
fore, to  confine  themselves  to  their  ques- 
tions as  revised  by  the  Clerks  at  the 
Table.  But  the  hon.  Gentleman,  when 
replying,  presumed  on  his  position,  and 
treated  the  Interrogator  with  an  air  of 
superiority  —  with  a  sort  of  feeling 
of  "  What  does  he  know  about  the 
matter !  "  Was  it  reasonable  the  hon. 
Gentleman  should  take  that  stand  ?  It 
would  be  impossible  for  the  Under  Se- 
cretary of  State  tor  Foreign  Affairs  to 


sustain  such  a  position  if  private  Mem- 
bers had  a  right  of  reply.  Questions  in 
regard  to  the  »urtaxe  d^entrepdi  were 
considered  important  by  the  Liverpool 
Chamber  of  Commerce,  who  were  not  an 
unknown  body,  and  Liverpool  was  not  an 
unknown  place,  and  they  knew  quite  as 
much  as  the  Under  Secretary  of  State 
for  Foreign  Affairs  upon  those  questions. 
He  wished  to  read  mm  the  Blue  Book 
the  copy  of  a  Memorial  from  that  body 
which  would,  no  doubt,  be  unacceptable 
to  hon.  Members  opposite.  That  Memo- 
rial stated  that  the  United  Kingdom 
suffered  in  a  special  degree,  and  the  port 
of  Liverpool  in  particular,  from  the  ope- 
ration of  the  ewrtaxe  tPentrepdt,  which 
placed  importations  of  foreign  produce 
into  France  at  special  disadvantages,  vid 
ports  in  Great  Britain,  as  compared 
with  importations  into  France  direct. 
They  really  did  not  know  what  might 
happen  in  the  next  two  or  three  weeks 
with  a  Government  like  the  present, 
and  it  was  in  view  of  negotiations  re- 
ported to  have  taken  pUu)e  between 
England  and  France  that  he  protested 
against  terms  beingmade  in  practical  vio- 
lation of  the  **  Most  Favoured  Nation  " 
Clause.  The  hon.  Gentleman  said  that 
the  subject  would  not  be  forgotten.  But 
what  kind  of  reply  was  that,  and  what 
did  the  Under  Secretary  of  State  really 
mean  ?  It  was  no  answer  to  say  that 
the  Treaty  had  nothing  to  do  with  the 
fisheries,  trade  marks,  and  the  suriaze 
d'entrepdt.  His  contention  was  that  the 
Treaty  ought  to  have  had  to  do  with 
them.  The  matter  had,  however,  not 
been  dealt  with  by  Her  Majesty's  Go- 
vernment in  the  Treaty  which  had  just 
been  concluded.  He  hoped,  however, 
that  before  long  the  subject  would  engage 
the  serious  attention  of  that  House.  The 
Government  ought  not  to  have  tied  the 
hands  of  the  country  by  a  Treaty  with 
France  for  10  years,  that  perpetuated 
a  system  which  worked  against  the 
interests  of  the  country. 

Mb.  CHAMBEBLAIN  said,  that  be- 
fore his  hon.  Friend  the  Under  Secre- 
tary for  Foreign  Affairs  answered  the 
speech  of  the  hon.  Member  for  Birken- 
head, he  should  like  to  reply  to  a 
pointed  inquiry  which  he  was  informed 
the  hon.  Member  had  in  his  absence  ad- 
dressed to  him.  He  had  been  informed 
that  the  hon.  Member  wished  to  know 
from  the  President  of  the  Board  of 
Trade  whether  Mr.  Bobert  Giffen  Imd 
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received  orders  to  interview  certain 
trades'  union  delegates  upon  the  sugar 
question  at  a  tavern  in  the  Strand,  called 
the  Occidental  Tavern,  on  a  Saturday 
afternoon?  If  the  hon.  Member  re- 
quired any  information  in  detail  from 
tne  Board  of  Trade,  perhaps  he  would 
g^ve  Notice  of  his  Question.  But  that 
was  a  Question  within  his  (Mr.  Cham- 
berlain's) own  personal  knowledge,  and 
he  ventured  to  assure  the  hon.  Member 
that  he  had  not  given  any  instructions 
to  Mr.  Qiffen  to  interview  any  trades' 
union  delegates  with  regard  to  the 
sugar  bounties  or  any  other  question,  at 
a  tavern  called  the  Occidental  or  any 
other  place,  on  a  Saturday  afternoon  or 
at  any  other  time.  He  had  too  much 
confidence  in  the  good  sense  of  trades' 
union  delegates  to  imagine  that  they 
would  require  any  assistance  from  the 
Board  of  Trade  in  order  to  be  able  to 
deal  with  the  absurd  propositions  of  the 
sugar  delegates  at  the  Trades'  Union 
Oonference. 

Sir  CHARLES  W.  DILKE :  The 
hon.  Member  for  Birkenhead  (Mr.  Mac 
Ivor)  beffan  his  remarks  by  saying  that 
he  would  not  have  brought  the  subject 
forward  if  it  had  not  been  very  urgent. 
If  hon.  Members  opposite  will  forgive 
me,  I  may  describe  it  as  an  Irish  ur- 
gency. He  has  brought  the  matter  for- 
ward altogether  too  soon,  and  he  has 
called  attention  to  a  Treaty  which  has 
never  been  made,  and  which  will  not 
be  made.  The  hon.  Member  has  called 
attention  to  some  of  the  difficulties  of 
the  bounty  system  of  France,  and  he  has 
done  so  without  having  read  the  Blue 
Books  which  have  been  distributed 
within  the  last  few  days.  The  hon. 
Oentleman  has  described  what  has 
taken  place  between  the  English  and 
French  Commissioners ;  but  he  has  told 
us  that  he  has  not  had  time  to  examine 
the  Blue  Books.  He  ought,  however, 
to  have  made  himself  conversant  with 
their  contents  before  making  his  re- 
marks. It  would  be  necessary  to  read 
through  about  500  pages  of  the  Blue 
Book.  Very  long  discussions  took  place 
between  the  Commissioners.  [Mr.  Mao 
Iveb:  With  any  result?]  The  hon. 
Member  had  better  read  the  Blue 
Books.  In  regard  to  9itrtax$  d^entre- 
pdt,  there  were  considerable  results. 
If  we  had  made  a  Treaty  with  France, 
and  negotiations  wereon|y  broken  off  in 
a  very  small  number  of  heads — on  three 
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out  of  about  600  heads  disonssed  by  the 
Commissioners — ^if  the  Treaty  had  been 
concluded,  the  hon.  Member  would  have 
received  satisfaction  on  many  of  the 
points  which  he  has  brought  before  the 
House.  That  shows  that  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber ought  not  to  have  brought  the  sub- 
ject forward  without  making  himself 
acquainted  with  what  had  passed.  There 
can,  however,  be  no  doubt  in  any  rea- 
sonable man's  mind  that  the  fVench 
bounty  system  has,  up  to  the  present 
time,  been  chiefly  beneficial  to  British 
shipbuilders.  If  the  Treaty  had  been 
made,  the  hon.  Member  woiUd  have  got 
much  of  what  he  wants  as  regards  ntrUui 
d*enir0pdL  The  hon.  Member  condemns 
the  Treaty.  [Mr.  Mac  Iver :  No.]  The 
hon.  Gentleman  does  not  condemn  the 
Treaty  ? 

Mr.  mac  iveb  :  I  do  not  condemn 
the  Treaty  except  in  reference  to  its 
omissions.  I  asked  if  there  was  any 
result  from  the  Conferences,  and  I  say 
that  as  regards  bounties  on  shipbuilding 
and  on  navigation  there  was  no  result 

Sir  CHARLES  W.  DILKE:  The 
hon.  Member  has  not  read  the  Blue 
Books,  and  therefore  he  does  not  know 
whether  there  was  any  result  or  not. 

Mr.  mac  iveb  :  Was  there  any  re- 
sult? 

Sir  CHARLES  W.  DILKE:  I  have 
told  the  hon.  Member  that,  with  regard 
to  Burtax$  (Pentrepdtf  there  was  a  marked 
result ;  but  he  is  not  aware  of  it,  because 
he  has  not  read  the  Blue  Books.  I  could 
not  exactly  understand  the  drift  of  the 
hon.  Member's  remarks  about  foreign 
watches  imported  into  this  country,  and 
purporting  to  be  made  in  this  country. 
All  such  articles  are  detained  by  the  Cus- 
toms authorities.  It  was  only  last  week 
that  a  large  importation  of  foreign 
watches,  purporting  to  be  made  here, 
were  detained,  and  they  are  in  custody 
at  the  present  time.  I  may  inform  the 
House  that  the  Treaty,  roughly  speak- 
ing, contains  a  great  number  of  heads 
and  deals  with  questions  of  navigation, 
fisheries,  and  trade  marks;  and  other 
subjects,  recognizing  a  state  of  things 
which  has  existed  between  this  country 
and  France  from  time  immemorial.  The 
hon.  Member  complains  of  the  fisheiy 

Provisions ;  but  he  has  not  seen  them,  and 
may  tell  him  that  they  are  practically 
those  of  the  Convention  of  1889.  As  to 
trade  marks,  the  arrangements  are  the 
same  as  before.    If  there  had  been  the 
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l^M  of  •  week  or  two,  or  eren  of  k   uioe  of  their  own.  vhitdi  nqoine  that 
iiiigle  Akj,  elmoBt  dl  our  trede  mark*   th^  iliotild  hare  a  full  and  ra 


vonid  bare  been  forged,  and  a  state  oonsideratuni ;   and  thia „ 

«f  oonfbnon  would  have  been  oreated  erer  neooaaaiy  when  the  time  baa  ootoe 

if  aome   anrangement   had   not   been  round  fi>r  re-ooundeiing  and  re-arrang- 

oome_  to.     The    Trea^  preaervea  the  ing  the  pay,  poeition,  and  praepeota  of 

eBJrting  state   of  thinga,   except   that  a^  imporbnt   olaH   of  our  men   (» 

there  are  a  few  improrementa.    One  of  omoers  who  an  paid  under  Nan  Totea. 

these  improyementa  ia  of  oonniderable  Daring  the  pait  jear  tlu  Board  of  Ad- 

importenoe.    It  is  aa  follows : —  minltj  hai  fiiund  itaalf  able  to  do  aomfr 

"  Artiole  XI.— Ths  ral^Mti  of  th*  hi^  con-  thing  on   a  large  and  oompraheoaini 

famcting  puiiM  ilwllb««xampt«dfr(BiiiiiniUTj  HalefbrthciadTantageofadiatiiigiuahed 

Mrrios,  reqaiiitioiii  and  oontribatioiu  of  ww,  Oorps  to  which  the  ootmtry  owaa  a  ffreat 

luia  tko  .mtri&m  >n  ^tkiio^  on  J*"""  •>»»    <0    •obiowUdg*.      Tk«r« 

lasdad  pR]psrt7."  bttre  Ofl«n  lonff  penod*  IB  thfl  hutoiT  of 

Hut  i.  m   Miol.  the  .dTutli«»  of  "■"  =5^  "H°™  Si^J™"  . 

whioh  hiui  bwn    obtained    bj  .  faw  »°" «»».  01»lu««  Itoj  rf  gntj  tot- 

Po.«ni-EuMi.,    ud    •   few    otlor  »™« W?*  bj  »»«1«J.  ■»*  ■o»«tt»ig 

Power^-from  IWoo;   but  wu  lorer  '"7  !»•  »«»titii&.  Thiiy.  b.«b«ll 

obtaiiad  by  thii  <«untr;  brfbm.    We  ™»J"g  ^r  lome  time  p«t,  «;d  Jem 

hare  now  ol>tuned  the  dm»  coiionuoii.  '".*»»  I"  J»7  irj«°»  ■'»«lo.l»o»rt 

That  and  other  pointa  are  entoelj  new,  "ST*  'S.T"*'^  H.  J*^°*5 

•nd  «nie  of  tbrprorinone  are  prori:  ^^f^  ?»  "l  galUntoy  di^ed 

lion  the  abaenee  if  whioh,  era.  (br  a  'J  ."■•  """■•  .""f^TL''"  WJJ° 

■ingle  da;,  would  eau>  gr^at  inoonr^  "?'  ■'°?'f»  •*  *«  N^'  "?  *'  JT 

KieSoe  aid  neat  oonluBon.    I  eannot  J^i  "i"'  '' »  only  «n«e  la«  July 

but  repeat  my  regietthat  the  hon.  Mem-  ""•Marae  offlooia  oonlibe  mooted  to 

ber  A%M  b«e  f mught  the  eubgeot  be-  •dnu.wledge  that,  m  matter,  of  pay  «d 

foe  the  Honw  in  mch  an  imperii  P™"""™.  .^^  !^  *?«  ^  <^7 

manner,  beoao«>  it  ie  impoeaible  tW  he  J"  •  '"•!  "*  "■«"  4"^  ^T"".  «?" 

«»ld  hkye  had  time   tf^e  him«af  'i™  °'  '  !;•''«•»«■«  ■«  ."».  =°J?^ 

fUly  aeqnainted  with  the  delaihi.  ™""  SSf-,'"'!'-  'f"  f?  ^HSfi""^ 
„  .     „       .          ^  able,  while  a  lieutenant  in  the  Artillery 
Main  Uueetion,  "That  Mr.  Speaker  obtained  hie  promotion  within  lOyeoia, 
do  now   leaTO   the   Chair,"  put,   and  in  the  Engineers  within  12  years,  and  in 
KgTMd  to.  d  Line  r^ment  on  an  average  within  1 1 
___p,„    W117T  swrnrfn^i^B  years,  a  Marino  officer  did  not  become  a 
snPPLT-HAVT  ESTIMiTKS.  o.ptainuntilhohad.orvedfulll6  yean 
DBPABTKBRTAi.  btatbkkht.  aa  a  Bubaltem.    But,  much  as  the  Admi- 
SurpLT — conndtrtd  in  Committee.  ralty  felt  for  the  grieranoe,  they  would 
(In  the  Commit....)  ^^"LZtSii."  b^Jbi!;^  S 
(1.)  67,500  Men  and  Boys,  including  force  into  retirement  firom  the  Beryioe 
12,400  Mannae.  officers  of  the  rank  of  oapt&in  who  still 
Hn.  TREVELTAN :  In  placing  the  were  in  the  prime  of  life  and  anxious  to 
Navy  Estimatee  before  the  Committee  devote  their  vigour  and  ener^  to  the 
at  this  hour  of  the  night  (11. 40)ImuBt  service  of  the  country.     It  is  with  great 
ask  for  the  indulgence  of  the  Committee,  satisfaction  that  they  found  themwlvee 
and  I  shall  endeavour  to  observe  both  able  to  devise  a  scheme  which  would  give 
clearness  and  brevity.     There  is  a  course  eveiy  lientenant  of  the  Boyal  Mannea 
into  which  the  Member  of  the  Govern-  his  promotion  after  12  yean'  servioe,  at 
ment  charged  with  that  duty  naturally  latest,  without  foroine  any  officer  out  of 
ialls,  and  vhich  I  propose  to  pursue  to-  the  Service  while  in  uie  rank  of  captain, 
night — that  of    dealing    with    matters  The  number  of  majors  has  hfen   in- 
affecting  the  ^«rii»i»<i  of  the  Navy  first,  creased  by  six  in  the  Boyal  Marine  Artil- 
and  laying  them  altogether  aside  before  Isry  and  by  18  in  the  Light  Infantrjf. 
coming    to    the     Financial    Statement.  Compulsoiy  retirement  is  not  to  begin 
Those  questions  of  pay  and  rank  have  until  an  officer  is  a  major  and  48  ysara 
an  interest  of  their  own,  and  an  import-  of  age;  and  the  oertamt;  that  a  lieit> 
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tenant  would  obtain  his  captaincy  in  12 
years,  if  not  before,  and  that  a  captain 
would  betimes  obtain  his  majorityi  has 
been  secured  by  a  considerable  reduction 
in  the  establishment  of  captains  and  lieu- 
tenants. The  Hoyal  Marines,  like  other 
branches  of  the  Navy  up  to  recent  days, 
had  come  to  be  largely  over-officered; 
and  the  staff  of  356  officers,  as  against 
891,  which  the  Admiralty  has  now  laid 
down,  will  fully  suffice  for  all  the  duties 
of  the  Corps  at  home  and  abroad,  and 
will  enable  that  flow  of  promotion  to  be 
kept  up,  without  which  no  Service  can 
be  efficient  or  contented.  And,  while 
attending  to  the  interests  of  the  officers, 
the  Admiralty  have  not  neglected  the 
private  men.  The  non  -  commissioned 
officers  of  all  ranks  have  been  raised  in 
pay  and  rank  in  exactly  the  same  pro- 

Eortion  as  the  Secretary  of  State  for  War 
as  recently  raised  the  non-commissioned 
officers  of  the  Army.  An  allowance  of 
a  penny  a-day  has  been  allotted  to  non- 
commissioned officers  and  privates  to 
perfect  themselves  in  gunnery.  The 
lodging  allowance  given  to  married  men 
has  been  improved  in  such  a  manner  as 
gpreatly  to  add  to  their  ability  to  keep 
their  families  in  comfort ;  and  a  vexa- 
tious stoppage  of  pay  for  a  minor  pur- 
pose has  been  remitted.  I  trust  that  hon. 
and  gallant  Members  who  advocated  the 
cause  of  the  Marines  with  so  much  force 
in  the  early  part  of  the  evening,  will  re- 
member the  amount  of  advantage  which 
has  been  conferred  upon  that  Corps.  The 
full  amount  of  advantage  conferred  on 
the  Marines  amounts  to  upwards  of 
£24,000  a-year,  and  this  additional  be- 
nefit has  been  conferred  on  the  Corps 
without  any  additional  burden  whatever 
on  the  public.  The  method  by  which  it 
has  been  secured  has  been  by  a  reduc- 
tion in  the  number  of  officers  and  men. 
On  the  reduction  in  the  number  of 
Marines,  I  should  be  glad  to  say  one 
word.  Some  little  while  ago  discussion 
of  rather  a  trenchant  sort  went  on  with 
regard  to  the  Corps  of  Eoyal  Marines, 
and  proposals  were  made  with  refer- 
ence to  that  Force,  which  in  some  cases 
amounted  to  little  less  than  its  abolition 
as  an  historical  Service.  These  proposals 
the  Board  of  Admiralty  cannot  entertain. 
They  regard  the  Corps  of  Hoyal  Marines, 
organized  as  it  is  at  present,  as  a  Corps 
of  the  highest  value  in  times  past.  It 
appears  to  me  that,  for  very  good  rea- 
sons, the  clianges  in  the  condition  of  our 
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Naval  Service  have  detracted  nothing 
from  the  importance  of  the  Marines.  In 
the  first  place,  it  is  of  priceless  worth 
as  a  Beserve — not  to  the  Army^  that  I 
would  never  allow — but  to  the  Boyal 
Navy.  It  is  difficult  to  exaggerate 
the  importance,  in  time  of  emergency, 
of  having  6,000  trained  men  on  shore, 
with  milituy  habits  and  with  nau- 
tical aptitudes,  who  could  be  put  on 
board  our  rapidly-fiUed  ships,  and 
among  our  newly  -  gathered  crews  of 
Naval  Keserve  men,  there  to  act  as  a 
nucleus  of  discipline  and  martial  skiU. 
In  the  second  place,  it  is  a  very  con- 
venient thing  to  have  another  mode  of 
recruiting  our  Navy  than  through  the 
training-ships  for  boys.  However  ex- 
cellent may  be  our  system  of  providing 
our  continuous-service  seamen,  it  is  al- 
ways well  to  have  two  strings  to  your 
bow,  and  the  Corps  of  the  Marines  is  a 
very  popular  channel  by  which  we  can 
secure  grown  men  to  recruit  our  Navy. 
How  popular  is  the  service,  how  hiffh 
the  class  of  men  we  thus  obtain,  may  be 
judged  by  the  fact  that  while  only  38 
per  cent  of  the  recruits  were  r^ected  by 
the  Army  surgeons  in  1879  and  1880,  in 
the  same  years  no  less  than  62  per  cent 
were  medically  rejected  by  the  Marines. 
Since  the  new  territorial  system  has 
come  into  vogue  for  the  Army,  it  must  be 
allowed  that  the  Army  competition  is 
much  more  serious;  but  as  long  as  we 
share  the  pick  of  the  market  among  men 
of  20  and  21  with  the  War  Office,  for 
that  reason,  if  for  no  other,  the  Corps  of 
Marines  well  deserves  to  be  continued. 
But  there  likewise  remains  what  seems 
to  me  the  strongest  reason  of  any,  and 
which,  I  am  sure,  will  at  once  go  home 
to  the  minds  of  hon.  and  gallant  Mem- 
bers who  have  advocated  the  cause  of 
the  Eoyal  Marines.  In  these  days  of 
complicated  vessels  and  highly-trained 
mechanicians  for  so  large  a  part  of  their 
crew,  you  cannot  detach  a  strong  force 
from  a  ship's  company  to  serve  on  land 
without  weakening  and  crippling  your 
men-of-war  for  their  legitimate  purpose 
of  fighting  at  sea.  When  a  naval  bri- 
gade is  landed  it  is  the  Marines  who 
ought  to  be  told  off  first  to  go  on  shore. 
That  was  the  opinion  of  the  greatest 
sailor  whom  England  or  the  world  ever 
possessed — Lord  Nelson — and,  if  it  was 
true  in  his  day,  it  is  far  more  essential 
to  observe  that  policy  in  ours.  For  these 
three  great  reasons — exactly  the  reasons 
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that  existed  in  the  days  of  Nelson — tlie 
Marine  Corps  should  continue  to  be  main- 
tained on  its  present  footing ;  but  those 
same  reasons  govern  likewise  the  reduced 
strength  at  which  the  Board  of  Admiralty 
have  fixed  it.     If  Marines  are  now,  as 
heretofore,  to  form  a  certain  known  pro- 
portion of  the  complements  of  our  ships 
the  strength  of  the  Corps  must  depend 
on   the   strength  of  our  complements. 
Now,  I  have  taken  the  complements  of 
specimen  ships  20  years  ago  and  at  the 
present  date.     A  firi^t  rate  man-of-war 
in  1 862  carried  four  Marine  officers  and  I 
156  men.     The  Thunderer  and  the  De- 
vaMiation,    in    1882,   carry  one   Marine 
officer  and  39  men  ;  while  the  largest  of 
our  vessels,  and  those  very  few  indeed, 
carry  three  officers  and    130  men.     A 
second-rate,  in  1862,  carried  150  Marines, 
and  a  third-rate   122.     There  is  not  a 
second-rate  now  in  the  Navy  that  carries 
100   Marines.      But  perhaps  the  best 
comparison  is  affbrded  by  taking  a  40- 
g^n  frigate  and  a  modem  corvette.   The 
40-gun  frigate  of  1 862  carried  5 9 Marines, 
men  and  officers.     The  Comus  and  her 
conaorts,  in  1882,  carry  only  some  35. 
In  1862  the  total  force  of  Marines  afloat 
was  8,500  men.   In  1882  the  force  afloat 
has  fallen,  by  the  force  of  circumstances 
which   cannot  be   controlled,    to   6,200 
men ;    and,    as  the  Admiralty   is  fully 
persuaded  that,  in  order  to  preserve  the 
efficiency  of  the  Corps  as  a  sea-going 
force,  there  should  be  at  least  one  man 
afloat  for  every  man  on  shore,  they  feel 
themselves  bound  to  place  the  establish- 
ment of  the  Corps  at  the  figure  at  which 
it  appears  on  the  present  Estimates — 
about   12,400  men.     To  name  a  higher 
figure,  for  the  sake  of  swelling  the  ap- 
parent numbers  of  the  Fleet,  would  be 
to  increase  the  number,  not  of  Marines, 
but  of  bandsmen.     And  the  Board  con- 
siders itself  most  fortunate  that  a  reduc- 
tion of  numbers,  which  was  more  a  matter 
of  necessity  than  policy,   has  enabled 
them,  without  asking  for  a  penny  from 
the  taxpayer,  to  put  on  a  footing  satis- 
factory, as  we  have  reason  to  think,  to 
all  its  friends,  including  its  warm  friend, 
the  hon.  Member  for  Devonport  (Mr. 
Puleston),  a  corps  about  which  that  great 
naval   officer.   Lord   St.   Vincent,    used 
this  memorable  expression — 

"  If  ever  the  hour  of  real  danger  should  come 
to  England  the  Marines  will  be  found  the 
country's  sheet-anchor.'* 

And  now.  Sir,  I  pass  to  the  considera- 
VOL.  CCLXVII.     [third  sehies.] 


tion  of  a  very  important  branch  of  our 
Naval  Service,  with  regard  to  which  I 
gave  a  pledge  last  year — a  pledge  which 
I  have  done  my  very  best  to  redeem. 
The  words  of  that  pledge  I  must,  in 
justice  to  the  Admiralty,  recall.  On  the 
19th  of  May,  in  reply  to  the  hon. 
Member  for  Plymouth,  I  used  these 
words — 

"The  Engineering  Department  is  the  only 
naval  service  of  im^rtance  which  has  re- 
cently sprang  into  existence,  and  its  organiza- 
tion has  not  yet  heen  arranged  on  a  filial  and 
satisfactory  basis.  When  the  Estimates  are 
introduced  next  year,  I  shall  be  prepared,  if  I 
still  hold  the  Office  which  I  now  have  the 
honour  to  fill,  to  submit  to  the  House  a  scheme 
which  I  hope  will  meet  with  approval." — 
[3  Hansard,  cclxi.  816.] 

Now,  Sir,  the  more  this  matter  is  looked 
into  the  more  strongly  does  the  first 
part  of  that  statement  come  into  relief. 
All  the   embarrassments  in  which  we 
have  found  ourselves  with  regard  to  the 
engineers  arise  from  the  fact  that  that 
service  was  not  formed,  but  g^ew  up 
under  conditions  which  made  it  impos- 
sible that  the  shape  which  it  assumed 
should  be  satisfactory  as  a  final  arrange- 
ment.  When  steam  was  introduced  into 
the  Navy,  it  was  necessary,  of  course,  to 
find  men  to  conduct  the  working  of  it. 
The  Government  had  to  go  where  such 
men  alone  could  be  found,  and  to  go  for 
them   in  large  numbers.     Our  earlier 
engineers  were  admirable,  practical  men 
of  their  craft,  of  the  same  quality  and 
very  much  the   same  class  as  the  en- 
gineers of  steam  vessels  in  the  Merchant 
Navy.  Up  to  1 847  they  were  not  officers 
at  all  in  the  Navy,  but  ranked  with  the 
boatswain  and  carpenter.     But  the  in- 
convenience and  impropriety  of  having 
no    commissioned     officers    acquainted 
with  the  working  of  the  motive  power 
of  the  Navy  became  so  evident  that  the 
Admiralty  went  too   far  in   the   other 
direction — turned  all  their  engineers  into 
commissioned  officers,  and  by  the  year 
1863  had  no  less  than  1,414  commis- 
sioned naval  engineers — that  is  to  say, 
about  as  many  as  our  present  establish- 
ment of  captains,  commanders,  and  lieu- 
tenants together.   And  this  great  multi- 
tude of  officers  were  employed  on  the 
most  multifarious  and  ill-assorted  duties, 
because,  to  speak  plainly,  there  was  not 
officers*  work  for  half  the  number.  There 
were  actually  three  engineer  officers  on 
board  a  small  gunboat  with  engines  of 
400  or  500  horse  power,  which  certainly 
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did  not  want  more  than  one  man  of  the 
rank  and  education  of  an  officer.  The 
Admiralty,  seeing  their  mistake,  from 
that  time  forward  began  to  correct  it, 
and  introduced  a  class  of  naval  me- 
chanics for  the  practical  work,  of  the 
engines — the  class  of  engine  room  arti- 
ficers. The  growth  of  this  new  class  and 
the  diminution  of  the  commissioned  en- 
gineer officers  went  on  with  rapid  steps. 
la  1868,  there  were  1,247  engineers  and 
90  engine  room  artificers;  in  1874,  950 
engineers  and  282  artificers ;  in  1877, 845 
engineers  and  493  artificers ;  and  in  1880 
there  were  775  engineers  actually  borne 
and  643  artificers.  In  this  change  of 
system  the  Admiralty  were  g^ded  by 
tne  principle  that  the  Navy  requirea 
one  class  to  work  the  engines  and 
another  to  do  the  duties  of  scientific 
supervision  and  be  responsible  for  the 
military  discipline  of  the  engine  room. 
But  the  Admiralty  did  not  find  that  by 
going  into  the  open  market  they  could 
obtain  with  certainty  the  qualities  they 
looked  for  in  a  commissioned  engineer 
officer ;  and  they  accordingly  instituted  a 
system  of  special  training,  lasting  over 
a  period  of  six  years,  which  now  is 
carried  on  in  the  College  at  Keyham 
and  on  board  the  Marlborough  at  Ports- 
mouth, and  a  very  fine  set  of  young 
men  that  system  produces.  The  present 
Board  are  thoroughly  satisfied  with  the 
sort  of  voung  men  who  come  from  these 
establishments.  They  are  determined  to 
make  them  in  all  respects  commissioned 
officers,  messing  from  the  first  with  the 
other  executive  officers,  and  doing  duties 
of  a  nature,  and  only  of  a  nature,  such 
as  shall  repay  the  country  for  the  mat 
cost  to  which  it  has  been  put  in  training 
them.  The  number  of  engineer  officers 
will  for  the  future  be  fixed  at  650,  in- 
stead of  their  present  establishment  of 
832  as  now  authorized.  The  duties  for 
which  officers,  with  their  long  and  ex- 
pensive training  and  commissioned  rank, 
are  not  needed  will  be  transferred  more 
and  more  to  the  class  of  chief  engine 
room  artificers,  who  will  be  increased  up 
to  the  number  of  150  as  the  existing 
staff  of  engineer  officers  diminishes ; 
and  if  the  Admiralty  sees  fit,  the  opera- 
tion may  be  continued  by  increasing  the 
chief  engine  room  artificers  and  de- 
creasing the  engineers  as  long  as  their 
united  number  does  not  exceed  800. 
When  I  was  in  the  Mediterranean  last 
year  I  made  carefbl  inquiries  of  the 
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commanding  officers  of  onr  small  shipe ; 
and  all  to  whom  I  spoke  were  of  opinion 
that,  if  they  had  a  good  chief  engine 
room  artificer  on  board,  one  engineer 
officer  would  suffice  for  the  duties  of  the 
ship.  In  every  new  ship  that  is  now 
building  arrangements  are  made  for  the 
engineers  to  mess  in  the  ward- room  and 
gun  rooms,  and  in  existing  ships  the 
process  of  amalgamating  the  messing  is 
oeing  carried  out  wil£  all  possible 
rapidity.  One  question  on  which  I  was 
frequently  pressed  last  Session  related 
to  the  pay  of  the  engineers,  and  on  dus 
subject  I  have  made  full  and  careful 
inquiries,  the  result  of  which  I  will  state 
to  the  Committee.  I  have  compared 
them  first  with  the  executive  officers  of 
the  Navy.  No  executive  officer,  except 
the  captain,  receives  a  higher  rate  of 
pay  than  the  maximum  of  a  chief  engi- 
neer. A  commander  receives  the  same 
pay  as  a  chief  engineer  after  21  years' 
service.  An  engineer  of  only  three  years' 
service  g^ts  the  same  pay  as  a  lieu- 
tenant. A  sub-lieutenant  actually  gets 
1«.  a-day  less  than  an  assistant  engineer. 
And  it  must  be  remembered  that  where- 
as executive  officers  pass  most  of  their 
time  on  half-pay,  the  engineer  is  always 
on  full  pay,  except  by  his  own  default, 
and  a  chief  engineer  has  less  time  on 
half-pay  than  a  captain  or  commander. 
When  we  come  to  the  navigating  officers, 
a  special  service  like  that  of  the  engi- 
neers, it  will  be  found  that  all  through 
his  service  the  navigating  officer  g^ts  1«. 
a-day  less  than  the  engineer.  And 
when  we  turn  to  the  Merchant  Ser- 
vice, and  see  what  the  higher  class  of 
naval  engineers  command  in  the  open 
market,  we  find  that  a  chief  engineer  in 
our  largest  men-of-war  gets  as  much  as 
from  £400  to  £470  a-year,  including  his 
charge  pay,  while  the  first  engineer  in 
the  largest  packet  ships  is  paid  at  the 
rate  of  from  £18  to  £22  per  month; 
and  the  engineer  in  the  Royal  Navy  has 
a  pension  to  look  forward  to,  a  prospect 
for  which  a  first  engineer  in  the  Cunard 
or  the  Inman  Line  would  give  a  great 
deal  of  his  less  considerable  pay.  And 
that  the  advantages  of  the  position  of  a 
Boyal  Naval  engineer  are  thoroughly 
appreciated  among  the  class  from  wnom 
we  are  desirous  of  drawing  those  officers 
is  proviBd  by  the  fact  that  ouring  the  last 
four  years  we  have  had  774  candidates 
for  209  posts ;  and  as  to  the  quality  of 
those  candidates,  I  can  rel^  upon  tb^ 
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testimony  of  the  hon.  Member  for  South 
DeYon  (Sir  Massej  Lopes),  who,  both 
as  a  Lord  of  the  Admiralty  and  a  neigh- 
bour of  Plymouth,  is  well  able  to  speak 
upon  the  subject,  and  who  said  emphati- 
cally that  our  present  engineer  students 
are  just  the  kind  of  men  we  want  to  get. 
As  regards  pay  taken  without  reference 
to  promotion,  I  cannot  draw  from  these 
comparisons  any  conclusion  but  one— 
that  the  engineers  are  not  an  underpaid 
service.     But  it  must  not  be  denied  that 
promotion,  which,  during  the  earlier  his- 
tory of  the  Service,  was  abnormally  quick, 
has  of  late  years  been  abnormally  slow. 
The  older  engineers — those  who  have 
qualified  for  the  post  of  chief  engineer, 
but  who  cannot  obtain  a  vacancy — have 
reason  to  complain  of   their  position. 
Now,  as  regards  the  officers  of  the  future, 
the  Admiralty  have  completely  remedied 
this  grievance.  Since  January,  1 877,  they 
have  reduced  the  lower  ranks  of  assist- 
ant engineer  and  engineer  from  726  to 
418,  and  they  have  increased  the  higher 
ranks  of  inspectors  of  machinery  and 
chief  engineers  from  180  to  232,  and  by 
this  process  they  have  very  considerably 
more  than  doubled  the  rate  of  promo- 
tion.   The  only  effectual  and  legitimate 
method  of  placing  and  keeping  a  body 
of  officers  in  a  satisfactory  position  is  by 
strictly  limiting  the  entries  to  what  the 
Public  Service  actually  requires,  and  so 
preserving  a  due  proportion  between  the 
higher  and  the  lower  ranks.     A  Govern- 
ment which  is  willing  to  restrict  the  num- 
ber  of  first  appointments  will   always 
have  cheerful  and  contented  services.  As 
regards  the  engineers  now  at  the  top  of 
the  list,  the  Admiralty  propose  to  recog- 
nize their  exceptional  slowness  of  pro- 
motion by  giving  them  an  extra  1«.  a- 
day  after  nine  years.     As  regards  the 
chief  engineers,  the   Admiralty  would 
not  be  justified  in  increasing  their  emolu- 
ments; and  I  think  any  hon.  Member 
who  heard  the  comparison  of  pay  with 
other  ranks  in  the  Royal  Navy  and  with 
the  Merchant  Service  will  endorse  that 
decision.     But  the  officers   who  are  at 
the  top  of  all — the  chief  inspectors  and 
inspectors  of  machinery — in  the  opinion 
of  the  Admiralty,  are  not  in  quite  as 
g^od  a  position  as  should  be  held  by  men 
who  are  in  possession  of  the  prizes  of  a 
Service.    The  chief  inspectors  will  there- 
fore  receive   3«.    a-day  more  than    at 
present,  and  the  inspectors  a  somewhat 
smaller  increase.     The  principal  diffi- 


culty of  canying  out  these  changes  is 
the  small  number  of  engine  room  arti- 
ficers who  are  qualified  to  take  the  part 
of  chief.     At  present  an  artificer  must 
have  served  10  years  before  he  can  get 
his  promotion  ;    and  as  theService  was 
only  instituted  in  1868,  and  as  there 
were  only  150  to   200  members  of  it 
during  the  few  first  years,  it  may  well 
be  believed  that  qualified  men  are  not 
easily  found.     The  Admiralty  have  de- 
termined   to  reduce    the    probationary 
period  from  10  years  to  six,  a  space  of 
time  quite  long  enough    to  ascertain 
whether  a  man  has  the  character  and 
the  knowledge  which  would  fit  him  for 
a  post  of  responsibility.    A  chief  arti- 
ficer of   over  six    years'   service    will 
henceforward  get  7«.  6rf.  a-day.     With 
these  posts  of  trust  improved  somewhat 
in  value,  and  eventually  nearly  doubled 
in  number,  the  naval  engineers  will  be 
supplemented  to  a  greater  extent  than 
hitherto  by  these  non-commissioned  offi- 
cers of  the  engine  room.    A  service  can- 
not be  re-organized  in  a  day,  and  the 
scheme  which  I  have  now  described  in 
its  leading  details  is  the  crown  and  out- 
come of  the  action  of  several  Boards  of 
Admiralty  over  the  space  of  14  years ; 
but  I  am  satisfied  that  if  we  could  look 
forward  14  years  more,  the  condition  of 
the  Naval  Engineer  Service  will  then  be 
such  as  will  conduce  both  to  the  efficiency 
of  our  Fleet  and  the  individual  interests 
of  our  officers.     The  Admiralty  has  like- 
wise been  able  to  confer  an  advantage 
upon  a  class  of  officers  who  are,  perhaps, 
and  that  is  saying  a  good  deal,  the  class 
which  has   taken  the  strongest    hold, 
almost  timeout  of  mind,  upon  the  popu- 
lar imagination.     Anything  which  can 
be  done  in  justice  to  the  taxpayer  to 
reward  the  invaluable  services  of  our 
gunners,  boatswains,  and  carpenters  will 
meet  with  general  approval.     At  present 
a  warrant  officer  who  serves  on  board 
our  harbour  ships,  with  some  exceptions, 
is  at  a  pecuniary  disadvantage  as  com- 
pared with  one  serving  on  a  seagoing 
ship — a  disadvantage   which  increases 
with  his  length  of  service;  until  after 
15  years'  service  he  gets  Is.  a-day  less 
in  harbour  than  at  sea.     This  difference 
in  pay  has  been  defended  on  the  ground 
that  it  affords  an  inducement  to  warrant 
officers  not  to  shrink  from  foreign  ser- 
vice ;  but  the  Admiralty  hold  that  if  a 
roster  is  properly  kept,  and  each  man 
has  to  go  to  sea  in  his  turn,  this  reason. 
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does  not  exist.  They  accordingly  have 
decided  to  place  every  warrant  officer 
holding  an  actual  appointment  in  a  har- 
bour ship  on  the  seagoing  scale ;  though 
the  warrant  officers  borne  for  disposal 
in  the  Home  [Reserves,  and  not  employed, 
will  remain,  as  at  present,  on  what  may 
be  considered  as  a  very  advantageous 
scale  of  half-pay.  The  amount  of  this 
concession  reaches  something  over 
£2,000  per  annum,  and  here  I  may  be 
allowed  to  address  a  word  to  the  econo- 
mists of  the  House  as  to  the  principle  on 
which  the  Admiralty  endeavours  to  act. 
The  Board  holds  that  a  great  spending 
Department  is  in  this  respect  like  a  pri- 
vate business,  that  constant  and  innumer- 
able sources  of  fresh  expenditure  are  for 
ever  arising,  and  must  be  met  by  con- 
stant and  equivalent  reductions  of  old 
forms  of  expenditure  which  have  now 
become  obsolete.  I  have  explained  how 
the  Board  has  met  the  increase  to  the 
marines  and  the  engineers  by  changes 
which  make  those  increases  a  positive 
alleviation  of  the  burdens  of  the  country. 
The  same  process  has  been  accomplished 
with  regard  to  the  warrant  officers. 
While  boatswains  are  as  much  needed 
as  ever,  and  gunners  more  needed 
than  ever,  the  change  from  wood  to  iron 
in  our  ships  has  brought  about  a  de- 
creasing demand  for  the  services  of  the 
third  class  of  our  warrant  officers — the 
carpenters.  Much  of  the  carpenter's 
most  important  work  is  done  by  the  en- 
gineer and  engine  room  artificer.  Much 
of  his  less  important  work  can  be  done 
by  an  artificer  of  the  rank  of  petty,  and 
not  of  warrant  officer,  and  accordingly 
we  propose  to  make  a  reduction  of  20 
in  the  list  of  carpenters.  Sir,  I  think  I 
have  dealt  with  the  most  important  mat- 
ters in  Vote  1,  and  it  only  remains  to 
ask  hon.  Members  to  observe  that  we 
propojse  to  vote  exactly  the  same  number 
of  men  and  officers  as  for  1881-2,  al- 
lowing for  the  reduction  in  the  Marines. 
And  now  I  would  ask  hon.  Gentlemen 
to  turn  to  their  copy  of  the  Estimates, 
and  I  will  point  out  what  the  sum  is  for 
which  the  Admiralty  propose  this  year 
to  ask  Parliament.  In  the  present  year 
of  1881-2,  including  the  Supplementary 
Estimates,  £10,945,919  has  been  voted 
for  the  Navy,  of  which  £303,000  is  due 
to  the  war  in  the  Transvaal.  Exclude 
this  £303,000,  and  the  normal  Naval 
Estimates  of  the  current  year  amount  to 
£10,642,919.     But  since  these  Estimates 
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were  presented  to  Parliament  a  great 
change  has  been  sanctioned  by  the  Trea- 
sury. The  Navy  has  always  been  allowed 
to  take  in  aid  of  its  Votes  the  lion's  share 
of  the  extra  receipts ;  but  certain  extra 
receipts  of  the  Classes  shown  on  page  238 
of  these  Estimates  used  to  be  paid  into 
the  Exchequer.  The  sum  in  question 
amounted  in  1881-2  to  about  £162,370. 
This  Christmas  the  Treasury  agreed 
with  the  Admiralty  that  extra  re- 
ceipts of  all  sort  whatsoever  should 
go  to  the  credit  of  the  Navy  Votes; 
and  those  extra  receipts,  which  this  year 
amount  to  £160,000,  will  in  the  com- 
ing year  reach  the  figure  of  £240,000, 
owing  chiefly  to  the  intended  sale  of  old 
ships,  which  are  now  past  their  work. 
Well,  now  we  have  this  sum.  In 
1881-2  the  Navy  Estimates  —  minus 
the  extraordinary  expenditure  —  came 
to  £10,642,919.  Deduct  from  that 
£162,370  for  extra  Naval  receipts,  and 
the  net  burden  on  the  Exchequer 
for  1881-2  was  £10,480,549.  For  the 
year  1882-3,  we  ask  the  country  for 
£10,483,901.  That  is  to  say,  the  bur- 
den on  the  Exchequer  will  be,  within 
a  trifle,  exactly  the  same  as  last  year. 
But  as  we  shall  obtain  £80,000  more 
by  extra  receipts  than  last  year,  the 
spending  power  of  the  Department  will 
be  increased  by  that  amount.  In  other 
words — for  at  a  time  when  a  consider- 
able change  is  made  in  the  method  of 
presenting  the  accounts  it  is  right  that 
the  state  of  affairs  should  be  clearly 
made  known — we  propose  to  spend  on 
the  service  of  the  Navy  £80,000  more 
than  last  year,  the  extraordinary  service 
for  the  Transvaal  being  omitted  from 
the  account.  But  this  £80,000  will  be 
covered  by  an  increase  in  the  sale  of 
old  ships,  which  now  the  Department 
have  an  interest  in  not  giving  too  freely 
away  on  the  one  hand,  and  in  not  keep- 
ing longer  than  they  are  useful  on  the 
other.  We  propose  annually  to  sell 
these  ships — of  which  there  is  a  con- 
siderable number,  maintained  at  some 
expense  to  the  public,  but  long  ago  con- 
demned for  service — carefully  and  gra- 
dually as  there  is  a  market  for  them. 
In  order  that  the  new  method  of  pre- 
senting the  Estimates  may  not  tend  to 
confuse,  two  statements  have  been  pre- 
pared. On  page  5  the  gross  sums  have 
been  shown  with  the  entire  extra  re- 
ceipts taken  into  aooount ;  but  on  page 
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accurately  gives  the  Votes  of  next  year 
as  compared  with  the  Votes  of  this  year. 
The  figures  there  shown  I  cannot  but 
regard  as  satisfactory.  All,  or  almost 
all,  the  Votes,  the  size  of  which  depend 
upon  careful  administration,  show  no 
tendency  whatever  to  rise.  The  Vic- 
tualling Vote  is  swelled  by  a  transfer 
of  £17,000  from  the  Transport  Vote; 
but  there  is  a  real  reduction  on  it  of 
£6,000.  The  statesmanlike  manner  in 
which  General  Pasley  handles  his  not 
inconsiderable  budget  has  enabled  the 
Works  Vote  to  be  reduced  by  £64,000. 
There  is  a  very  satisfactory  decrease  in 
Civil  Pensions,  and  the  only  increase  on 
other  than  the  Shipbuilding  Votes  is 
the  usual  automatic  increase  of  £19,000 
for  Military  Pensions,  which  advances 
over  our  Estimates  with  the  unrelenting 
and  desolating  certitude  of  a  sort  of 
financial  car  of  Juggernaut.  But  the 
general  feature  of  these  Estimates  is 
that,  by  unremitting  diligence  and  public 
spirit,  the  Naval  Lords  of  the  Admiralty, 
and  the  permanent  Heads  of  Depart- 
ments, have  kept  down  those  sources  of 
expenditure  which  can  be  kept  down 
only  by  patient,  minute,  and  judicious 
industry,  and  have  presented  the  country 
with  a  large  sum  to  spend  upon  those  ship- 
building enterprizes  which  the  safety  of 
the  country  demands.  On  Vote  6,  the 
Labour  Vote  of  the  Dockyards,  there 
appears  to  be  no  increase ;  but  last  year 
the  53rd  week  fell  due,  and  absorbed 
£20,000,  so  that  this  year  there  is  an 
actual  increase  of  that  amount.  The 
Naval  Store  Vote  and  the  Vote  for 
Building  by  Contract  are  larger  between 
them  by  £160,000;  so  that  the  general 
effect  of  the  Estimates  is  that,  with  only 
£80,000  to  draw  on,  we  have  been  able 
to  devote  no  less  than  £180,000  more  to 
the  all-important  task  of  increasing  our 
Fleet.  With  this  money  we  have  been 
able  to  raise  the  prospective  construction 
of  1882-3  to  the  amount  of  16,502  tons 
to  be  built  in  the  public,  and  4,640  tons 
in  private  yards — that  is  to  say,  to  20,142 
tons  in  all,  of  which  1 1,466  tons  are  in 
armoured  ships ;  and  the  improved  and 
improving  proportion  between  the  Esti- 
mate and  the  execution  which  is  visible 
in  our  Dockyard  accounts  leads  us  to 
hope  that  what  has  been  promised  we 
may  reasonably  expect  to  perform.  And 
now,  Sir,  it  will  not  be  necessary  for  me 
long  to  detain  the  Committee  over  the 
destination  of  the  money  which  we  pro- 


pose to  devote  to  increasing  our  iron- 
clad Fleet.  Towards  the  close  of  last 
Session,  with,  I  think,  the  concurrence 
of  everyone  who  takes  interest  in  these 
matters,  I  announced  that  the  Board  of 
Admiralty  had  come  to  the  conclusion  not 
to  build  ships  of  very  great  size  and 
very  great  cost,  or  in  any  great  variety. 
I  argued  on  the  importance,  when  we 
had  once  got  hold  of  a  good  type,  of  re- 
producing that  type  in  sufficient  number. 
For  economy  and  rapidity  of  construc- 
tion, for  facilitating  the  manoeuvring 
ships  in  fleets,  and  for  familiarizing  our 
men  and  officers  with  the  vessels  in 
which  they  are  to  live  and  fight,  this 
policy  appeared  to  hon.  Members  to  be 
the  right  one.  There  was  another  con- 
clusion to  which  the  Board  arrived,  and 
which  I  had  the  honour  of  stating  and 
defending,  and  that  was  the  firm  de- 
termination to  press  on  the  ships  we  have 
in  hand  and  get  them  afloat  as  soon  as 
possible.  Those  are  the  two  leading 
features  of  the  Admiralty  programme 
of  the  coming  year,  and  which  I  fore- 
shadowed last  year.  The  Agamemnon^ 
the  AjaXj  the  Conqueror j  and  the  Poiy- 
phemui  will  be  actually  finished  in  the 
course  of  the  year.  The  Collmywood, 
the  Coio8*us,  the  Jtnperieusef  and  the 
Warspite  will  be  pushed  vigorously  on, 
and  the  Majestic  at  Pembroke  will  be 
finished  to  the  point  at  which  she  can  be 
brought  round  to  Portsmouth  for  com- 
pletion. The  Rodney  and  the  Howe^  the 
two  ships  which  belong  to  what  may 
now  be  called  the  British  Admiral  class, 
will  be  put  forward  at  Chatham  and 
Pembroke  respectively,  and  a  fourth 
ship  of  the  same  type  will  be  commenced 
by  contract,  which  will  give  me  the 
pleasure  of  fulfilling  a  pledge  I  made  to 
the  right  hon.  and  gallant  Member  for 
the  Wigton  Burghs  (Sir  John  Hay),  and 
commemorating  his  favourite  old  naval 
worthy.  Admiral  Benbow  ;  and  I  think 
the  right  hon.  and  gallant  Gentleman 
will  admit  Admiral  Benhow  might  wisely 
yield  place  to  Rodney,  These  three  ves- 
sels will  be  Colling  woods ^  modified  to 
carry  four  60-ton  guns,  instead  of  the 
4 3- ton  guns  which  will  be  carried  by  the 
CoUingwoody  the  Conqueror^  the  MajestiCf 
and  the  Colossus.  An  addition  of  400 
tons  to  their  displacement,  and  some 
£25,000  to  £30,000  to  their  expense, 
will  not  take  them  out  of  the  class  of 
comparatively  moderate-sized  and  mode- 
rate-priced ships,  while  it  will  enable 
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tbem  to  carry  a  gun  wliioh  will  do  all 
that  a  gun  needs  to  do.  [Lord  Hbnry 
Lennox  :  What  is  the  size  of  the  guns  ?1 
The  Coilmywoodf  Conqueror ^  Majestie^  and 
the  Colossus  will  carry  43-ton  guns  ;  the 
Rodney  and  the  Howe^  which  have  been 
recently  designed,  are  intended  to  carry 
60-ton  g^uns ;  and  three  ships,  which  we 
must  at  present  csJl  paper  ships,  will 
likewise  carry  that  ^n.  I  will  speak  a 
little  more  specificaUy.  Before  the  year 
is  out,  at  Portsmouth  and  at  Pembroke 
two  new  iron-clads  will  be  laid  down, 
the  details  of  which,  following  the  ex- 
ample of  last  year,  I  will  specify  at  a 
later  period  of  the  Session.  While 
spending  money  on  fresh  construction, 
the  Admiralty  have  not  been  neglectful 
of  the  condition  of  our  existing  iron- 
dads.  The  Better ophon  will  be  finished 
and  made  fit  for  service.  The  Rupert 
will  have  her  boilers  renewed,  and  will 
be  re-armed  with  the  18-ton  breech- 
loaders of  the  new  type.  The  Audacious 
will  have  new  boilers.  The  Shannon^ 
which  has  come  off  foreign  service  in 
exceptionally  good  condition,  will  be 
thoroughly  overhauled  and  made  ready 
for  the  Coastguard.  A  novelty,  and,  1 
hope,  an  acceptable  novelty,  has  been 
introduced  into  these  Estimates  by  Malta 
being  placed  among  the  naval  yards, 
which  are  thought  worthy  of  having  a 
programme,  and  the  Thunderer  and  the 
Invincible  will  be  made  ready  for  re- 
commission  in  that  cheap  and  very  work- 
manlike establishment.  The  question 
of  guns,  as  my  right  hon.  Friend  the 
Secretary  of  State  for  War  is  only  too 
painfully  aware,  does  not  touch  the 
Naval  Votes ;  but  in  a  general  review 
of  the  condition  of  our  Fleet  it  would 
be  pedantry  not  to  refer  to  so  important 
a  matter.  [Mr.  W.  H.  Smith  :  There 
is  the  Monarch.']  The  Monarch  was  re- 
paired at  Chatham  in  1878  at  a  cost  of 
£46,000,  and  paid  off  and  re-commis- 
sioned at  Malta  in  January,  1882.  The 
present  occasion  is  one  of  statement  and 
not  of  controversy,  so  that  I  will  leave 
aside  all  disputed  topics  and  confine  my- 
self to  specifying  what  has  been  done 
and  what  is  designed  to  be  done  ;  and  I 
do  not  think  that  I  am  exceeding  the 
limits  of  a  statement  when  I  claim  for 
tlie  present  Oovemment  that  from  the 
first  moment  they  entered  Office  they 
have  been  pressiug  on  the  substitution 
of  the  new  gun  for  the  old  with  all  the 
celerity  whi&  the  caution  necessary  in 
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such  a  critical  undertaking  demands. 
The  Conqueror f  within  this  calendar 
year,  as  we  confidentiy  hope,  will  be 
actually  armed  with  the  new  43-ton 
gun,  and  that  date  may  be  looked  upon 
as  the  inauguration  of  the  new  system, 
for  the  Majestic  and  Colossus,  which 
come  on  next  for  armament,  will  carry 
the  same  weapon ;  and  no  large  gun  of  the 
old  type  will  thenceforward  be  freshly 
supplied  to  any  of  Her  Majesty's  ships. 
The  43-ton  gun,  by  the  aid  of  that  chilled 
shot  which  we  owe  to  the  inventive 
genius  of  our  lamented  Colleague  the 
late  Member  for  Taunton  (Sir  William 
Palliser),  will  really  pierce  anything 
that  floats,  except  a  narrow  belt  on  the 
water  line  of  a  very  few  ships,  which  it 
is  50  to  1  a  shot  would  never  hit  in 
battie.  At  1,000  yards  the  projectile 
goes  through  22  inches  of  iron  and  19 
inches  of  compound  steel ;  and,  looking 
to  the  material  impossibility  of  armour 
beyond  a  certain  thickness  being  carried 
in  anv  quantity  on  a  ship  that  can  float 
at  all,  it  is  doubtful  whether  a  much 
more  powerful  gun  is  required,  and 
whether  increased  power  in  our  wea- 
pons would  not  be  dearly  bought  by  the 
loss  in  number.  The  belief  of  the  Ad- 
miralty is  that  a  60-ton  gun  of  the  new 
type  would  probably  give  as  high  a 
power  as  it  is  necessary  to  obtain  under 
the  rapidly  improving  conditions  of  gun- 
nery construction ;  and  there  is  reason 
to  believe  that  the  French  Oovemment 
have  been  led  to  the  same  conclusion  by 
the  same  reasoning,  and  have  fixed  on 
a  59-ton  gun  as  their  heaviest  weapon  in 
the  future.  There  are  five  ships  in  the 
list  of  English  vessels  in  the  ^Estimates 
which  will  carry  this  gun.  Of  lighter 
armour-piercing  guns,  if  an  1 8-ton  g^n, 
piercing  17  inches  of  iron,  such  as  that 
which  this  year  the  Hercules  will  carry 
a  broadside,  can  be  included  among  light 
guns,  we  shall  have  174  of  all  sizes  of 
the  new  type  by  the  end  of  the  next 
financial  year  ;  and  the  War  Office  has 
engaged  to  supply  us  with  a  large  quan- 
tity of  these  machine  guns,  which  will 
play  a  part  in  modern  naval  warfare 
certainly  great,  and,  perhaps,  quite  pre- 
ponderating. Of  the  Noidenfelt  gun, 
which,  during  the  two  minutes  that  a 
torpedo  boat  would  be  within  range, 
comd  discharge  at  it  nearly  500  baUs, 
each  of  whicn  could  penetrate  its  deck 
and  sides,  we  shall,  by  the  31st  of  March, 
possess  no  less  than  504,  while  200  ad- 
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ditional  Gardner  mitrailleuBes  will  be 
provided  during  the  coming  year ;  and 
of  torpedoes  we  have  300  afloat,  and  by 
the  end  of  this  year  shall  have  '250  in 
store.  It  may  interest  the  Oommittee 
to  know  that  the  Admiralty  have  deter- 
mined to  renew,  in  a  somewhat  different 
ahape,  a  most  important  experiment.  If 
anything  can  ever  diminish  the  ruinous 
expense  of  naval  preparation,  it  would 
be  the  substitution  for  armoured  ships 
of  cheaper  and  swifter  ships  formidable 
for  offence.  This  country,  as  of  right, 
was  the  first  to  devise  an  auxiliary  ship 
which  should  assist  the  iron-clads  in 
battle,  and  that  was  the  origin  of  the 
Polyphemus,  which  was  designed  to  do 
great  things  with  ram  and  torpedo,  and 
to  look  for  security  in  her  high  speed, 
in  her  protection  from  machine  guns, 
and  in  the  smoke  and  confusion  of  con- 
flict, when  alone  she  would  venture  to 
approach  an  armoured  enemy.  But  the 
Polyphemus  had  her  drawbacks.  In  the 
first  place,  she,  if  we  may  apply  a 
feminine  term  to  such  a  monster,  was, 
for  a  so-called  cheap  ship,  very  dear. 
In  the  next  place,  she  was  not  habit- 
able; she  could  carry  a  crew  only  to 
fight  and  not  to  live,  according  to  the 
ordinary  conditions  which  make  human 
existence  endurable.  In  the  next  place, 
she  had  small  coal  endurance,  and  would 
have  been  reduced,  after  a  comparatively 
short  spurt,  to  get  her  supplies  from  her 
consorts.  The  Chief  Constructor,  at  the 
personal  request  and  suggestion  of  Sir 
Cooper  Key,  has  designed  a  vessel  which 
will  serve  as  an  auxiliary  in  the  combat 
of  iron-clad  fleets  without  losing  all  the 
qualities  of  a  cruiser.  She  will  be 
armed  with  a  ram  and  torpedoes,  under 
water,  fore  and  aft.  She  wUl  have  water- 
tight compartments  and  an  underwater 
deck,  two  to  three  inches  thick,  protect- 
ing her  engines  and  her  torpedoes.  She 
wUl  have  two  conning  towers,  with  ar- 
mour 10  inches  thick,  from  which  the 
gear  for  fixing  the  torpedoes  will  be 
worked  and  the  ship  navigated.  She 
will  thus  be,  for  the  purpose  of  fighting 
with  ram  and  torpedo,  an  iron-clad. 
Then,  she  will  carry  four  6-inch  guns 
and  10  machine  guns  in  turrets,  or 
rather  bastions,  proof  against  a  mit- 
railleuse ;  but,  otherwise,  she  can  be 
searched  by  machine  gun  fire  through 
all  her  upper  works,  so  that  she  will  pre- 
sumably only  use  her  guns  when  en- 
gaging as  a  cruiser.     For  service  as  a 


cruiser  she  will  be  very  reasonably  fit, 
for  she  will  carry  coal  sufficient  to  take 
her  a  month  at  from  8  to  10  knots,  while 
at  an  emergency  she  will  steam  up  to  16 
knots.  She  will  comfortably  house  a  crew 
of  200  men,  and  will  cost,  if  all  goes 
well,  £110,000  for  hull  and  engines,  as 
against  the  estimated  £150,000,  and  ac- 
tual £200,000,  of  the  Polyphemus.  Of 
cruisers  proper,  the  Leander^  the  Arethusa, 
and  the  Phaton  will  pass  out  of  the  hands 
of  the  contractors,  and  will  come  to  our 
own  Yards  to  be  completed  and  fitted 
with  the  new  6-inch  breech-loader ;  and 
the  Amphion,  at  Pembroke,  will  be  pushed 
forward  in  the  intervals  of  the  iron-clad 
building.  Hon.  Members  will  observe 
that  the  Admiralty  does  not  propose  to 
construct  or  buy  any  sailing  ships  for 
training  seamen.  For  many  reasons — 
and,  not  least,  for  that  of  the  safety  of 
the  crews — our  men  and  officers  should 
be  trained  in  the  same  class  of  ships  as 
those  in  which  they  are  to  work  and 
fight.  The  hon.  Member  for  Penr3m 
and  Falmouth  (Mr.  D.  Jenkins),  if  I 
understand  his  views,  holds  that  it  is 
questionable  policy  to  take  a  large  body 
of  men  and  officers  who  are  accustomed, 
during  the  rest  of  their  career,  to  have 
steam  power  to  fall  back  upon  in  time 
of  danger,  and  place  them  for  a  single 
twelvemonth,  for  purposes  of  practice, 
in  a  sailing  vessel — a  class  of  which  we 
should  never  dream  of  sending  to  sea 
in  case  of  war.  And  therefore  it  is  that 
the  Admiralty  have  adopted  another 
policy,  and  have  issued  an  order  that 
the  Commander-in-Chief  for  each  station 
shall  collect  his  ships  every  season  for  a 
combined  cruise,  in  which  officers  and 
men  may  be  trained  in  sailing  and  in 
manoeuvres  performed  in  company;  and 
anyone  who  reads  the  most  interesting 
despatch  of  Admiral  Willes  will  acknow- 
ledge the  success  which  has  attended 
this  order.  That  despatch  is  accompanied 
by  a  Beturn  of  each  ship,  stating  the 
number  of  days  she  has  been  under 
sail,  the  number  of  times  she  has  tacked 
and  wore,  and  the  number  of  times  she 
has  gone  in  and  out  of  harbour  under 
sail  alone.  The  last  words  of  the  des- 
patch run  thus — 

**The  result  to  the  crews  has  been  an  im- 
proved physique  and  knowledge  of  their  pro- 
fession, which  cannot  be  measured  in  figures, 
but  which,  I  hope,  may  be  manifested  her«kfter. 
If  this  combination  of  ships  for  cruising  is 
carried  out  every  year,  the  China  Station  may 
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be  reckoned  one  of  our  best  training  grounds 
for  young  seamen." 

With  such  a  training  ground  in  every 
foreign  station,  with  the  Channel  Fleet, 
the  Mediterranean  Fleet,  the  Coastguard 
Fleet,  the  Detached  Squadron,  it  may 
safely  be  said  that  it  is  many  years  since 
there  has  been  such  an  amount  of  practi- 
cal training  of  our  men  and  officers  as 
in  the  last  12  months.  And  now,  Sir,  I 
must  conclude,  having  reserved  to  the 
end  the  mention  of  a  circumstance  most 
nearly  concerning  us  at  the  Board  of  Ad- 
miralty, and  not,  I  hope,  unacceptable  to 
the  Committee.  In  view  of  the  rapid,  and 
ever  more  rapid,  march  of  science,  and 
its  increased  bearing  on  naval  matters, 
the  Earl  of  Northbrook  and  his  Col- 
leagues, as  I  stated  in  answer  to  a  re- 
cent Question,  have  determined  to  call 
into  their  councils  scientific  assistance 
from  both  inside  and  outside  the  Navy. 
The  Controller — Admiral  Brandreth— 
who  has  succeeded  so  admirably  at 
Chatham,  has  been  invited  to  join  the 
Board ;  and  a  new  office  has  been  created, 
to  be  held  by  a  practical  man  of  science, 
who  shall  unite  special  mechanical  and 
engineering  knowledge  to  wide  adminis- 
trative experience.  If  such  a  man  can 
be  found,  he  should  not  be  lightlj  lost ; 
and,  by  making  the  non-acceptance  of 
a  seat  in  either  House  a  condition  of 
the  office,  we  have  enabled  successive 
Boards  of  Admiralty  to  avail  themselves, 
if  they  choose,  of  the  experience  of  the 
same  adviser.  Such  a  man  has  been 
found  in  Mr.  George  Kendel,  who,  as 
a  member  of-  Sir  William  Armstrong's 
firm,  has  been  a  pioneer  in  the  suc- 
cessful application  of  the  principle  of 
hydraulic  machinery  to  the  working  of 
heavy  guns,  and  who  was  the  first  to 
devise,  for  the  defence  of  our  coasts, 
those  useful  little  gunboats,  that  are  no- 
thing more  than  a  floating  carriage  for 
a  huge  gun.  His  experience  as  a  mem- 
ber of  a  first-class  firm  will  enable  him 
to  apply  to  the  organization  of  the  labour 
of  our  Dockyards  that  knowledge  for 
the  want  of  which  men  trained  within 
these  walls — I  speak  for  myself,  and  I 
speak  feelingly — cannot  always  success- 
fully make  up  by  any  amount  of  indus- 
try. His  experience  as  a  mechanician 
will  enable  us  with  confidence  to  refer 
to  him  in  those  questions  which   are 

f  rowing  on  us  daily,  and  almost  hourly, 
[ydraidio  machinery  for  turning  the 
turrets,  air-compreseing  machinery  for 
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feeding  the  torpedoes,  electrical  appa- 
ratus for  internal  communication,  for 
firing  broadsides,  for  illuminating  the  sea 
during  a  nocturnal  action — everything  is 
more  complicated,  everything  more  spe- 
cial in  its  nature,  everything,  above  all, 
the  more  cruelly  expensive.  With  ar- 
mour costing  £90  a-ton,  where,  10  years 
ago,  it  cost  £40  ;  with  the  g^ar  for 
mounting  a  single  pair  of  guns  standing 
thenation  at £12, 000, £15,000,  £18,000; 
with  torpedoes  for  offence,  and  torpedo- 
netting  for  defence,  required  for  eveiy 
vessel  of  size ;  defending  our  coasts ; 
holding  our  own  in  the  Mediterranean ; 
providing  for  the  protection  of  our  com- 
merce over  the  globe;  surveying  and 
mapping  out  the  sea  for  the  benefit 
of  the  entire  civilized  world ;  alone 
among  nations  making  a  serious  and 
burdensome  effort  for  the  suppression 
of  the  Slave  Trade,  the  British  Navy 
cannot  fail,  under  any  ^Administration, 
to  be  a  heavy  call  upon  the  resources 
even  of  such  a  nation  as  ours,  and  diffi- 
cult indeed,  and  never-ending,  is  the  task 
of  those  whose  duty  it  is  to  see  that  in 
security  and  fighting  power  the  country 
gets  its  worth  for  its  money. 

Mb.  W.  H.  smith  :  I  am  sure  the 
House  will  feel  that  the  very  admirable 
and  very  clear  and  very  satisfaotoiy 
Statement,  on  the  whole,  which  my  hon. 
Friend  has  made,  deserves  more  consi- 
deration than  it  is  possible  to  give  at  this 
time  of  night.  I  therefore  wish  to  ask, 
before  entering  upon  any  question  to 
which  my  hon.  Friend  has  referred, 
whether,  in  the  event  of  a  Yote  being 
given  to-night,  the  Government  will 
name  an  early  day  upon  which  the  dis- 
cussion of  the  Estimates  can  be  taken  ? 
I  should  be  very  far  from  doing  justice 
to  the  speech  of  my  hon.  Friend,  or  to 
the  great  questions  which  are  involved, 
and  which  require  careful  consideration 
from  this  House,  if  I  were  to  venture 
upon  commencing  a  debate  at  a  quarter 
to  1  o'clock;  and  there  is  no  desire 
whatever  to  embarrass  the  Government. 
If  they  feel  and  state  that  money  must 
be  had,  money  must  be  given ;  but,  at 
the  same  time,  an  opportunity  must  be 
afforded  for  the  full  and  complete  con- 
sideration of  these  very  important  ques- 
tions. I  may,  perhaps,  be  allowed  to 
make  one  remark,  because  it  seems  to 
me  to  be  a  necessary  one,  with  regard 
to  the  appointment  of  Mr.  Bendel.  I 
had  the  great  satisfaction  of  entering 
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into  communication  with  Mr.  Bendel 
before  I  ceased  to  be  First  Lord,  with  a 
view  to  bringing  him  to  the  Admiralty, 
and  I  am  satisfied  that  no  more  expe- 
rienced and  no  more  capable  man  could 
be  found  to  strengthen  the  Board  of 
Admiralty  in  a  Department  in  which 
it  was  certainly  weak,  and  which  needed 
re-inforcement ;  and,  therefore,  without 
in  the  slightest  degree  committing  my- 
self to  the  way  in  which  the  appoint- 
ment has  been  made  —because  that  is 
not  necessary,  and  the  Board  liave  care- 
fully reserved  to  their  successors  full 
power  to  act  as  they  think  fit — I  think 
there  is  no  doubt  that  the  appointment 
of  an  engineer  possessing  the  great 
knowledge  and  capacity  for  the  Public 
Service  which  Mr.  Kendel  possesses  is  a 

S'eat  addition  to   the  strength  of  the 
epartment,  and  a  gpreat  security  for  the 
welfare  of  the  country. 

Lord  HENRY  LENNOX  said,  he 
wished  to  join  in  the  entreaty  of  the 
right  hon.  Qentleman  to  the  Govern- 
ment to  fix  an  early  day  for  the  serious 
discussion  of  the  Navy  Estimates.  Some 
years  ag^  it  was  an  understood  thing 
that  these  Estimates,  upon  which  he  was 
sure  the  existence  and  safety  of  this 
country  depended,  should  be  debated, 
night  after  night,  with  care  and  the 
most  utter  thoroughness  ;  but  last  year 
the  Secretary  to  the  Admiralty  made  his 
Statement  in  March,  and  nothing  more 
was  heard  of  the  Estimates  until  August, 
when  in  one  Morning  Sitting  millions  of 
the  country's  money  were  disposed  of. 
He  hoped  there  would  be  an  end  to  this 
system  this  Session,  and  that  the  Govern- 
ment would  promise  a  night  on  an  early 
date  for  the  discussion  of  these  important 
Estimates.  He  was  sure  the  Secretary 
to  the  Admiralty  wished  to  give  that  op- 
portunity, and  had  sufficient  influence 
with  the  Government  to  procure  one  day 
on  which  Members  might  speak  out. 

The  Marquess  of  HABTINGTON  : 
There  can  be  no  doubt  that  what  was 
said  on  Monday  night  with  respect  to 
the  Army  Estimates  applies  to  the 
Navy  Estimates.  It  will  be  the  duty 
of  the  Government  to  give  to  the  House 
the  earliest  possible  opportunity  for  a 
full  discussion,  which  is  not  possible  at 
this  time  of  night,  of  these  Estimates.  I 
am  not  able  at  this  moment  to  say  when 
it  will  be  possible  to  resume  the  consi- 
deration of  this  question ;  but  I  think  I 
may  admit,  on  behalf  of  the  Government, 


that  a  very  early  day  and  a  convenient 
opportunity  ought  to  be  afforded  for  the 
discussion.  I  believe  my  right  hon. 
Friend  the  Secretary  of  State  for  War 
(Mr.  Childers)  will  take  the  Army  Esti- 
mates on  the  first  day  after  Easter,  and 
we  should  wish  to  take  the  earliest  op- 
portunity after  that  for  this  discussion. 

Mr.  W.  H.  SMITH:  I  should  be 
very  sorry  to  request  that  any  exact  en- 
gagement should  be  given,  because  I 
know  the  difficulty  in  which  the  noble 
Marquess  is  placed ;  but  it  does  appear 
to  me  that  we  ought  to  have  some  indi- 
cation of  the  time  within  which  this  dis- 
cussion will  take  place.  I  do  not  ask 
that  it  shall  follow  on  the  next  Govern- 
ment night  after  the  discussion  on  the 
Army  Estimates,  because  it  may  be  ne- 
cessary to  reserve  that  for  the  Budget 
or  some  other  purpose ;  but  if  the  noble 
Marquess  will  say  that  within  a  fort- 
night after  the  Easter  Kecess  we  shall 
have  a  night  for  this  discussion  I  shall 
be  content,  and  I  think  my  hon.  Friends 
will  be  content  to  give  the  money  which 
is  necessary.  But  the  discussion  ought 
not  to  be  delayed  beyond  that  period ; 
and  in  mentioning  a  fortnight  I  recog- 
nize the  necessity  the  Government  may 
be  under  of  going  on  with  measures  re- 
lating to  the  Budget ;  but  certainly  a 
fortnight  is  the  utmost  limit  beyond 
which  we  ought  not  to  be  delayed  in  en- 
tering upon  this  discussion. 

Sir  JOHN  HAY  said,  he  thought 
the  Government  might  at  least  say  that 
they  would  allow  the  Estimates  to  be  dis- 
cussed on  one  of  the  Government  nights 
in  April.  They  had  promised  that  the 
Army  Estimates  should  be  taken  on 
Monday,  the  17th  of  April,  and  there 
would  then  remain  Thursday,  the  20th, 
Monday,  the  24th,  and  Thursday,  the 
27  th  of  April ;  and  if  these  Votes  were 
taken  now,  there  ought  to  be  an  under- 
taking that  one  of  those  three  Go- 
vernment nights  should  be  given  up  for 
the  discussion  of  the  Navy  Estimates. 
If  such  an  undertaking  was  given,  he 
should  be  willing  to  agree  to  this  money 
being  taken ;  but,  if  not,  it  would  be  for 
the  Committee  to  decide  what  course 
they  should  take. 

Sir  H.  DRUMMOND  WOLFF  also 
wished  to  press  the  Government  to  name 
an  early  day  for  this  discussion.  There 
was  great  inconvenience  last  Session 
through  the  discussion  being  taken  on 
so  late  a  date;  and  there  were  many 
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points  for  diBCUssion  in  the  speech 
of  the  hon.  Gentleman  (Mr.  Trevel- 
yan)  which,  though  so  admirable  in  it- 
self, contained  many  flaws.  In  the  first 
place,  great  eulogy  had  been  passed 
upon  the  Board  of  Admiralty  with  re- 
spect to  the  engineer  ofiBicers ;  but  that 
subject  could  not  pass  without  remark ; 
and  there  were  many  other  matters 
which  those  connected  with  the  Navy  in 
any  way  should  be  allowed  to  bring  be- 
fore the  House  as  soon  as  possible.  The 
Government  would,  therefore,  be  wise 
to  name  an  early  day  for  the  discussion. 
He  did  not  wish  to  interfere  with  the 
Public  Service,  or  in  any  way  to  stop  the 
necessary  Supplies ;  but  he  thought  the 
Government  were  bound  by  all  their 
promises  and  by  all  precedents  to  give 
the  House  a  verv  early  day. 

Mr.  PULESTON  said,  he  wished  to 
remind  the  Committee  that  last  year 
very  similar  promises  were  made  to 
those  of  the  noble  Marquess  now ;  but 
the  eziffencies  of  the  Public  Business, 
and  so  &rth,  interfered  time  after  time, 
and  the  House  was  obliged  to  accept 
that  as  an  excuse,  and  to  be  satisfied 
with  taking  the  Estimates  at  inconve- 
nient times,  in  snatches  of  days  and 
parts  of  nights,  and  so  there  was  no  sort 
of  opportunity  of  discussing  in  anything 
like  a  proper  way  these  important  sub- 
jects. When  he  and  some  other  Mem- 
bers ventured  to  discuss  the  Navy  Esti- 
mates, and  the  Government  had  kept  a 
House  with  a  few  Members  on  the  Go- 
vernment Benches,  many  of  them  were 
00  impatient  at  the  lateness  of  the  Ses- 
sion that  it  was  with  difficulty  that  he 
and  his  Friends  could  be  heard,  and 
were  constantly  interrupted  by  hon. 
Members  who  had  not  paid  much  atten- 
tion to  the  subject,  ana  cared  less  about 
it  than  about  going  home  at  that  late 
period  of  the  Session.  All  he  asked  for 
was  that  this  time  there  might  be  a  de- 
finite arrangement,  and  it  would  be 
easier  for  the  Government  to  get  through 
their  work  by  setting  a  day  apart  for 
this  particular  Business — and  a  day  not 
too  near  those  for  the  Army  Estimates 
and  the  Budget.  He  would  rather  it  were 
a  week  later,  so  that  it  might  be  beyond 
contingencies ;  but  it  should  be  in  the 
month  of  April,  and  he  hoped  it  would 
not  be  left  to  chance,  notwithstanding 
the  expressed  wishes  of  the  Government 
to  affo^  an  early  opportunity  for  the 
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Sir  EDWAT^D  J.  EEED  said,  he 
wished  to  ask  the  hon.  Gentleman  (Mr. 
Trevelyan)  a  question  with  respect  to  the 
appointment  of  Mr.  Bendel.  There  might 
be  advantages  to  the  Public  Service  in 
that  appointment ;  but  it  could  not  be 
forgotten  that  Mr.  Bendel  was  the  em- 
bodiment of  antagonism  to  armour  in 
Her  Majesty's  ships.  It  would  be  in 
the  recollection  of  hon.  Members  that  on 
a  recent  occasion  Mr.  Bendel's  partner 
(Sir  William  Armstrong)  made'  a  speech 
in  which  he  not  only  spoke  in  the 
strongest  possible  manner  against  our 
armour  -  ciads,  but,  in  unmistakable 
terms,  indicated  his  desire  to  do  away 
with  armour  altogether.  He  should  be 
sorry  if  in  this  appointment  the  Govern- 
ment were  giving  the  public  an  intikna- 
tion  of  their  intention  to  adopt  those 
views,  because  the  doing  away  with 
armour  would  be  a  step  fraught  with 
the  greatest  disadvantage  when  they 
came  to  cope  with  the  vessels  of  other 
nations.  Therefore,  he  would  be  glad 
if  the  Secretary  to  the  Admiralty  would 
state  whether  the  appointment  had  any 
significance  of  that  kind  or  not,  or 
whether  it  was  apart  from  Mr.  Rendel's 
views  touching  the  abandonment  of 
armour,  and  was  solely  because  of  his 
gpreat  skill  and  eminence  as  a  mechanical 
engineer  ? 

Mr.  trevelyan  assured  the  hon. 
Member,  as  he  himself  had  been  assured, 
that  Mr.  Bendel  did  not  hold  the  views 
which  the  hon.  Member  imag^ed  he 
must  have  obtained  from  his  connection 
with  Sir  William  Armstrong ;  and,  fur- 
ther, that  on  no  point  was  the  Boajrd  of 
Admiralty  more  convinced  than  that  the 
safety  of  this  country  depended  upon  our 
having  armoured  vessels  of  great  speed 
and  size.  It  was  a  creed  in  naval  war- 
fare that  unarmoured  vessels  could  not 
stand  against  armoured  vessels  in  battle. 

Mr.  GOSCHEN  said,  he  should  not 
wish  this  discussion  to  close  without 
some  remarks  from  that  side  of  the 
House  endorsing  the  opinion  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  opposite  (Mr.  W. 
H.  Smith)  as  to  the  admirable  way  in 
which  these  Estimates  had  been  sub- 
mitted. He  scarcely  knew  which  to 
admire  most,  the  broad  statesmanlike 
views  underlying  the  hon.  Gentleman's 
Statement,  or  the  conspicuous  lucidity 
with  which  the  technical  details  of  the 
subject  had  been  explained.  It  ap- 
peared to  him  that  the  hon.  Gentle- 
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man's  speecli  was  worthy  at  once  of  his 
great  literary  fame  ana  his  constantly 
increasing  administrative  experience. 

The  Mabquess  of  HAETINGTON: 
With  regard  to  the  suggestions  which 
have  been  made,  they  seem  to  me  to 
have  been  conceived  in  a  reasonable 
spirit ;  and,  afler  such  consultation  as  I 
have  been  able  to  take  with  my  Col- 
leagues, I  may  say  that  I  think  it  will 
be  possible,  and  most  desirable,  though 
I  do  not  know  precisely  what  the  Busi- 
ness may  be  after  the  Easter  Hecess, 
that  we  should  have  an  opportunity  for 
discussing  these  Estimates  before  the 
end  of  April,  or  in  the  first  week  of  May. 

Sir  JOHN  HAY  observed,  that  what 
had  happened  now  was  that  the  Commit- 
tee were  about  to  vote  away  £2,500,000 
for  the  Navy,  or  one-fourth  of  the  whole 
Estimate.  They  were  going  to  vote 
£2,500,000  without  any  promise  what- 
ever. That  amount  would  carry  the 
Admiralty  on  for  three  months;  and  the 
exigencies  of  the  House  might  interfere 
with  the  exigencies  of  Public  Business, 
unless  a  more  distinct  promise  was  made 
than  that  given  by  the  noble  Marquess. 
It  was  a  perfectly  reasonable  proposal 
that  if  one  dav  in  April  was  to  Be  given 
to  the  discussion  of  the  Army  Estimates, 
one  of  the  three  remaining  Government 
days  in  April  should  be  given  for  dis- 
cussing the  Navy  Estimates.  There 
would  then  be  a  day  for  the  Budget, 
and  one  left ;  and  he  could  not  see  why 
the  Navy,  to  which  £11,000,000  were 
to  be  given,  should  not  have  a  day  for 
discussion.  The  Admiralty  could  carry 
on  for  three  months  with  the  £2,500,000, 
and,  judging  from  the  experience  of  last 
year,  they  might  do  so.  The  same  sort 
of  promise  was  given  last  year — that  at 
an  early  convenient  season  the  discus- 
sion should  take  place ;  but  it  did  not 
take  place  until  the  latter  part  of 
August,  and  then  on  a  Saturday  after- 
noon when  nobody  cared  much  about  it. 
Members  would  not  do  right  to  allow 
this,  and  the  Government  were  bound  to 
give  them  a  more  definite  pledge  than 
that  given  by  the  noble  Marquess  for  a 

Particular  day.  Why  should  a  pledge 
e  given  for  a  day  for  the  Army  Esti- 
mates, and  not  for  the  Navy  Estimates  ? 
He  thought  that  perhaps  it  was  because 
a  Cabinet  Minister  represented  the  Army 
in  this  House,  while  the  Secretary  to  the 
Admiralty  was  not  a  Cabinet  Minister, 
and  therefore  was  not  able  to  compel 


the  Government  to  do  that  which  the 
House  ought  to  compel  them  to  do.  If 
the  Gbvemment  did  not  give  a  more 
complete  pledge,  he  should  mark  his 
sense  of  the  matter  by  taking  the  opi- 
nion of  the  Committee  upon  it. 

Mb.  CHILDEES  said,  he  thought  the 
suggestion  of  the  right  hon.  and  gallant 
Gentleman  was  hardly  a  reasonable  one, 
for  he  knew,  as  a  good  many  hon.  Mem- 
bers on  that  side  knew,  that  during  the 
first  few  days  after  Easter  there  might 
be  many  necessities  connected  with  the 
finances  which  would  render  it  unadvis- 
able  for  Government  to  say  that  one 
of  those  days  should  be  g^ven  for  this 
discussion.  He  was  as  anxious  as  pos- 
sible that  one  good  day  should  be  de- 
voted to  the  Navy  Estimates  as  well  as 
one  to  the  Army  Estimates.  He  knew 
how  important  it  was  that  the  proposals 
the  Government  were  now  making  with 
respect  to  the  Navy,  and  in  particular 
with  regard  to  naval  guns,  should  be 
discussed  on  the  earliest  possible  day. 
So  far  as  he  was  personally  concerned, 
he  did  not  in  the  least  care  whether  the 
Nair^  or  the  Army  Estimates  were  taken 
first.  He  could  assure  the  Committee 
that  the  fact  of  his  being  a  Member  of 
the  Cabinet,  and  his  hon.  Friend  who 
had  charge  of  the  Navy  Estimates  not 
having  a  seat  in  the  Cabinet,  had  no- 
thing whatever  to  do  with  the  decision 
the  Government  had  arrived  at.  It  was 
the  wish  of  the  Government,  and  they 
not  only  hoped,  but  expected,  that  they 
would  be  able  to  give  a  day  for  the  dis- 
cussion of  the  Navy  Estimates,  either  in 
the  last  week  of  April  or  in  the  first 
week  in  May.  Of  course,  that  calcula- 
tion might  be  upset  by  the  occurrence  of 
some  unexpected  event,  which  would 
render  it  inconvenient  to  take  the  dis- 
cussion at  that  time.  He  stated  this  as 
the  wish  and  intention  of  the  Govern- 
ment unreservedly,  only  qualifying  his 
promise  by  the  reserver  which  Ministers 
were  always  bound  to  make  in  such 

Mr.  W.  H.  smith  said,  he  under- 
stood the  right  hon.  Gentleman  to  say 
that  in  the  same  manner  as  a  day  was 
promised  for  the  Army  Estimates — 
namely,  the  first  day  after  the  Easter 
Eecess — so  a  day  would  be  given  for  the 
Navy  Estimates,  either  in  the  last  week 
in  April  or  the  first  week  in  May.  If  it 
was  an  agreement  that  a  day  was  to  be 
given,  he  would  advise  his  Friends  on 
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that  (the  Opposition)  side  to  accept  the 
promise  of  the  Goyemment.  The  giving 
of  a  day,  however,  must  not  depend  on 
what  were  the  ordinary  exigencies  of 
G-overnment  Business.  They  knew  that 
matters  inevitable  and  urgent  sometimes 
arose.  If  anything  of  that  kind  should 
occur  to  interfere  with  the  undertaking 
given  by  the  Government,  an  appecd 
could  be  made  to  the  House,  and  it 
would,  of  course,  be  listened  to.  But 
the  mere  exigencies  of  Government 
Business  should  not  be  allowed  to  inter- 
fere with  the  carrying  out  of  that  en- 
gagement. 

Mb.  CHILDEES  :  Quite  so  ;  it  is  an 
engagement. 

Mr.  PULESTON  said,  the  Secretary 
to  the  Admiralty  had  gone  further  than 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Secretary 
of  State  for  War,  because  the  former 
had  made  a  distinct  promise,  whilst  the 
latter  had  only  given  one  of  a  qualified 
character.  The  discussion  the  Commit- 
tee had  had  that  night  was  to  all  intents 
and  purposes  the  counterpart  of  a  dis- 
cussion they  had  last  year,  and  the  **  exi- 
gencies" of  the  Government  Business 
were  such  that  the  Government  had  to 
appeal  to  the  House  from  time  to  time. 
At  length  the  Secretary  to  the  Admi- 
ralty was  obliged  to  express  regret  that 
he  was  unable  to  keep  the  promise  he 
had  made  for  the  Estimates  to  be  taken 
at  a  certain  period. 

Sir  JOHN  hay  said,  he  should  like 
to  hear  a  distinct  statement  from  the 
noble  Marquess  (the  Marquess  of  Hart- 
ington)  as  to  the  day  upon  which  the 
Navy  Estimates  would,  if  possible,  be 
taken 

Sir  H.  DEUMMOND  WOLFF  said, 
he  wished  to  hear  a  distinct  statement 
on  this  point.  He  had  last  year  pointed 
out  the  inconvenience  that  arose  through 
the  Navy  being  represented  in  that 
House  by  an  Under  Secretary,  and  not 
by  a  Member  of  the  Cabinet.  The  Se- 
cretary to  the  Admiralty  (Mr.  Trevelyan), 
who  so  well  deserved  the  praise  which 
had  been  accorded  him  for  his  able 
Statement,  was  unable  to  say  one  word 
as  to  when  he  would  bring  on  the  Esti- 
mates again.  Last  year  they  were  put 
off  from  time  to  time.  It  was  generally 
believed  that  the  Government  intended 
in  a  short  time  to  bring  in  a  new  Coer- 
cion Bill,  and  that  itself  would  have 
the  effect  of  putting  back  almost  every 
other  discussion.     There    should  be  a 

Mr.  /r.  27.  Smifh 


most  distinct  uaderstanding  on  this 
matter. 

Sir  EDWAED  J.  EEED  said,  there 
had  been  a  distinct  understanding  come 
to  with  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  oppo- 
site (Mr.  W.  H.  Smith). 

Sir  H  DEUMMOND  WOLFF  said, 
he  must  have  an  answer  from  the  noble 
Marquess.  He  would  move  to  report 
Progress.  Surely  Parliament  was  not 
to  be  put  off  in  this  manner  year  after 
year.  Last  year  the  House  was  treated 
in  a  manner  that  he  considered  discredit- 
able to  the  Government.  As  the  hou. 
Gentleman  the  Secretary  to  the  Admi- 
ralty was  unable  to  fix  a  day  for  the 
discussion,  and  as  the  Leader  of  the 
House  was  not  present,  and  the  Deputy 
Leader  did  not  seem  to  have  power  to 
act  for  him— [*'  Oh,  oh  !"1— if  the  Com- 
mittee would  not  listen  to  him,  he  should 
be  obliged  to  take  a  course  which  he 
was  loth  to  adopt — namely,  move  to  re- 
port Progress. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
**  That  the  Chairman  do  report  Progpress, 
and  ask  leave  to  sit  again." — {Sir  H. 
Drummond  Wolff,) 

The  Marquess  of  HAETINGTON: 
I  do  not  exactly  know  what  kind  of 
assurance  the  hon.  Gentleman  requires. 
It  is  not  possible  for  me  to  name  a  day 
.for  the  resumption  of  this  debate ;  but, 
subject  to  the  same  reservation  as  that 
which  applies  in  the  case  of  the  Army 
Estimates,  the  discussion  will  be  con- 
tinued in  the  last  week  of  April  or  first 
week  of  May.  My  right  hon.  Friend 
(Mr.  Childers)  says,  as  regards  the  Army 
Estimates,  that,  so  far  as  he  can  judge, 
the  first  Government  day  after  Easter 
will  be  devoted  to  the  discussion  of  them, 
and  that  the  Government  will  not  allow 
any  matter  of  legislation  to  interfere 
with  this  arrangement.  I  do  not  antici- 
pate any  impediment ;  but,  should  any 
arise,  then  the  discussion  will  be  taken 
on  as  early  a  day  after  the  time  fixed  as 
circumstances  will  permit.  The  same 
reservation  will  apply  in  the  case  of  the 
Navy  Estimates. 

Motion,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 
Vote  agreed  to, 

(2.)  £2,631,498,  Wages,  &c.  to  Sea- 
men and  Marines. 

Eesolutions  to  be  reported  To-momnD ; 
Committee  to  sit  again  To-morrow. 
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BILLS  OF  SALE  ACT  (1878)  AMEND- 

MENT  BILL.— [Bill  8.] 

(Mr.  Monk^  Mr.  Serjeant  Simon,  Mr.  Lewis  Fry, 

Mr.  H.  N.  Fowler.) 

COMMITTEE.     [/VoyrtfM  I3th  lifarch.'} 

Bill  considered  in  Committee. 

(In  the  Committee.) 

Captain  AYLMER  said,  he  hoped  the 
hon.  Member  for  Gloucester  (Mr.  Monk) 
would  not  go  on  with  the  Bill  in  Com- 
mittee that  night,  as  there  were  a  great 
many  Amendments  on  the  Paper  which 
would  take  a  long  time  to  discuss.  It 
was  now  very  late,  and  he  was  sure  the 
questions  which  would  have  to  be  con- 
sidered could  not  be  disposed  of  in  less 
than  two  hours.  He  would  move  to  re- 
port Progress. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"  That  the  Chairman  do  report  Progress, 
and  ask  leave  to  sit  again." — {Captain 
Aylmer,) 

Mr.  monk  said,  that,  with  the  excep- 
tion of  one,  or  at  the  most  two.  Amend- 
ments, there  were  no  questions  of  dis- 
agreement to  be  considered  in  Com- 
mittee. For  his  own  part,  he  did 
not  think  it  would  take  half  an  hour  to 
go  through  the  Bill.  He  was  afraid 
they  would  never  be  able  to  discuss  it 
at  an  earlier  hour,  therefore  he  could 
not  agree  to  the  proposal  to  report  Pro- 
gress. He  hoped  hon.  Members  would 
allow  the  Bill  to  pass  through  Com- 
mittee, or,  at  any  rate,  to  be  discussed 
that  night,  inasmuch  as  there  was  no 
other  Business  coming  on. 

Mr.  WARTON  said,  it  was  very  early 
in  the  Session,  and  the  hon.  Member 
had  not  given  them  sufficient  time  to  con- 
sider the  matter.  The  Bill  was  not  so 
simple  an  affair  as  the  hon.  Member 
seemed  to  think ;  and  people,  although 
they  had  not  had  the  measure  very  long 
before  them,  were  beginning  to  under- 
stand what  its  effect  would  be.  The 
people  of  the  country  were  making  com- 
plaint of  the  rapid  manner  in  which  Bills 
were  being  introduced.  Hon.  Gentle- 
men opposite  seemed  anxious  to  bring 
forward  Bills  and  get  them  disposed  of 
with  great  rapidity  against  the  wishes 
of  the  people ;  and  he  would  do  his 
utmost  to  support  hon.  Members  in  their 
demands  for  roftsonahle  delay.  The  hon. 
Member  (Mr.  ^rf)nk)  was  not  correct  in 
saying  that  there  were  only  two  Amend- 


ments on  whioh  the  Committee  were  not 
ag^ed.  He  (Mr.  Warton)  did  not  sup- 
pose the  hon.  Member  could  be  aware 
that  there  was  an  Amendment  to  the 
6th  section,  which  affected  ag^cultural 
communities  very  considerably. 

The  attorney  GENERAL  (Sir 
Henry  James)  said,  the  measure  had 
been  discussed  by  a  Select  Committee, 
and  was  printed  in  its  present  form  last 
year.  It  had,  therefore,  been  before  the 
country  six  or  eight  months.  Seeing 
what  few  opportunities  private  Members 
had  of  making  substantial  progress  with 
their  measures,  he  trusted  the  Com- 
mittee would  endeavour  to  make  what 
progress  they  could  with  the  present 
one. 

Question  put. 

The  Committee  divided  : — Ayes  1 9  ; 
Noes  94  :  Majority  75. — (Div.  List, 
No.  60.) 

Clauses  1  to  5,  inclusive,  agreed  to. 

Clause  6  (Exception  as  to  certain 
things). 

Mr.  warton  said,  he  had  an 
Amendment  to  propose  at  the  end  of 
sub-section  2.  At  the  end  of  Clause  6 
he  wished  to  add  these  words — 

"  Or  any  hay,  straw,  com  produce,  live  or 
dead  stock,  in  or  upon,  or  brought  in  or  upon 
any  land  or  farm  in  substitution  for  any  hay, 
straw,  com  produce,  live  or  dead  stock  enume- 
rated in  the  schedule  to  such  bill  of  sale." 

The  reason  he  wished  to  move  this 
Amendment  was  this  —  that  in  many 
parts  of  the  country  those  engaged  in 
agricultural  pursuits  might  be  desirous 
of  raising  money,  and  would  find  it  im- 
possible to  do  so  unless  there  were  a 
provision  in  the  Bill  which  would  enable 
him  to  substitute  cattle  or  produce  for 
other  cattle  or  produce  he  was  anxious 
to  dispose  of.  It  was  necessary,  in  order 
to  enable  him  to  carrv  on  the  business 
of  his  farm,  that  the  farmer  should  have 
power  to  take  away  certain  things  from 
time  to  time,  and  substitute  others  ;  and 
the  only  object  of  this  Amendment  was 
to  make  the  list  of  exceptions  more  full. 
The  word  *' plant,"  in  the  12th  line  of 
the  section,  would  hardly  include  every- 
thing upon  a  farm  ;  and  when  the  Em- 
ployers' Liability  Bill  was  before  the 
House  the  Government  made  a  conces- 
sion upon  that  point.  He  did  not  think 
the  word  **  plant,"  in  connection  with 
the  word  *'  land,"  in  the  14th  line,  would 
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be  sufficient  to  cover  eyerything,  and 
he  therefore  proposed  to  move  this  addi- 
tion. The  farmer  had  a  perfect  right  to 
raise  money  on  mortgage  by  a  bill  of  sale ; 
but  unless  some  provision  of  this  nature 
were  made  he  would  find  himself  unable 
to  enter  into  the  arrangements  which  at 
present  he  had  full  liberty  to  do.  This 
was  a  new-fangled  Bill  to  upset  all  the 
existing  relations  between  a  borrower 
and  lender,  and  in  order  that  it  might 
pass  rapidly  through  the  House  it  was 
being  pressed  forward  at  an  unusual 
hour  of  the  morning,  without  suffi- 
cient consideration  being  devoted  to  its 
details. 

Amendment  proposed, 

In  page  2,  line  17,  to  add ''  or  any  hay,  straw, 
com  prepuce,  live  or  dead  stock  in  or  upon,  or 
brought  in  or  upon  any  land  or  farm  in  substi- 
tution of  any  hay,  straw,  com  produce,  live  or 
dead  stock,  enumerated  in  the  schedule  to  such 
billof  sale."— (Jfr.  Warton.) 

Question  proposed, ''  That  those  words 
be  there  added." 

Mb.  monk  said,  that,  as  far  as  he 
gathered  the  intentions  of  the  hon.  and 
learned  Member  for  Bridport  (Mr. 
Warton),  and  as  far  as  he  had  heard 
the  words  of  the  Amendment,  he  was 
disposed,  on  the  whole,  to  accept  them ; 
because  there  was,  no  doubt,  a  great  deal 
of  force  in  the  argument  used  by  the 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  in  regard 
to  the  substitution  of  certain  stock  and 
produce  for  others  of  a  like  nature ; 
therefore,  subject  to  further  considera- 
tion on  the  Eeport,  in  the  event  of 
finding  anything  objectionable  in  the 
Amendment,  he  was  not  unwilling  to 
accept  the  proposal. 

Sib  WALTER  B.  BARTTELOT  said, 
he  thought  that  his  hon.  Friend  opposite 
(Mr.  Monk)  must  be  very  careful  how  he 
accepted  the  wording  of  the  Amendment. 
He  did  not  think  the  words  proposed 
by  his  hon.  and  learned  Friend  (Mr. 
Warton)  would  quite  carry  out  what  his 
hon.  Friend  desired.  He  (Sir  Walter  B. 
Barttelot)  thought  the  words  ought  to 
come  in  in  another  place.  It  was,  how- 
ever, quite  necessary  that  the  stock  of  a 
farmer  should  be  exempted  in  the  way 
mentioned  by  his  hon.  and  learned 
Friend  ;  but,  instead  of  adopting  the 
Amendment  now,  he  hoped  his  hon. 
Friend  the  Member  for  Oloucester  (Mr. 
Monk)    would    consider    the    matter, 

Mr,  Warton 


and  bring  up  additional  words  on  the 
Report. 

The  ATTORNEY  GENERAL  (Sir 
Henby  James)  would  suggest  to  his 
hon.  and  learned  Friend  the  Member 
for  Bridport  (Mr.  Warton)  that  he  should 
not  press  the  Amendment  now.  The 
terms  of  the  Amendment  were  not  upon 
the  Paper,  and  it  was  advisable  that  the 
matter  should  receive  fuller  considera- 
tion than  it  could  possibly  receive  now. 
It  would  therefore  be  advisable  to  bring 
up  the  Amendment  on  the  Report,  when 
no  one  would  oppose  it  unless  it  was 
found  in  reality  to  be  objectionable. 
He  certainly  thought  that  would  be  the 
best  course  to  take,  and,  in  the  mean- 
time, the  matter  might  be  fully  con- 
fiidfiFdd 

Mb.  monk  asked  if  the  hon.  and 
learned  Member  for  Bridport  (Mr. 
Warton)  would  withdraw  the  Amend- 
ment? 

Mb.  warton  declined  to  withdraw 
the  Amendment  at  present,  and  re- 
minded the  Committee  that  if  the  words 
were  objectionable  they  oould  be  altered 
upon  the  Report. 

Mb.  BARRAN  said,  he  hoped  that 
his  hon.  Friend  the  Member  ibr  Olou- 
cester (Mr.  Monk)  would  not  accept  the 
vag^e  Amendment  which  had  been 
moved  by  the  hon.  and  learned  Member 
for  Bridport  (Mr.  Warton).  If  it  was 
accepted,  he  was  satisfied  that  it  would 
nullify  the  real  benefit  of  the  clause. 

Mb.  WHITLEY  supported  theAmend- 
.ment,  which  he  thought  dealt  with  a 
substantial  grievance.  There  were  cases 
in  which  considerable  sums  of  money 
were  advanced  to  persons  engaged  in 
agriculture,  perhaps,  not  upon  bills  of 
sale,  such  as  those  against  which  this 
Bill  was  directed,  but  money  advanced 
to  the  farmer  to  enable  him  to  carry  on 
his  farming  operations.  But  the  e£fect 
in  future  would  be  this.  The  farmer 
would  be  unable  to  sell  any  of  his  cows 
or  live  stock  in  the  ordinary  course  of 
business,  or  any  of  his  hay  or  straw, 
although  they  were  perishable  articles, 
and  the  effect  of  being  unable  to  sell 
them  might  ruin  the  man.  In  the 
ordinary  course  of  business  he  was  com- 
pelled to  sell  both  his  cattle  and  his  hay 
and  straw,  and  to  replace  them  by  other 
cattle  and  other  hay  and  straw.  If  he 
were  deprived  of  that  advantage  the 
hand  fide  borrower  would  be  ruined.  He 
(Mr.  Whitley)  did  not  see  why  machinery 
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Bhoold  be  allowed  to  be  substituted  and 
not  live  stock  and  produce.  He  did  not 
Bee  that  any  great  distinction  could  be 
drawn  between  them,  and  he  understood 
that  it  was  proposed  to  allow  machinery 
to  be  replaced  in  manufactures.  He 
failed  to  see  why  farm  produce  should 
not  be  allowed  to  be  substituted  for 
other  farm  produce  upon  a  farm.  Under 
the  circumstances  he  supported  the 
principle  of  the  Amendment;  but  he 
hoped  that  his  hon.  and  learned  Friend 
would  allow  the  exact  wording  of  it  to 
stand  oyer  for  further  consideration.  At 
the  same  time,  he  trusted  the  Committee 
would  accept  the  principle  of  the  Amend- 
ment, because  he  was  satisfied  that  it 
would  work  in  a  satisfactory  manner, 
and  give  confidence  to  many  people  who 
were  at  present  very  much  alarmed  at 
the  Bill  as  it  stood. 

Amendment  negatived. 

Mb.  WAETON  said,  it  was  quite 
clear,  from  the  readiness  with  which  the 
hon.  Member  for  Oloucester  (Mr.  Monk) 
accepted  the  Amendment,  that  he  saw 
at  once  the  importance  of  the  matter. 
Having  accepted  it,  and  a  kind  of  pledee 
having  been  given  that  the  matter  would 
be  considered  upon  the  Heport,  he  (Mr. 
Warton)  certainly  thought  that  the 
Amendment,  would  be  inserted  in  the 
Bill  now,  and  it  would  then  have  been 
quite  possible  to  bring  up  another 
Amendment,  either  on  the  part  of  the 
promoter  of  the  Bill,  or  of  the  Attorney 
General.  He  considered  that  the  Bill 
as  it  stood  trifled  with  the  property  and 
the  interest  of  farmers  all  over  the 
country ;  and  in  order  to  give  time  for 
further  consideration  of  the  whole  ques- 
tion he  would  move  that  the  Chairman 
report  Progress  and  ask  leave  to  sit 
again. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
**That  the  Chairman  do  report  Pro- 
gress, and  ask  leave  to  sit  again.'' — 
{Mr.  Warton,) 

The  attorney  GENERAL  (Sir 
Henby  James)  said,  he  thought  that 
the  hon.  and  learned  Member  for  Brid- 
port  (Mr.  Warton)  had  mistaken  the 
spirit  in  which  his  Amendment  was  ac- 
cepted. It  was  not  positively  accepted 
in  principle ;  but  it  was  thought  that  it 
involved  a  principle  which  required  con- 
sideration. It  was  felt  that  if  they  did 
this  in  agriculture  they  should  do  it  also 


in  the  case  of  manufactures.  All  these 
matters  were  discussed  at  great  length 
in  Committee,  and  the  Committee  agreed 
not  to  make  the  exceptions  either  in  the 
case  of  agriculture  or  manufactures.  If 
they  did  it  in  a^culture  they  would 
have  then  to  consider  to  what  extent  the 
same  principle  ought  to  be  applied  to 
manu&ctures.  Under  these  circum- 
stances, he  thought  it  would  be  better  to 
consider  the  whole  subject  on  the  Report. 
There  was  no  intention  to  stop  the  dis- 
cussion of  the  subject,  or  to  defeat  the 
object  which  his  hon.  and  learned  Friend 
had  in  view  if,  on  future  consideration,  it 
was  thought  a  right  one.  He  hoped  his 
hon.  and  learned  Friend  would  allow 
the  Bill  to  proceed,  and  when  a  point 
was  arrived  at  upon  which  there  was  a 
real  conflict  of  opinion,  there  would 
probably  be  no  objection  to  report  Pro- 
gress. He  hoped  his  hon.  and  learned 
Friend  would  not  insist  upon  pressing 
his  Motion. 

Mb.  warton  said,  he  wished  to 
point  out  that  it  was  very  early  in  the 
Session,  and  that  a  delay  of  10  or  12  days 
would  not  be  a  matter  of  much  conse- 
quence. Surely,  if  they  were  to  have 
the  matter  considered  on  the  Report,  he 
did  not  see  what  strong  objection  there 
ought  to  be  against  the  insertion  of  his 
Amendment  now,  with  a  view  of  having 
it  considered  upon  the  Report.  He  could 
assure  the  Committee  that  the  question 
he  had  raised  involved  matters  of  very 
great  importance  to  all  persons  engaged 
in  agricultural  operations.  The  three 
days  which  had  elapsed  since  the  BiU 
was  last  before  the  House  was  too  short 
a  time  to  admit  of  its  being  understood 
by  those  who  were  interested  in  the 
question.  The  country,  as  a  matter  of 
fact,  knew  very  little  about  its  provisions. 
The  Session  was  not  very  far  advanced, 
and  plenty  of  time  remained  during 
which  the  Bill  could  be  properly  con- 
sidered. As  the  matter  stood  then,  he 
was  afraid,  if  the  Bill  was  hurried  through 
Committee,  that  farmers  and  others  con- 
cerned in  the  measure  would  find  that 
their  interests  had  been  interfered  with 
without  their  knowledge. 

Mb.  monk  said,  the  hon.  and  learned 
Member  for  Bridport  seemed  to  forget 
that  the  Bill  was  printed  in  July  last.  It 
had  been  submitted  to  a  Committee, 
among  whom  were  the  hon.  Member  for 
Liverpool  (Mr.  Whitley),  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Bristol  (Mr.  Lewis  Fry),  and 
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other  Gentlemen,  and  which  was  pre- 
sided over  by  the  hon.  and  learned 
Attorney  General.  The  subject  was  care- 
fully considered,  evidence  was  taken  upon 
all  the  points  which  had  been  raised 
by  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman, 
and,  after  consideration,  the  Bill  was 
amended  in  its  present  form.  The  hon. 
and  learned  Member  for  Bridport  had 
asked  him  to  undertake  not  to  hurry 
the  measure  through  the  House.  He 
had  no  intention  whatever  to  hurry  the 
Bill  through  any  of  its  stages ;  but  the 
hon.  and  learned  Member  must  be  aware 
that  private  Members  had  very  few  op- 
portunities for  bringing  on  their  Bills  at 
1  o'clock  in  the  morning.  He  would, 
therefore,  appeal  to  the  hon.  and  learned 
Member  not  to  delay  the  BiU ;  and  if  he 
would  agree  to  allow  it  to  go  through, 
he  (Mr.  Monk)  would  not  take  the  Re- 
port before  that  day  fortnight. 

Captain  AYLMER  said,  he  thought 
that  the  Bill  should  not  be  pressed  K>r- 
ward  any  further  on  that  occasion.  It 
seriously  affected  the  interests  of  a  large 
number  of  persons,  who  had  not  been 
able,  in  the  short  time  which  had  elapsed 
since  the  Bill  was  first  before  the  House, 
to  understand  its  provisions.  As  a  rule, 
people  in  the  country  did  not  pay  much 
attention  to  Bills  of  private  Members 
until  they  saw  that  they  were  making 
some  progress  through  the  House  ;  and 
it  was  only  since  the  present  Bill  was 
committed  that  it  began  to  attract  the 
notice  of  persons  interested.  Seeing 
that  it  came  on  last  Monday,  they  began 
to  write  letters  to  Members  representing 
their  districts,  who  had  certainly  not  had 
time  to  look  thoroughly  into  the  matter. 
Under  the  circumstances  he  strongly  ad- 
vocated that  a  little  longer  time  should 
be  given  for  considering  the  Bill. 

Question  put,  and  negatived, 

SiK  WALTER  B.  BARTTELOT  said, 
he  understood  that  his  hon.  Friend  op- 
posite (Mr.  Monk)  would  consider  the 
question  raised  by  the  hon.  and  learned 
Member  for  Bridport  and  supported  by 
other  Gentlemen  sitting  on  that  side  of 
the  House,  and  that  if  he  saw  no  objec- 
tion he  would  introduce  new  words  into 
the  clause  on  Report,  which  would  carry 
out  the  object  of  the  Amendment.  If 
that  was  the  undertaking  of  his  hon. 
Friend,  he  should  offer  no  further  objec- 
tion to  the  Bill  being  proceeded  with  on 
the  present  occasion. 

i&.  Monk 


Mb.  STUART- WORTLET  asked  the 
Attorney  General  whether  the  unregis- 
tered bill  of  sale  would  be  void  as 
against  all  persons  and  for  all  purposes 
whatsoever  ? 

The  ATTORNEY  GENERAL  (Sir 
Henby  James)  said,  that  was  the  inten- 
tion. 

Clause  agreed  to. 

Clause  7  (BiU  of  sale  to  be  void  unless 
attested  and  registered)  agreed  to. 

Clause  8  (Execution  of  bills  of  sale). 

Mb.  H.  G.  ALLEN  said,  he  had  to 
propose  two  alterations  in  this  clause. 
First,  he  wished  to  add  words  making  it 
imperative  that  the  solicitor  who  attested 
the  bill  of  sale  should  also  explain  to  the 
grantor  the  nature  of  the  transaction; 
and,  secondly,  his  Amendment  provided 
that  the  attesting  solicitor  who  so  ex- 
plained the  matter  should  not  be,   or 
have  been,  the  solicitor  of  the  grantee, 
nor  an  agent  or  partner  of  such  last- 
mentioned  solicitor.     The  BUI,  as  hon. 
Members  were  aware,   had  been  sub- 
mitted to  a  Committee  for  consideration ; 
and  in  looking  through  the  evidence 
given  before  them  with  regard  to  this 
matter,  he  found  witness  after  witness 
of  the  class  of  persons  who   had  the 
greatest  experience  in  the  adjustment  of 
points  arising  under  bills  of  sale  saying 
that  the  explanation  should  be  made  by 
an  independent  person — that  the  bill  of 
sale  should  be  attested  and  the  explana- 
tion of  it  made  by  a  person  who  was  not 
the  attorney  of  the  grantee.  Then  there 
was  the  great  body  of  the  evidence  of 
the  Judges  of  the  County  Courts,  to  the 
effect  that  they  attributed  a  great  deal 
of  the  fraud  which  undoubtedly  took 
place  in  connection  with  these  bills  to 
the  circumstance  that  the  explanation 
was  never  properly  made,    because  it 
was  only  attempted,  or  professed  to  be 
made,   by  the  attorney  acting  for  the 
grantee,  who  slurred  over  the  transac- 
tion,  and  never  made  the  grantor  see 
the  effect  of  it.    It  might  be  considered 
that  a  part  of  the  second  portion  of  his 
Amendment  went  rather  far — namely, 
where  the  foUowinc^  words  were  intro- 
duced— ''  Nor  has  been  the  solicitor  of 
the  grantee.''     Even  if  the  Committee 
should  decide  to  strike  out  those  words, 
he  believed  the  Amendment  would  be 
very  useful ;  and,  as  he  had  said  before, 
he  grounded  his  belief  on  the  statements, 
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which  he  held  in  his  hand,  of  a  large 
number  of  County  Court  Judges,  who, 
without  exception,  laid  great  stress  upon 
the  point  that  the  attorney  attesting  and 
explaining  the  bill  of  sale  to  the  grantor 
should  not  be  the  solicitor  of  the  grantee, 
inasmuch  as  a  great  many  frauds  had 
resulted  from  the  contrary  practice. 
Although  the  Bill  required  attestation 
by  the  solicitor,  there  was  nothing  in  the 
body  of  the  Bill  as  it  stood  which  re- 
quired that  an  explanation  of  the  nature 
and  effect  of  the  transaction  should  be 
made  to  the  grantor  before  the  bill  of 
sale  was  executed;  and,  therefore,  it 
seemed  to  him  that  it  was  necessary,  in 
the  interest  of  the  public,  to  amend  this 
most  important  part  of  the  measure.  The 
statement  of  one  of  the  County  Court 
Judges  that,  in  all  probability,  the  pro- 
portion of  fraudulent  to  genuine  bills 
of  sale  was  10  to  1  was,  perhaps,  an 
exaggeration ;  but  as  these  deeds  were 
now  prepared,  there  could  be  no  doubt 
that  they  constituted  abominable  engines 
of  fraud  in  many  cases,  and,  in  his  opi- 
nion, the  precautions  taken  to  insure 
their  proper  execution  and  the  perfect 
understanding  by  the  unfortunate  yio- 
tims  of  the  nature  of  the  transaction  into 
which  they  were  being  drawn  could  not 
be  too  strongly  enforced. 

Amendment  proposed, 

I^ijpago2,  line  29,  after  "  solicitor,"  leave  out 
to  the  end  of  Clause,  and  insert,  "and  the 
solicitor  of  the  grantor,  and  is  not  nor  has  been 
the  solicitor  of  the  grantee,  nor  an  agent  or 
partner  of  such  last-mentioned  solicitor,  and 
unless  such  attesting  solicitor  shall,  before  the 
execution  by  the  grantor  of  such  bill  of  sale, 
carefully  explain  to  the  grantor  the  nature  and 
effect  thereof,  and  shall  also  state,  in  his  attesta- 
tion of  such  execution,  that  ho  is  the  solicitor 
of  the  grantor,  and  is  not  and  has  not  been  the 
solicitor  of  the  grantee,  nor  the  agent  or  part- 
ner of  such  last-mentioned  solicitor,  and  that 
he  has  carefully  made  such  explanation  to  the 
grantor  as  is  hereinbefore  required." — (Jfr. 
Henry  Allen.) 

Question  proposed,  ''That  those  words 

be  there  inserted." 

Mb.  BULWEE  agreed  with  the  hon. 
and  learned  Member  for  Pembroke  in 
the  suggestion  that  the  wording  '*  nor 
has  been  the  solicitor  of  the  grantee " 
was  too  wide ;  yet  he  thought  the  mischief 
would  not  be  met  by  simply  leaving  out 
the  words,  '*nor  has  been."  He  sug- 
gested for  the  drafting  of  the  Amend- 
ment that  the  attesting  solicitor  should 
not  have  been  the  solicitor  to  the  grantee 
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in  the  particular  transaction.  He  had 
himself  had  practical  experience  of  a  case 
that  resulted  in  the  greatest  injustice 
being  done,  in  which  the  person  em- 
ployed was  not  the  regular  solicitor  of 
the  grantee.  He  was  solicitor  to  the 
grantor;  but  acted  as  solicitor  to  the 
grantee  in  that  particular  transaction,  a 
circumstance  which  brought  about  the 
very  evil  which  the  hon.  and  learned 
Member  for  Pembroke  wished  to  avoid. 
It  ought  not  to  be  left  open  to  a  solicitor 
to  act  for  both  parties  in  the  transac- 
tion. 

Mb.  monk  pointed  out  that  the  Select 
Committee,  after  considering  the  point 
which  had  been  so  weU  urged  by  the  hon. 
and  learned  Member  for  Pembroke,  had 
gone  very  far  in  the  direction  that  he  de- 
sired.    In  the  first  place,  it  was  thought 
that  if  this  wording  were  adopted,  it  would 
be  necessary  that  two  solicitors  should  be 
employed  in  the  preparation  of  every 
bill  of  sale.  The  Committee  had  inserted 
in  this  clause  that  the  bill  of  sale  should 
be  executed  in  the  presence  of  a  person 
who  had  authority  to  administer  oaths 
for  the  Supreme  Court  of  Judicature  in 
England,  which,  of  course,  would  insure 
that  a  solicitor  of  the  higher  class  should 
be  employed  in  the  transaction.     There 
was,  however,  one  part  of  the  hon.  and 
learned  Member' a  Amendment  which  he 
considered  very  desirable — namely,  that 
portion  of  it  which  required  it  to  be 
stated  in  the  attestation  that  the  solicitor 
had  carefully  explained  to  the  grantor 
the  nature  and  effect  of  the  bill  of  sale. 
But  the  hon.  and  learned  Member  for 
Grantham  (Mr.  Mellor)  had  an  Amend- 
ment on  the  Paper  to  that  eflPect,  which 
he  (Mr.  Monk)  would  very  much  prefer 
to   the   Amendment    of    the   hon.    and 
learned   Member   for    Pembroke.      He 
thought  it  was  going  rather  too  far  to 
say  that  the  attesting  solicitor  should 
not  be  **the  agent  or  partner  of  such 
last-mentioned   solicitor;"  and  he   be- 
lieved that  the  object  of  the  hon.  and 
learned  Member  would  be  covered  by 
the  provision  of  the  Bill  which  required 
the  bill  of  sale  to  be  attested  by  a  soli- 
citor who  was  a  Commissioner  authorized 
to  administer  oaths  in  the  Supreme  Court 
of  Judicature.      They  knew   from   the 
evidence  taken  before   the   Committee 
that  solicitors  receiving  only  the  small 
sum  of  £  I  a-week  were  sometimes  kept 
in  the  office  of  money  lenders  for  the 
purpose  of  attesting  bills  of  sale.     The 
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case  henceforward  would  be  very  dif- 
ferent, because  the  solicitor  would  be- 
long to  a  high  class  of  the  Profession  ; 
and  as  a  Commissioner  authorized  to 
take  oaths  must  be  employed  whenever 
a  bill  of  sale  was  executed,  the  chances 
of  fraud  in  future  would  be  very  much 
reduced.  Under  the  circumstances,  he 
trusted  the  hon.  and  learned  Member 
for  Pembroke  would  withdraw  the 
Amendment  before  the  Committee,  and 
allow  that  of  the  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  Qrantham 
to  be  moved. 

Mr.  BULWER  said,  he  thought  it 
was  a  great  pity  that  a  Bill  of  this  im- 
portance should  be  discussed  at  that  late 
hour  (1.55).  He  certainly  hoped  the 
Committee  would  not  be  led  away  by 
the  opinion  expressed  by  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Gloucester  (Mr.  Monk).  The 
fact  of  a  solicitor  being  commissioned  to 
take  oaths  in  the  Supreme  Court  of 
Judicature  was,  of  course,  some  guaran- 
tee for  his  respectability;  but,  accord- 
ing to  his  experience,  the  hon.  Member 
was  under  a  little  misapprehension  in 
supposing  that  solicitors  so  commissioned 
were  more  respectable  than  those  who 
were  not. 

Mr.  H.  G.  ALLEN  said,  the  proposal 
of  the  hon.  Member  for  Gloucester  did 
not  meet  the  case  he  had  in  view,  be- 
cause with  respect  to  the  explanation, 
the  point  he  wished  to  urge  most 
strongly  was  that  the  attesting  solicitor 
should  not  be  the  solicitor  of  the 
grantee.  The  Amendment  of  the  hon. 
and  learned  Member  for  Grantham  did 
not  touch  this,  although  his  point  was, 
undoubtedly,  a  very  important  one. 
Under  the  circumstances  he  was  not 
disposed  to  withdraw  his  own  Amend- 
ment. 

Mr.  STUART- WORTLEY  pointed 
out  that  the  evidence  given  before  the 
Committee  which  considered  the  Bill 
was  to  the  effect  that  the  attestations 
took  place  in  a  most  perfunctory  way. 
It  seemed  a  somewhat  unlikely  thing  to 
expect  that  the  attesting  solicitor,  al- 
though he  might  be  a  Commissioner  to 
administer  oaths,  would  take  much 
trouble  to  explain  the  nature  and  effect 
of  the  bill  of  sale  to  the  grantor.  On 
the  other  hand,  it  was  hardly  to  be 
supposed  that  a  man  about  to  give  a 
bill  of  sale  would  be  ready  to  spend 
money  on  an  attesting  solicitor.  He 
would  be  glad  to  know  whether  there 
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was  to  be  any  penalty  for  making  an 
untrue  attestation  ? 

The  attorney  GENERAL  (Sir 
Henry  James)  said,  he  was  under  some 
difficulty  with  regard  to  accepting  the 
whole  of  the  Amendment  of  the  hon. 
and  learned  Member  for  Pembroke  (Mr. 
Allen).  He  would  suggest  that  the 
early  portion  of  the  Amendment  should 
not  be  pressed,  and  that  the  words 
**  carefully  explain  to  the  grantor  tha 
nature  and  effect  of  the  bill  of  sale,  and 
shall,"  as  proposed  by  the  hon.  and 
learned  Member  for  Grantham  (Mr. 
Mellor)  should  be  moved.  That  would 
dispose  of  the  first  question ;  and  then 
with  regard  to  the  solicitor,  who,  he 
agreed,  should  be  the  solicitor  of  the 
grantor,  and  not  of  the  grantee,  he  would 
suggest  that  the  second  portion  of  the 
Amendment  of  the  hon.  and  learned 
Member  for  Pembroke  should  be  moved 
separately.  There  was  nothing  in  the 
Bill  which  imposed  any  penalty  upon 
a  solicitor  for  making  a  false  attestation; 
but,  from  his  position  of  solicitor,  it 
would  follow  that  he  would  be  answer- 
able for  his  misconduct  if  it  were  known 
that  he  had  made  any  misstatement  in 
reference  to  the  bill  of  sale.  His  own 
opinion  was  that  the  law,  as  it  stood  at 
present,  was  sufficient  to  meet  that  con- 
tingency. 

Mr.  monk  said,  after  the  remarks 
of  the  Attorney  General,  he  should  be 
prepared  to  accept  the  latter  portion  of 
the  Amendment  of  the  hon.  and  learned 
Member  for  Pembroke. 

Amendment,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

Amendment  proposed. 

In  page  2,  line  29,  after  *'  shall,"  insert  **  care- 
fully explain  to  the  grantor  the  nature  and 
effect  of  the  bill  of  sale,  and  shall."— (ITr. 
Attorney  General.) 

Amendment  agreed  to. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  2,  line 
34,  to  add  ''and  is  not  the  solicitor  to 
the  grantee." — {Mr,  Henry  Allen,) 

Mr.  WAETON  said,  these  words  did 
not  state  that  the  solicitor  was  not  the 
solicitor  to  the  grantee  in  this  matter. 
The  solicitor  might  have  been  for  a  long 
time  properly  solicitor  to  the  grantee, 
and  yet  in  this  matter  he  might  act  for 
the  grantor.  He  thought  words  should 
be  inserted  providing  that  the  solicitor 
should  not  act  as  solicitor  to  the  grantee 
in  this  particular  transaction, 
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The  attorney  GENERAL  (Sir 
Henrt  James)  said,  the  words  meant 
*'  is  not  at  the  present  time/'  and,  there- 
fore, *'  is  not  in  this  particular  matter." 
He  did  not  think  there  would  be  any 
difficulty  about  it. 

Amendment  agreed  to. 

Clause,  as  amended,  agreed  to, 

Committee  report  Progress ;  to  dt 
again  upon  Monday  next. 

House  adjourned  at  a  quarter 
after  Two  o'clock. 


HOUSE    OF    LORDS, 
Friday,  11  th  March,  1882. 


EGYPT—FOREIGN   AND    EUROPEAN 
RESIDENTS  AND  EMPLOYES. 

QUESTION.      OBSERVATIONS. 

Eabl  DE  la  WARR  asked  the  noble 
Earl  the  Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign 
Affairs,  Whether  he  had  any  objection 
to  repeat  the  answer  he  made  to  a  Ques- 
tion in  that  House  on  the  previous  even- 
ing— that  answer  not  having  been  fully 
or  accurately  given  in  any  of  the  news- 
papers of  that  morning — with  reference 
to  the  subject  of  the  taxation  of  Euro- 
pean residents  in  Egypt  ?  He  under- 
stood the  noble  Earl  to  say  that  no  oppo- 
sition would  be  offered  by  this  country 
to  the  taxing  of  European  residents  in 
the  same  manner  and  to  the  same 
amount  as  the  Egyptians  were  taxed; 
and  he  further  understood  the  noble 
Earl  to  say  that  other  European  Powers 
had  given  a  similar  assent. 

Eabl  GRANVILLE:  The  answer 
which  I  gave  yesterday  to  the  noble 
Earl's  Question — although,  I  am  afraid, 
in  too  low  a  voice — was  that  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Government  had  recognized  a 
year  ago — in  March,  1881 — that  the 
Egyptian  Government  had  a  right  to 
put  an  equal  tax  on  the  houses  of 
loreigners  as  on  those  of  Natives;  that 
the  other  Powers  had  taken  a  similar 
view,  but  that  some  of  them  had  since 
raised  a  question  as  to  the  manner  in 
which  the  tax  should  be  assessed ;  and 
that  the  Correspondence  was  not  yet 
complete. 


The  Mabquess  of  SALISBURY: 
The  misunderstanding  which  appears  to 
have  occurred  last  night  does  not  occur 
exclusively  in  the  case  of  the  noble  Earl, 
and  is  not  due  alone  to  his  low  voice, 
but  it  takes  place  in  the  case  of  all 
Ministers,  and  is  largely  due  to  the 
acoustic  qualities  of  the  House.  I  would 
suggest,  as  a  matter  worthy  of  consi- 
deration, whether,  in  view  of  the  fact 
that  answers  from  the  Ministerial  Bench 
are  treated  as  documents  of  State  in 
every  part  of  the  world,  the  time  has 
not  come  when  some  authentic  form 
should  be  given  to  them,  and  whether 
it  might  not  be  possible,  in  order  to 
avoid  doubt  as  to  their  exact  words  or 
meaning,  to  make  them  part  of  the  Pro- 
ceedings of  the  House,  and  to  have  them 
printed  in  the  Votes.  I  do  not  ask  for 
an  answer  to  this  suggestion  now ;  but 
the  inconvenience  of  such  misunder- 
standings as  have  taken  place  pressed 
itself  strongly  on  my  mind  when  I  was 
in  Office,  and  it  must  have  occasionally 
occurred  to  the  noble  Earl. 

PAELIAMENTAEY  DECLARATION  BILL. 
obsebvatioks. 

The  Eabl  of  REDESDALE  (Chaie- 
MAN  of  OoMHiiTEEs)  Said,  he  wished  to 
point  out  that  some  mistakes  in  dates 
had  been  printed  in  one  or  two  of  the 
newspapers  in  reference  to  his  Motion 
for  the  second  reading  of  this  Bill.  He 
intended  to  move  the  second  reading  on 
Thursday,  the  23rd  instant.  In  one 
paper  it  was  suggested  that  the  Bill 
would  be  withdrawn  ;  but  that  would 
not  be  the  case.  He  proposed  the  mea- 
sure upon  strong  religious  grounds ;  be- 
cause he  felt  that  Parliament  should 
take  care  to  prevent  the  introduction  of 
Atheists  into  either  House  to  take  part 
in  the  legislation  of  the  country.  He 
should  proceed  with  the  Bill;  and  he 
trusted  it  would  receive  the  support  of 
noble  Lords  on  the  same  grounas  which 
had  moved  him  to  bring  it  in.  He  espe- 
cially desired  that  the  question  should 
be  kept  free  from  Party  feeling. 

ENDOWED    SCHOOLS    ACT,    1869,    AND 
AMENDING  ACTS. 

MOTION   FOR  AN   ADDRESS. 

Lord  BRABOURNE  moved— 

"That  an  humble  Address  he  presented  to 
Her  Majesty,  praying  Her  Majesty  to  refuse  Her 
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Assent  to  the  Scheme  of  the  Charity  Ooxntnis- 
sioners  for  the  management  of  Bedingfield's 
Charity  for  the  benefit  of  the  parishes  of 
Lyminge,  Djmchurch,  and  8meeth,  all  in  the 
coonty  of  Kent." 

The  noble  Lord  said,  that  the  Tmstees 
of  the  Charity  were    unanimously   of 
opinion  that  the  conditions  which  the 
Charity  Commissioners  sought  to  im- 
pose upon  them  would  most  injuriously 
affect  the  parishes;   and  they  had  in- 
structed him,   as  their    Chairman,    to 
make  an  appeal  to  the  only  tribunal 
from  which  they  could  hope  to  obtain 
redress.      About    200    years    ago    the 
testator  left  a   bequest   in    the   hands 
of   Trustees  with   a  direction   that    it 
should  be  applied  towards  the  educa- 
tion and  maintenance  of  the  children  of 
poor  parents,  ''  not  being  actually  in  the 
receipt  of  parish  relief,"  who  were  mem- 
bers of  the    Church   of  England   and 
communicants  therein  in  the  parishes 
of  Lyminge,  Dymchurch,  and  Smeeth. 
There  was  also  a  direction  that  the  chil- 
dren  should  be  kept  to  learning  and 
should  be  sent  to  either  of  the  IJniyer- 
sities  of  Oxford  or  Cambridge  if  they 
were  capable,  or  might  be  put  out  to 
trades,  according  to  the  discretion  of  the 
majority  of  the  Trustees.     Up  to  the 
present  time    the    trust  had  been  ad- 
ministered in  strict  conformity  with  the 
Founder's  will.     The  Trustees  were  the 
rectors  of  the  three  parishes  concerned 
and  six  gentlemen,  who  were  either  the 
actual  descendants  of,   or  in  the  same 
position  of  life  as,  the  persons  originally 
named  in  the  will.    A  sum  of  £4  a-year 
had  been  paid  for  each  child  benefited 
by  the  Charity,  partly  for  its  mainten- 
ance and  partly  for  its  education  at  a 
public  elementary  school ;    and   every 
Whit  Monday  the  Trustees  had  person- 
ally examined  and  tested  the  proficiency 
of  the  children.     Owing  to  various  cir- 
cumstances, the  Trustees,  about  six  years 
^j?o»    applied   to   the   Charity  Commis- 
sioners with  regard  to  the  administra- 
tion of  the  Charity.   A  scheme  had  been 
drawn  up  by  the  Commissioners,  to  some 
portions  of  which  the  Trustees  had  as- 
sented.    They  readily  agreed  to  the  in- 
troduction of  the  elective  element  into 
their  future  appointment,  and  to  the  ad- 
mission of  girls  to  share  with  boys  the 
benefits  of  the  Charity.     Moreover,  con- 
sidering the  difference  of  the  relations 
existing  between  Nonconformity  and  the 
State  from  those  which  had  existed  at 
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the  time  of  the  Founder's  will,  they 
had  themselves  recommended  that  the 
benefit  of  the  Charity  should  be  extended 
to  the  children  of  Nonconformists,  of 
whom  there  were  a  large  number  among 
the  labouring  population  of  the  three 
parishes.      But  to  the  21st   and  23rd 
Articles  of   the  scheme    the    Trustees 
found  themselves  utterly  unable  to  as- 
sent.    The  former  provision  was  that 
only  one-third  of  the  income  should  be 
devoted  to  elementary  education,  so  that, 
instead  of  30  or  40  children  receiving 
the  benefits  of  the  Charity,  it  would  be 
available  only  for  15;  and  the  money 
being  given  in  scholarships  or  prizes  to 
children  already  at  school,   ''payment 
for  results"  would  be  certainly  attained, 
but  at  the  expense  of  disregarding  the 
Founder's  wishes,  for  there  would  be  no 
payment  for  ''maintenance,"  and  no  in- 
quiry, as  now,  into  the  condition  and 
character  of  the  parents,  so  that  chil- 
dren of  a  higher  class  of  parents,  and 
of  persons    whom  the  Trustees  would 
not  have  held  to  be  proper  objects  for 
the  Charity,  might  receive  the  benefits 
hitherto  confined  to  the  poor,  for  whom 
they  were  intended.      The  second  pro- 
vision, which  was  even  more  objection- 
able,  was  that,   while  permitting  the 
Trustees  only  to  spend  £15  a-year  in 
apprenticing  one  boy,  about  two-thirds 
01  the  income  were  to  be   devoted  to 
founding  exhibitions  at  a  public  school, 
tenable  for  not  more  than  three  years. 
The  exhibition  was  to  be  awarded  annu- 
ally as  the  result  of  scholarship,  and  in 
the  event  of  there  being  no  candidate 
from   one  of  the  three  parishes,  then 
children  from   such  other   parishes  as 
might  be  selected  were  to  be  permitted 
to  compete.     The  effect  of  this  would  be 
that  the  benefit  of  the  Charity  would 
be  entirely  taken  away  from  the  poor 
parishes  of  Lyminge  and  Dymchurch, 
and  given  to  the  children  of  the  richer 
farmers  and  tradesmen  in  the  adjoining 
parishes.     This  was  utterly  at  variance 
with   the  will  of  the  Founder,  which 
directed  that  the  children  should    be 
taken  from  the  very  poor  not  actually 
receiving  parish  relief.      The  parish  of 
Smeeth  would  not  be  so  much  affected, 
because  that  parish  had  a  board  school, 
and  the  custom  had  been  to  gpive  nearly 
three-fourths  of  the  money  to  the  parents 
for  "  maintenance,"  the  remainder  being 
given  to  the  schoolmaster,  on  condition 
of   his  giving  extra  attention  to   tbo 
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Bedingfield  boys ;  but  the  consequence 
of  the  Bcheme  would  probably  be  the 
closing  of  the  voluntary  schools  in  the 
other  two  parishes.  The  contention  of 
the  Charity  Commissioners  was  two- 
fold. First,  they  said  that  the  will  of 
the  Founder  pointed  to  higher  educa- 
tion, because  he  mentioned  the  Univer- 
sities,  and  said  that  boys  should  be  sent 
there.  But  it  should  be  recollected  that 
200  years  ago  the  Universities  were 
more  like  large  public  schools  than  they 
were  now,  and  that  boys  went  up  there  at 
an  earlier  age.  Moreover,  the  Founder 
evidently  had  before  him  the  probability 
of  no  boy  of  the  class  he  wisned  to  aid 
being  capable  of  going  to  the  Univer- 
sities, for  he  expressly  left  it  to  the  dis- 
cretion of  the  Trustees  to  decide  upon 
their  capability,  and  he  gave  the  alter- 
native of  putting  them  out  to  trades, 
which  had  been  constantly  done.  The 
other  contention  of  the  Commissioners, 
which  was  at  the  root  of  the  whole 
thing,  was  that  rates  were  relieved 
by  this  Charity.  No  doubt  its  exist- 
ence aided  the  parishes  of  Lyminge  and 
Dymchurch  in  avoiding  board  schools 
supported  by  the  new  rate,  which  would 
be  imposed  for  their  support.  But  was 
that  so  great  an  evil?  The  parish  of 
Lyminge  was  mainly  composed  of  poor 
agricultural  labourers,  and  that  of  Dym- 
church of  a  poor  fishing  population.  He 
maintained  that  it  was  the  intention  of 
the  Founder  to  benefit  the  children  of 
that  class  of  the  population,  and  not  of 
the  richer  class,  to  whom  the  greater 
part  of  the  funds  were  now  to  be  given. 
And,  considering  the  large  number 
of  small  ratepayers — the  very  class  to 
which  the  Founder  alluded  as  **not 
actually  in  the  receipt  of  parish  relief" 
— in  these  two  parishes,  what  could  be  a 
more  accurate  fulfilment  of  his  evident 
wishes  than  that  his  money  should  aid 
schools  in  which  religious  instruction 
was  given,  and  should  relieve  this  class 
from  an  additional  pressure  of  rates? 
The  Trustees  had  all  agreed  to  resign 
sooner  than  be  parties  to  this  scheme ; 
but  they  had  suspended  their  resigna- 
tion until  this  appeal  could  be  made.  He 
(Lord  Brabourne)  did  not  know  what 
course  their  Lordships  would  be  pleased 
to  take  ;  but  he  did  know  that  he  would 
not  have  troubled  them  with  one  word 
upon  the  matter  if  ho  had  not  felt  that 
he  was  pleading  the  cause  of  the  poor. 
He  was  at  a  loss  to  know  what  public 


advantage  could  be  gained  which  was 
commensurate  ^with  the  evil  inflicted 
upon  these  parishes  if  this  scheme  be- 
came law.  He  (Ijord  Brabourne)  asked 
their  Lordships  to  avert  that  evil.  He 
asked  them  to  interpose  and  prevent  the 
carrying  out  of  a  scheme  which  was  en- 
tirely contrary  to  the  intentions  of  the 
Founder,  as  they  had  been  interpreted 
ever  since  hie  bequest,  which  was  utterly 
repugnant  to  the  public  feeling  of  the 
locality  (as  evidenced  by  Petitions  which 
he  had  received,  containing  the  signa- 
turoB  of  nearly  1 00  heads  of  poor  fami- 
lies, in  each  of  the  two  parishes),  which 
was  unanimously  opposed  by  those  to 
whom  the  administration  of  tiie  Charity 
had  hitherto  been  intrusted,  and  which 
would  be  a  cruel  blow  to  those  poor  who 
could  not  plead  there  with  their  own 
voice,  but  in  whose  name  and  on  whose 
behalf  he  (Lord  Brabourne)  ventured  to 
appeal  to  their  Lordships.  Believing 
that  the  scheme  was  contrary  to  the 
Founder's  intention,  and  would  have 
the  effect  of  diverting  the  funds  of  the 
Charity  from  the  class  intended  to  be 
benefited,  he  begged  to  move  that  a 
humble  Address  be  presented  to  Her 
Majesty  praying  her  to  refuse  her  as- 
sent to  the  scheme. 

Moved,  "That  an  humble  Address  be  presented 
to  Her  Majesty,  praying  Uer  Majesty  to  refuse 
Her  Assent  to  the  Scheme  of  the  Charity  Com- 
missioners for  the  managemont  of  Bedingfield's 
Charity  for  the  benefit  of  the  parishes  of 
Lyminge,  Dymchurch,  and  Smeeth,  all  in  the 
county  of  Kent."— (TA^?  Lord  Brabourne.) 

Lord  CLINTON  apologized  to  their 
Lordships  for  interposing  between  the 
House  and  his  noble  Friend  the  Lord 
President  on  this  subject;  but  having 
been  at  one  time  officially  acquainted 
with  the  details  of  the  scheme,  he  was 
anxious  to  say  a  few  words  upon  it.  and 
upon  the  speech  of  his  noble  Friend 
(Lord  Brabourne).  His  noble  Friend 
had  said  that  the  effect  of  the  scheme  of 
the  Charity  Commissioners  would  be  to 
interfere  with  the  present  application  of 
the  income  of  the  Charity  by  the  Trus- 
tees, and  to  deprive  the  children  of  the 
poor  of  the  parishes  interested  in  the 
Charity  of  the  benefits  to  which  they 
were  entitled.  The  Charity  Commis- 
sioners, however,  in  dealing  with  matt«.*rs 
of  this  kind,  must  be  guided  not  by  what 
might  happen  to  bo  the  oxisting  practice 
of  administration  at  the  time,  but  by  the 
provisions  of  the  Endowed  Schools  Acts, 
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and  by  tlie  express  directions  of  the 
Founder  of  the  Charity.  The  intentions 
of  the  Founder  were  very  clearly  indi- 
cated ;  he  left  a  sum  of  money  for  the 
education  and  maintenance  in  learning 
of  poor  children,  adding  that — 

'*  Saoh  children  should  bo  kept  to  learning 
and  sent  to  one  of  the  Universities,  or  put  out 
to  trades.'* 

It  was  evident,  therefore,  that  no  mere 
elementary  or  desultory  education  was 
intended,  but  education  of  the  highest 
kind.  The  Trustees  of  this  Charity,  at 
the  beginning  of  the  century,  took  this 
view  of  their  obligations ;  because  it  was 
stated  in  the  Charity  Commissioners'  Be- 
port  of  the  year  1819  that  the  then 
Trustees — 

''  Endeavoured  to  assist  those  who,  from  their 
condition  in  life,  are  properly  desirous  of  giving 
their  sons  such  instruction  as  to  prepare  them 
for  the  University,  or  for  some  superior  trade, 
but  have  not  the  means  of  accomplishing  it." 

The  present  Trustees  had,  however,  en- 
tirely neglected  this  part  of  the  Founder's 
directions,  and  had  applied  the  income 
of  the  Charity  in  the  education  and 
maintenance  of  children  in  elementary 
schools,  occasionally  apprenticing  them 
to  some  ordinary  trade.  It  appeared, 
also,  that  they  had  contributed  out  of 
the  funds  to  the  maintenance  of  the 
schools,  which  was  clearly  illegal.  The 
scheme  of  the  Charity  Commissioners 
strictly  adhered  to  the  Founder's  direc- 
tions, providing  for  the  education  and 
maintenance  at  school  of  poor  children, 
appropriating  an  annual  sum  to  appren- 
ticing, and  applying  the  remainder,  or 
about  five-eighths  of  the  whole  income, 
in  the  establishment  of  exhibitions  to  en- 
able the  children  to  continue  their  educa- 
tion in  superior  grammar  or  technical 
schools.  Such  schools,  owing  to  the  ac- 
tion of  the  Endowed  Schools  Commission- 
ers, and,  after  them,  of  the  Charity  Com- 
missioners, abounded  throughout  the 
country.  He  could  mention  several  in  his 
noble  Friend's  (Lord  Brabourne's)  own 
county — Canterbury,  Rochester,  Maid- 
stone, Tonbridge,  Sevenoaks,  Ashford — 
all  of  which  would  be  accessible  to  the 
children  of  the  parishes  entitled  to  the 
benefits  of  this  Charity  if  the  scheme 
were  allowed  to  pass.  It  had  been  the 
policy  of  the  two  Commissions  to  which 
ne  had  referred,  with  the  approval  of 
soooeasiTe  Governments,  to  nmke  use  of 
{he  ancient  educational  endowments  for 

L9ri  CUnion 


the  purpose  of  connecting  elementary 
schools  with  the  highest  education  which 
the  country  could  supply;  and  it  was 
with  this  policy  that  their  Lordships 
were  now  asked  to  interfere.  He  hoped, 
therefore,  that  they  would  not  assent  to 
the  Motion  of  his  noble  Friend. 

Earl  SPENCEH  said,  after  the  able 
remarks  of  his  noble  Friend  opposite 
(Lord  Clinton),  who  had  such  a  strong 
right  to  be  heard  on  behalf  of  the  Chari^ 
Commissioners,   he  should  not  trouble 
their  Lordships  at  any  length ;  but,  being 
responsible  for  having  sanctioned  the 
scheme  on  the  part  of  the  Education 
Department,  he  thought  it  right  to  make 
one  or  two  observations.     He  was  of 
opinion  that  the  Charity  Commissioners, 
in  proposing  this  scheme,   were   truly 
carrying  out  the   duties  imposed  upon 
them  by  the  Act  of  Parliament.   The  Act 
of  Parliament  regulating  this  matter  was 
the  Act  of  1869,  and  the  Preamble  very 
clearly  pointed  out  the  general  objects 
which  the  Act  was  to  carry  out.     It  re- 
ferred to  a  Beport  of  the  Commissioners 
appointed  by  Her  Majesty  in  1864.   That 
Report  recommended  a  re-organization 
of  schools.     He   maintained    that  the 
Charity  Commissioners  had  followed  out 
that  recommendation.  They  had  not  only 
proposed  a  scheme  which  provided  for 
that    higher    education    to    which    the 
Commissioners,  in    their    Beport,   had 
distinctly    referred,    but  which    would 
also  carry  out  the    intentions   of   the 
Founder,  who  directed  that  these  chil- 
dren,   **if  capable,"   were  to  be  sent 
to   one  of  the   Universities.     The  pre- 
sent Trustees  had  not  interpreted  the 
Founder's  will  correctly,  because  they 
had  not  provided  for  a  higher  education; 
they  had  confined  the  Charity  to  elemen- 
tary education,    and   given    £4   to  the 
parents  of  the  children  in  the  category 
set  forth  of  the  three  parishes  mentioned. 
That  was  not  a  useful  way  of  encouraging 
education.     The  scheme  provided  a  sys- 
tem of  prizes  to  be  obtained  in  open  com- 
petition, and  that  would  be  better  than 
the  mode  of  distributing  £4  to  certain 
persons  at  the  will  and  pleasure  of  the 
Trustees.     He  felt  sure  their  Lordships 
would  agree  that  a  system  of  competi- 
tion for  prizes  in  a  school  was  a  very 
much  better  way  of  promoting  and  en- 
couraging education  than  some  systems 
which    had    been    in    vogue.     In    his 
opinion,   the  scheme  proposed   by  the 
Oharity  Commissioners  would  be  likely 
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to  forward  elementary  education  in  a 
marked  degree,  for  the  children  would 
be  stimulated  in  their  educational  efforts 
by  the  hope  of  gaining  admission  to  a 
higher  grade  of  schools.  An  Exhibition 
would  be  tenable  for  three  years,  and 
every  year  one  such  Exhibition  of  the 
value  of  £20  would  be  granted  to  one 
boy  and  to  one  girl.  The  Charity  Com- 
missioners had  done  all  that  they  could 
to  meet  the  wishes  of  the  Trustees.  For 
the  reasons  which  he  had  given,  he 
trusted  that  the  Motion  of  his  noble 
Friend  would  not  be  agreed  to.  In- 
stead of  depriving  the  poor  of  a  valuable 
Charity,  the  scheme  would  confer  a  very 
g^eat  benefit  upon  them;  for  it  would 
enable  their  children,  if  deserving,  to 
carry  on  their  education  beyond  the  limits 
by  which  they  were  at  present  circum- 
scribed. The  action  which  the  noble 
Lord  (Lord  Brabourne)  desired  the 
House  to  take  was  opposed  to  the  policy 
which  had  been  followed,  not  only  by 
the  Charity  Commission,  but  by  every 
successive  Q-overnment  for  the  last  10 
years,  and  which  had  been  endorsed  by 
Parliament. 

The  Mabquess  of  SALISBURY  re- 
minded  their  Lordships  that  at  various 
times  they  had  looked  with  considerable 
jealousy  upon  operations  that  had  been 
carried  through  under  the  Charity  Com- 
mission Act,  and  especially  had  they 
done  so  when  the  Act  was  being  ad- 
ministered by  a  body  holding  more 
advanced  opinions  than  were  held  by  the 
existing  Commission.  He  did  not,  how- 
ever, think  that  the  precedent  estab- 
lished at  that  period  applied  to  the  pre- 
sent case.  It  was  important  to  carry 
out  the  intentions  of  Founders,  and  that 
point  had  always  been  strongly  insisted 
upon,  consistently  with  the  requirements 
of  the  day.  In  the  present  case,  having 
carefully  listened  to  the  complaint  of  the 
noble  Lord,  and  to  the  statement  of  the 
noble  Lord  behind  him  (Lord  Clinton), 
it  appeared  to  him  that  the  Commission- 
ers had  properly  interpreted  the  inten- 
tions of  the  Founder.  There  were  two 
ways  of  dealing  with  money  bequeathed 
for  the  benefit  of  the  poor  in  the  manner 
in  which  it  had  been  bequeathed  in  the 
present  case.  One  of  those  ways  was  to 
relieve  the  poor  in  their  distress  without 
improving  their  position  ;  the  other  was 
to  raise  them  by  steps  educationally,  so 
as  to  bring  them  within  the  reach  of  the 
highest  educatiotL  in  the  country,  and  to 


enable  them  to  pursue  liberal  professions. 
To  this  second  class  of  cases  the  present 
benefaction  belonged.  It  was  clear  that 
the  intention  of  the  Founder  was  to  assist 
children  to  go  to  the  Universities.  It 
had  been  said  that  in  the  17th  century 
the  Universities  were,  in  reality,  only 
public  schools;  but  he  dissented  from  that 
opinion.  He  quite  admitted  that  there 
was  in  this  scheme,  to  a  slight  extent, 
and  in  many  other  schemes,  a  principle 
which  seemed  to  him  a  harsh  one — that 
of  diverting  funds  from  the  very  poor  to 
the  class  above  them  more  likely  to  come 
within  the  reach  of  culture.  He  feared 
that  that  tendency  had  infected  many 
educational  measures  of  the  present  day ; 
but  whether  that  was  right  or  wrong,  it 
was  quite  evident  that,  in  the  present 
instance,  a  sound  principle  had  in  the 
main  been  observed ;  the  Founder's  de- 
sires had  been  followed;  and,  therefore, 
he  thought  their  Lordships  would  not 
do  wisely  in  supporting  the  Motion  of 
his  noble  Friend. 

Lord  BEABOURNE,  in  reply,  said, 
after  the  discussion  which  had  taken 
place,  he  would  not  ask  their  Lordships 
to  divide  upon  his  Motion ;  but  he  must 
point  out  that  the  noble  Lords  who  had 
spoken  had  omitted  to  notice  that  the 
primary  intention  of  the  Founder  was  to 
benefit  the  poor  just  above  those  who  re- 
ceived parish  relief. 

Motion  (by  leave  of  the  House)  with' 
drawn. 

House  adjourned  at  Six  o'clock,  to 
Monday  next,  Eleven  o* clock. 
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MINUTES.] — Supply — considered  in  Committee 
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1881-2 — Class  III.  —  Law  and  Justice  — 
£7,772,  County  Court  Officers,  &c. ;  £135,000, 
Zulu,  &c.  Wars;  Civil  Services  (Excesses) 
—Glasses  II.,  III.,  IV.,  V. 
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Ways  and  Means — considered  in  Committee — 
£424,844  \U.  \0d ,  Consolidated  Fund,  1881 
and  1882;  £6,793,498,  Consolidated  Fund, 
1883. 

PuitLic  Bills — Ordered — First  Reading — Army 
(Annual)  ♦  [106]. 

First  Reading — Augmentation  of  Benefices  Act 
Amendment  *  [106]. 
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South  Africa — 
QUESTIONS. 


AFGHANISTAN— THE  SUBSIDY  TO  THE 

AMEER. 

Mr.  E.  STANHOPE  asked  the  Se- 
cretary of  State  for  India,  Whether  the 
Ameer  Abdurrahman  etill  persists  in 
claiming,  as  stated  in  his  letter  of 
December  11th  1880,  that  the  subsidy 
promised  to  him  by  the  Government  of 
India  was  one  million  sterling;  what 
was  the  amount  actually  promised  by 
Sir  Lepel  Griffin  ;  and,  what  is  the  total 
amount  already  paid  ? 

The  Marquess  of  HAETINGTON  : 
There  is  no  reason  to  suppose  that  the 
Ameer  persists  in  making  the  claim 
alluded  to  in  the  Question ;  at  least,  so 
far  as  the  Correspondence  in  the  posses- 
sion of  Her  Majesty's  GoTornment shows. 
At  all  events,  there  is  no  foundation  for 
the  claim.  The  sum  which  was  promised 
by  Sir  Lepel  Griffin  to  the  Ameer  was 
between  19  and  20  lacs,  including  9^ 
lacs  found  in  the  Cabul  Treasury  before 
His  Highness' s  accession ;  19^  lacs  were 
paid  to  him  in  1880.  The  total  sum  of 
money  already  paid  to  the  Ameer  is 
about  4H  lacs,  the  particulars  of  which 
will  be  found  in  the  Eeturn  laid  on  the 
Table  on  the  Motion  of  the  hon.  Member 
for  Guildford  (Mr.  Onslow). 

STATE  OF  IRELAND  —  SEIZURE  OF 
NEWSPAPERS— NOTICE  OF  ACTION 
AGAINST  THE  GOVERNMENT. 

Mr.  LEWIS  asked  Mr.  Attorney 
General  for  Ireland,  Whether  he  will 
give  the  name  of  the  person  who  has 
served  notice  of  action  against  any  agent 
or  representative  of  the  Government  for 
seizing  newspapers  in  the  Irish  Post 
Office,  and  also  the  date  of  such  notice  ? 

The  ATTOENEY  GENERAL  for 
IBELAND  (Mr.  W.  M.  Johnson)  said, 
he  found  that  the  notice  was  not  con- 
versant with  the  subject-matter  of  the 
Question. 

Mr.  lewis  asked  whether  the  right 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  would 
kindly  repeat  his  answer,  as  he  had  not 
quite  caught  it. 

The  attorney  GENERAL  for 
IRELAND  (Mr.  W.  M.  Johnson)  re- 
peated the  words  he  had  used. 

After  a  pause, 

Mb.  LEWIS  rose,  and,  apologizing 
for  troubling  the  right  hon.  and  learned 
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Gentleman,   said,   he  had  been   really 
unable  to  catch  the  answer. 

The  ATTORNEY  GENERAL  fob 
IRELAND  (Mr.  W.  M.  Johnson):  I 
find  that  the  Notice  is  not  oonyersant 
with  the  subject-matter  of  this  Question. 


Subsequently, 

Mr.  lewis  said,  he  must  trespass 
for  a  few  minutes  on  the  time  of  the 
House,  and,  if  necessary  to  put  himself 
in  Order,  he  would  conclude  with  a 
Motion.  He  and  others  were  placed  in 
some  difficulty  by  the  answer  which 
had  been  given  to  his  Question.  To 
enable  the  House  to  understand  the 
matter  he  might  say  that  two  or  three 
days  ago  he  asked  the  right  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  the  Attorney  General 
for  Ireland,  under  what  Statute  it  was 
that  the  Government  had  seized  certain 
newspapers  at  the  Irish  Post  Office? 
The  right  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman 
declined  to  answer  that  Question,  be* 
cause,  he  said,  notice  of  action  had  been 
given  against  the  representative  of  the 
Government.  In  consequence  of  that 
reply  he  (Mr.  Lewis)  Dut  on  the  Paper 
the  Question  which  he  nad  asked  to-day ; 
and  although  the  right  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  had  answered  it  three  times, 
he  was  in  the  same  difficulty  after  the 
third  answer  as  he  was  originally.  The 
right  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  said 
the  notice  was  not  conversant  with  the 
subject-matter  of  the  Question.  Of 
course,  it  must  be  his  own  dulness ;  but 
he  confessed  he  was  no  wiser  for  that 
answer.  Therefore,  perhaps  he  might 
be  allowed  to  put  his  Question  in  Such 
plain  terms  that  a  simple  ''yes"  or 
''  no  "  might  answer  it.  Had  any  notice 
of  action  been  given  against  the  repre- 
sentative of  the  Government  in  respect 
of  the  seizing  of  newspapers  at  the  Irish 
Post  Office ;  and,  if  so,  on  what  date  ? 

Thb  attorney  general  for 
IRELAND  (Mr.  W.  M.  Johnson)  :  No, 
Sir. 

SOUTH  AFRICA— NATAL— SELF- 
GOVERNMENT. 

Sir  GEORGE  CAMPBELL  asked  the 
Under  Secretary  of  State  for  the  Colo- 
nies, If  it  is  true,  as  stated  in  the  puhiic 
journals,  that,  what  is  called  responsible 
Goyernment,  has  been  ofiPered  to  the 
European  Colonists  of  Natal ;  and,  if 
so,  whether  it  is  proposed  to  make  over 
to  them  the  rule  over  the  Native  popa- 
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Istion  in  the  present  limita  of  Natal,  and  to  a  meeting  of  Booial  Democrats  and 

the  relations  with  the  Zulus  and  other  Nihilists,  held  at  the  Sooiat  Demooratio 

nations  be^nd  the  borderf    He  had  C^vh   in    8(du>   ob  Maoiaj  laat,  and 

dieoovered  that  the  first  part   of   his  Ur^y  attended  bj  iadiriduila  of  all 

QaeetioQ  was  answered  in  theaffirmative  oatumalities,  to  OMiiineinorate  the  aasas- 

bj  a  Farliamentar;  Paper  whioh  had  sination  of  ibo  late  EnqMior  of  BnssU ; 

been  issued  that  morning ;  bnt  as  to  the  whstlur  he  is  awaze  that  one  of  the 

latter,  as  it  appeared  from  recent  ooonr-  Bpei^ere(anEing]ishmaB)didaot  allods 

renoes,  that  to  the  assassination  of  the  Tsar  as  "jnsti- 

Mb.  speaker  called  the  hon.  Ifem-  fiablehomimde,"  and  propound  the  tneoir 


ber  to  Order,  and  said,  he  was  inbo-  that  "ttie  En^ish  demooiaoj should  aid 
dadng  new  matter  whioh  onght  to  be  the  Bnwan  demooraov  in  throwing  off 
made  the  sabject  of  Notioe.  the  joke  of  Bnssian  aeapotiam ; "  whe- 


Mb.  OOUBTNEY,  in  reply,  said,  he  ther  X^ndon  haa  not  been,  tat  wme 

must  refer  his  hon.  IViend  for  an  answer  months,  the  centre  of  the  "Bitema- 

to  the  Paper  issued  that  morning.    If  tional ; "    and,  whether  Her  IC^ts^'a 

he  wanted  further  information  it  would  OoTcmmflDt  are  j^raared  to   bdeiate 

be  disoreet  to  aak  him  to  give  Notioe.  meetings  oallad  for  toe  ezpreased  par- 
pose  of  glorifying  murder  and  enoourog- 

BTATB  OF  IHBLiND— OOUITTY  >np  assassination  f    TbB  hon.  Kembor 

LBITRIM  sud  tifl  shoold  also  like  to  aak  whedier 

Ma.  BIOQAE  ..ked  th. Chief  8«™-  £j  ^^^^  ij^  SS'fcS 

Urytolh«I«rdLieul.mi»totI.J«nd,  ,to   J,k   p.^  in  tST«ptillg  »«» 

If  hiB    attention  has    been  drawn  to  ___«,™.-»„_„*rt,»«-».— ™»Tjk»-»i 

the   remnrk.   of   Mr.  Weter.,  Oount,  ^I^JSoXl^ ^^^^ 

Ooort  Judge  al  Manorhamilton,  oouatj  SmWILLIAlI  HABCX)UKT:  I  han 

Leilrim   la  Juiaar,  laet,  .a  which  he  „^,h,,^;  bat  Ihaye  ao  iafonna- 

eoag«lnLiled  the  6r.ad  Jajy  on  the  ^  „  Klo  the  efbol  or  pnrport  of 

peaoeable  Mate  of  the  diateiet ;  and  if,  g^  f^  ,,,j^  j^  a,e  hon.'lCembei-. 

under  the  oiroumstonoes,  there  is  any  QuMtion 
justification  foe  tho   further  imprison- 

S^S'ditiS  ""'"^"    '''*'*'"'^  *"  PEffTEOnON  OF    PEE80N  AND    PRO- 

Mb.  TOTTENHAM:  I  should  like  to  ^^JTI'™^"'"'    ^°^'     '"^  ~ 

ask  another  Question.     Supposing  the  J.  M'MOKBOW. 

remarks  had  been  made,  does  the  right  Ma.  BIQQAB  asked  the  Ohief  Seoro- 

hon.  Oentleman  think,  from  his  know-  tary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland, 

ledge  of  the  state  of  the  country,  that  On  what  grounds  John  McMorrow  is 

the;  were  justified  by  the  facts?  still  retained  in  prison,  he  having  been 

Mb.  W.  E.  F0B8TEB:  I  can  only  arrested  over  IS  months  ago? 

say  that  I  have  not  seen  these  remarks.  Mb.  W.  E.  EOBSTEB  :  A  day  or  two 

I  have  looked  for  them,  but  have  not  ago,  when  I  was  in  Ireland,  I  inquired 

been  able  to  find  them.    I  am  sorry  to  about  this  case.     I  am  glad  to  say  I 

state  that  the  conditioD  of  County  Lei-  found  that  we  oonld  release  him,  and 

trim,  as  regards  ^^arian  outrage  and  his  release  has  been  ordered, 
intimidation,  is  not  one  which  will  enable 

us  to  do  what  the  hon.  Member  (Mr.  NAVT— H.M.B.  "DOTEREL." 

^'xf^'iiT^i^i f^'  T    wi.    f    *  rt  *  „  1  M»-  QABBETT  asked  the  eeoretary 

Mb.  BIOOAB:  Is  it  the  fact  that  only    ._  .l„  .j„!„i^  ■ari.-ti.^- t *i._* 

«„-    „^...:„..i    .,»=«    w»=    .-!„j   ^t  tki  to  the  Admiralty,  Whether,  seeing  that 

one    onminal    case    was    tned  at  tne   i    .l    -v-      i _,  i  »•       ■  ?  i.-- 

Jaaaary  Semioa.  ?  ^'"''  Naval  rogulaOoa.  la  caeo  olrf„p- 

Ma.   W.   E.  rOESXEE:    The  hoa.  '"»'''  "  °?"' '".  ■""""J ',~^'' 

U.ober  ma.t  give  Notioe.  .ua,  proport.oa.t.  to  hi.  raak,  to  ooym 

*  any  loss  of  kit  wbioh  he  may  have  un- 
dergone, the  Qovernment  will  not  grant 
a  similar  allowance  to  the  repreaenta- 
tives  of  the  men  whose  lives  were  lost  in 

Ma.  BELLINGHAM   asked  the  Se-  the  explosion  of  H.M.e.  "  Doterel  P  " 

oretary  of  State  for  the  Home  Depart-  Mb.  TBEVELTAN  :  The  Begulalaon 

ment,  If  his  attention  haa  been  drawn  to  whioh  the  hon.  Member  refers  states 
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expressly  that  oompenestion  for  loes  of  about  £700,000,  of  whicli  only  a  small 

kit  is  givoD —  pordoii  is  really  unclaimed.     If  the  hon. 

"  80  far  only  u  to  enable  officen  Mid  men  to  Member  desired  it,  an  aoourate  Betnm 

TB-equip  themaelTea  for  serrioe."  might  be  prepared ;  but  it  would  re<juirs 

The  third  paragraph  lays  it  down  that—  «>nie  time  to  do  so,  and  the  employment 

..V      ,■        ■..  V      J    ■..  J  .      1  of  some  BIX  or  eiffht  clerks  for  that  time. 

"No  claim   mil  De  admittod  for  louea  in-  .     ,                 _.■           /  *!.„    c,.»j.   «»«  i^ 

cnrred  by  office™  or  men  who  are  not  living  at  A    large  portion   of  the    funds   are  m- 

thB  time  thatthacbum  IB  made."  Tasted,  and  the  interest  on  them   aoou- 

I.m  rfr.id,  „  ft.  io-.  Member  ,m  "?!»>•?,!■"";  ""  '"tI?„?™,S?  "L!! 

K,.,th.Aaiir.lljh«Yei,ochoio.I»fte  jkich  .t  belong,.    Tbe  aninvssted  per- 

'..         mi-          1  -^          1         -I  tion  forms  a  part  of  the  creneral  balance 

p.lto.    Thegr,tu.to,a.a.p«,Jp.n.  „,  „,„  Oh«>iS7fm,d.    10.™!,  how- 

Bionsinven  to  the  relatives  of  the  omoerB  .  .            •    i       i.  ^            ^         t 

and  men  lost  in  the  Dot^,l  are  quite  ""■  «'**«  ff^"^!  what  proj^rtion  of 

separate  from  this  question.  the  amount  is  uninvested.      To  do  so 

LAND  LAW  (IBELAND)  ACT,  1881— SUB- 

COMMISSIONER    WALPOLE.  irelaND  -  THE    NEW    MUSEUM    OF 

Mb.    AHTHTJR    O'CONNOR    asked  science  AND    ART.  DUBLIN, 

the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieu-  ^^  DAWSON  asked  the  Vice  Presi- 

tenant  of  Ireland,  Whether  he  is  aware  ^^^^  ^f  the  Council,  What  is  the  present 

that  Mr.Walpolo,  one  of  the  Sub-Com-  maitionof  the  proposed  Science  and  Art 

misflionBrs  appointed   under   the  Land  fauseum  for  Ireland  as  regards  the  new 

Act,  has  allowed  himself  to  be  put  in  buildings;  what  proTision  is  being  made 

nomination  as  a  candidate  for  tiie  post  ^^  the  National  Library  ;  to  what  body 

of  Poor  Law  Guardian  in  the  Donagh-  the  designs  for  the  new  buQdings  wiU 

more  Umon  in  the  eleotiona  about  to  be  ^e  submitted  for  final  adjudication  ;  and 

held ;  and,  whether  a  Sub- Commissioner  whether  such  body  wiU  report  upon  the 

can,  consistently  with  his  duty,  present  technical   skUl,  competency,  and  exps- 

himaelf  as  a  candidate  to  eleotora  whose  rience  of  the  person  to  be  intrusted  with 

renta  he  may  shortly  be  called  upon  to  ^  p^^Uo  work  of  such  magnitude  and 

^i-     ™.  »,  «,^.r.nrn^n    -          .         . ,  importance  ;    and,  whether  such  plans 

Ma.  W.  E.  FORaTER,  larepjy,  faid.  ^s  are  selected  will  be  laid  before  the 

upon  inquiry  he  found  that  Mr.  Walpole  Municipal    Council    of    Dublin    before 

^  been  nominated     having   been   a  being  finally  adopted? 

Poor  Law  Guardian  for  20  years.     He  -^^  FEEDERICK    OATENDISH 

was  quite  sure,  from  what  he  knew  of  [for  the  Yicb  President  of  the  Codncil) 

Mr.  Walpole,  that  he  would  not  aUow  ^^j :    The    architect    for    the    Dublin 

himself  to  act  in  hia  ofiioial  capacity  in  Muggum  is  being  selected  by  a  public 

My  place  m  which  he  was  interested,  competition,  divided  into  two  stages.    In 

He  thought  It  spoke  very  weU  for  Mr.  ^y^^  g^^   ^^^^^^   d^gi         ^nly  were  re- 

Walpole  that  he  had  been  a  Guardian  i^od,  and  67  such  were  sent  in.     Five 

for  20  yeam.    The  Commiestoners,  how-  ^f  these  were  selected  by  a  Committee 

ever,  considered  nghtly  that  Mr.  Wal-  appointed   for   the  purpose,    and  their 

pole  should  aot  hold  office  as  a  Guardian  authors  were  invited  to  furnish  detaUed 

while  acting  as  a  Sub-Oommissioner.  designs  and  estimates  for  the  final  com- 

wi«H  nnnBT  np  tnQTif-p    rwivnrwv  pe'ition.    'o'  ^l^'ch    they  wiU    receive 

^T,^^f™    r,™,   ™';^™  £160  each.    These  detaUed  designs  must 

DIVISION-DOEMANT  FUNDS.  be  sent  in  before  the  Ist  of  Miy  next. 

Me.  STANLEY  LEIGHTON  asked  The  Committee  of  Selection  will  report 

the  Financial  Secretary  to  the  Treasury,  to  the  Treasury  upon  these  five  designs, 

Whether  he  will  state  the  total  amount  and  the  author  of  one  of  them  will  be 

of  the  dormant  fund  of  unclaimed  money  selected  by  the  Government  as  architect, 

now  in  Chancery,  the  amount  of  interest  The  National  Library  will  be  placed  in 

received  thereon  during  the  year  ending  the  present  Natural  History  Museum. 

Slst  December  1881,  and  the  manner  It  is  not  considered  necessary  to  lay  the 

in  which  that  interest  has  been  spent  ?  plans  before  the  Munioipal  Counial  of 

LoBD  FREDERICK  CAVENDISH :  Dublin,  as  I  may  remind  the  hon.  Msm- 

Xt  is  estimated    very  roughly  that  the  her  that  the  Museum  is  intended  to  be  a 

dormant  funds  in  Obanceiy  amount  to  national  one,  and  cot  solely  fox  the  bene- 

Mr.  n-tvt^an 
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fit  of  Dublin ;  the  Corporation  of  Dublin  Mr.  MUNDELLA  :  Tliere  are  still  a 

is,  however,  represented  on  the  Com-  few  cases  of  foot-and-mouth  disease  in 

xnittee  of  Selection.    I  may  take  this  the  Western  Division  of  Cornwall,  and 

opportunity  of  expressing  the  thanks  of  the  Privy  Coxmcil  have  included  them 

the  Government  to  that  Committee  for  all  in  one  infected  area.     The  Eastern 

the  manner  in   which  they  have  dis-  Division  is  entirely  free  from  disease, 

charged  the  important  duty  intrusted  to  There  have  recently  been  one  or  two 

them.  outbreaks  in  the  county  of  Devon,  and 

the  Privy  Council  at  once  declared  in- 

CRIMINAL    LAW— SUSPECTED  fected  areas  in  each  case.     The  disease 

POISONING.  is  not  spreadinc^,  but,  on  the  contrary, 

Mr.  ST.  AUBYN  asked  the  Secretary  ^^  steadily  declining.     The  number  of 

of   State    for  the  Home  Department,  outbreaks  for  the  past  10  weeks  of  the 

Whether,  in  cases  of  suspected  poison-  present  year,  for  the  whole  of  England 

ing,  when  an  analysis  is  directed  to  be  and  Wales,  is  only  289,  as  against  1,659 

made,   he  would    consider  whether  it  ^^  **^®  corresponding  period  last  year. 

would  not  be  more  satisfactory  that  the    _     ^ 

suspected  person  should  have  an  oppor-  FRANCE  -  COMMERCIAL    LAW  -  THE 

tunity  of  being  represented  profession-  SURTAXE  D'ENTREPOT. 

ally  at  such  analysis  ?  M&.  MAC  IYER  asked  the  Under 

Sra  WILLIAM  HARCOURT  :  The  Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign  Affairs, 

subject  is  one  well  deserving  of  conside-  Whether  it  is  the  fact  that  the  volu- 

ration ;  but  the  Question  was  only  put  minous  correspondence  with  regard  to 

upon  the  Paper  last  night,  and  be^re  French  shipping  bounties,  published  in 

giving  any  definite  reply  to  it  I  should  the  Blue  Books  recently  issued,  was  ab- 

wish  to  consult  the  official  analyst  on  the  solutely  without  result ;  and,  if  it  is  the 

subject.  case,  that  Her  Majesty's  Government 

failed  in  obtaining  any  concessions  with. 

COOLIE  (INDIAN)  LABOUR  IN  regard  to  **  surtaxe  d'entrepot,"  except 

QUEENSLAND.  such  as  are  likely  to  operate  to  the  dis- 

Mb.   CROPPER    asked    the    Under  advantage  of  our  own  agriculturists  and 

Secretary  of  State  for  the  Colonies,  °'^'''^^?f ^J^f???  La  ttt  T^TT^T.  r 
Whether  it  is  the  case  that  the  Govern-  ^"^  CHARLES  W.  DILKE  :  I  must 
ment  of  Queensland  have  asked  for  per-  ??^®  f  ^^?,^®fi^  *^®  ^^°-  Member  to  read 
mission  to  introduce  Indian  coolies  into  ^\»,  ?}^®  ^^""^f  ^^^^^^^  ^^  a^^^^g  ^?  to 
that  colony;  and,  if  so,  whether  Her  tell  him  what  is  m  them.  He  last  night 
Majesty's  Government,  instead  of  au-  ^^^^^  attention  to  the  effect  of  surtaxe 
thorising  the  introduction  of  indentured  ^  ^^irep^^  m  charging  Canadian  goods 
coolie  labour  from  our  Indian  posses-  which  came  by  Liverpool  with  dues  from 
sions,  will  recommend  the  Queensland  which  Canadian  goods  which  came  by 
authorities  to  repeal  the  legislation  by  ^f  ^  J^^f  ?^®  ^^®®-  If  he  had  read  his 
which  they  prevented  the  Chinese  from  ^^"5  ^^^k  he  would  have  found  that  m 
giving  the  colony  the  free  labour  which  P^  ^?^^*^^  ^^  fifth  speech  upon  the  sub- 
it  appears  to  require  V  J^^^  ^  succeeded  m  getting  the  French 
Mr.  COURTNEY:  No  such  applica-  J^ommissioners  to  share  the  views  which 
tion   as   that   referred   to   in   the   hon.  ^^f^^  I  both  l^old  upon  this  question. 

Member's  Question  has  been  made.  „^»-   ^^    IJ^^  •    I  f"^  sure  the 

House  will  pardon  me;    but  the   hon. 

CONTAGIOUS    DISEASES    (ANIMALS)  Baronet  has  not  answered  my  Question 

ACTS-FOOT.AND-MOUTH  DISEASE.  ^^\^«  ^^^'^X  Suggested  that  I   should 

read  the  Blue  Books.     I  have  read  them. 

Colonel  WALROND  asked  the  Yico  I  want  to  ask  him   to  reply  distinctly 

President  of  the  Council,  Whether  it  is  to   the   Question   as  it  appears  on  the 

true  that  there  is  a  considorablo  amount    Paper 

of  foot  and  mouth  disease  in  the  county  u  whether  the    voluminous    correspondence 

of  Cornwall ;  and,  whether  it  has  spread  with  regard  to  French  shipping  bounties,  pub- 

into  the  county  of  Devon ;    and,  if  so,  lished  in  the  Blue  Books  recently  isaued,  was 

whether  the  Privy  Council  have  taken  absolutely  without  result  ?" 

anystepsto  prevent  the  disease  becoming  Sm  CHABLES  W.  DILBIE  :  I  have 

general?  told  the  hon.  Member  as  plainly  as  I 
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could  speak  that  the  exaot  contrary  is  take  to  deal  with  both  classes  of  corrupt 

the  case.         practices  in  one  measure ;  but  I  found 

^  Mr.  MAO  IYER :  I  beg  to  gire  No-  that  the  peculiar  circumstances  attending 

tice  that  as  soon  as  possible  I  will  call  them  were  such  as  to  render  it  impos- 

attention  to  the  inaccuracies  of  the  hon.  sible  to  deal  with  them  simultaneously 

Baronet's  answers.  in  a  single  measure.    If  the  House  will 

lend  me  its  assistance  to  deal  with  cor- 

AFFAIRS  OF  GREECE— CHANQE  OF  rupt  practices   at   Parliamentary  elec- 

GOYERNMENT.  tions,  I  shall  do  my  best  to  prepare  a 

Mb.  ASHMEAD-BARTLETT  asked  "jo^s^^®  dealing  with  those  at  municipal 

the  Under  Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign  ®l®<^o^8. 

^*^V^^f ^^\'*  •'  ''/''''*  ff^^l  PROTECTION    OF   PERSON    AND  PRO- 

Jth«  rS«nft^;i^^^«^L^^^^^    o^f  tJ  I^^RTY  (IRELAND)  ACT,  1881-TREAT. 

l^'dUSacTor^^  ^TOFPERSONSDETAINEDUNDER 

with    the    so-called  settlement  of   the  ;f^  o^'   ^^t     ,    ^   ,     ^,  .  . « 

Greek  question  by  the  cession  of  Thes-  M»-  SEXTON  aaked  the  Chief  Secre- 

saly,  the  Ministry  have  resigned  office  **^y  ^  **^®  -^^d  Lieutenant  of  Ireland, 

and  their  successors  been  appointed  ?  Whether  the  Irish   Prisons  Board,  in 

Sib   CHABLES   W.   DlfiE  :    We  *^®i'^  statement  that  the  charges  made 
have   no    information    to    confirm    the  ^^^^  reference  to  prison  treatment  of 
reason  suggested  in  the  hon.  Member's  Buspects  are  generally  untrue  or  ex- 
Question  for  the  recent  change  of  Go-  aggerated,   intend  to  apply   either   of 
vemment  in  Greece.  those  terms  to  any  part  of  the  two  state- 
ments on  the  subject  of  prison  treatment 
_  made  by  the  Member  for  Sliflro ;  and,  if 
PARLIAMENTARY  ELECTIONS  (COR-  ^j^^er  the  Government  will  dir^t 
RUPT  AND  ILLEGAL  PRACTICES)  BILL,  ^n  investigation,  on  oath  or  otherwise, 

Mb.  ASHMEAD-BAETLETT  asked  into  the  charges  made  by  the  Member 

Mr.  Attorney  General,  Whether  his  at-  for  Sligo  on  the  basis  of  his  personal 

tention  has  been  called  to  the  evidence  experience  ? 

given  by  an  agent  of  the  Birmingham  Mb.  W.  E.  FORSTER  :  The  hon. 
Liberal  Association  on  the  hearing  of  a  Member  has  put  two  Questions  to  me. 
recent  Municipal  Election  Petition,  when  In  reply  to  the  first,  I  have  to  say  that 
that  agent  stated  that,  when  he  was  the  statement  I  made  was  with  reference 
aware  a  Petition  would  be  presented,  to  the  charges  made  by  the  hon.  Mem- 
he  had  burnt  his  original  canvass  books  ber  two  or  three  days  ago  to  the  House, 
and  documents ;  and  had  also,  whilst  He  also  made  a  charge  in  the  course  of 
under  cross-examination,  during  the  ad-  the  debate  upon  the  Address ;  and  in 
ioumment  of  the  Court,  burnt  his  cash-  relation  to  that,  I  must  refer  to  the  letter 
book;  and,  whether  he  will  consider  the  read  by  my  right  hon.  and  learned 
advisability  of  inserting  a  clause  in  his  Friend  the  Attorney  General  for  Ireland 
Bill  **for  the  better  prevention  of  Oor-  on  the  16th  of  February  last,  which,  to 
rupt  Practices  at  Parliamentary  Elec-  my  mind,  was  a  complete  answer  to  that 
tions"  requiring  candidates  and  their  charge,  and  did  show  that  there  had,  at 
agents  at  Municipal  Elections  to  pre-  least,  been  exaggeration  in  the  state- 
serve  their  original  books  and  accounts  ments  made.  With  regard  to  the  second 
for  a  period  of,  say,  six  months  ?  Question,  my  reply  is  that  undoubtedly. 

The  ATTORNEY    GENERAL  (Sir  in  that  case,  the  hon.   Member  made 

Henbt  James)  :  My  attention  has  not  very  serious  charges,  for  it  is  a  vexy 

been  in  any  way  called  to  the  evidence  serious  matter  for  a  man  in  my  position 

mentioned  in  the  first  part  of  the  hon.  to  be  charged  with  intentional  cruelty. 

Member's    Question.     Such    a    matter  I  have  brought  the  matter  very  closely 

would  not  come  before  me  officially.   In  before  the  Board,  and  I  shall  request 

reply  to  his  second  Question,  I  may  re-  them  to  write  a  letter  on  the  suoject 

peat  what  I  have  already  stated  more  which  may  be  laid  upon  the  Table  of  the 

than  once — that  I  am  sensible  of  the  House.     When  that  letter  is  laid  upon 

desirability  of  dealing  with  corrupt  prac-  the  Table  of  the  House,  I  shall  leave 

tices  at  municipal  as  well  as  at  Tarlia-  the  House  to  decide  whether  any  further 

mentary  elections.    I  did  at  first  under-  step  i^ould  be  taken.      I  shall  make 

Bir  OharU%  W.  IHlke 
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that  request  to  the  Board  upon  the  sup-  menta  of  the  hos.  Baronet  the  Member 

position  that  the  hon.  Member  abidee  for    Oaithneas-ehire    and    of   the  hon. 

by  the  charges  as  they  were  reported  Baronet  the  Member  for  the  TTniTersity 

in  7%*  FrMman'»  Jovrtul.     If  the  hon.  of  London  are,  therefore,  both  open  to 

Menber  wishes  to  make  any  alteration  be  moved  in  the  case  of  the  rejection  of 

in  the  oharaoter  or  form  of  the  charges,  the  Amendment  of  the  hon.  Member  for 

he  had  better  make  them  by  letter.  Brighton. 

Mk.  sexton  said,  he  should  eagerly 

await  the  production  of  the  letters  and  AFGHANISTAN— APPOINTMENT  OP  A 

an  investigation.      In    regard    to    the  NATIVB  AGENT  AT  CABUL. 

former  letter  of  Captain  Barlow,  it  dealt  Mr.  0N8L0W  wished  to  ask  a  Quee- 

with  only  one  charge,  and  evaded  that  tion  of  the  noble  Lord  the  Secretary  of 

one  charge  by  equivocation.  gtate  for  India  with  regard  to  which  he 

Mk.  W.  E.  FOESTER  :  I  understood  had  written  Mm  a  private  letter.     It  waa 

the  hon.  Member  to  say  he  abides  by  jf^   considering  the  importance  of  the 

the  charges  he  made  as  reported  in  Tht  recent  appointment  to  the  Court  of  the 

Frieman't  Journal?  Ameer,    he  would  inform    the    House 

Mb.  SEXTON;  So  far  as  I  can  re-  whether  the  instructions  giyen  at  the 

member,  I  do.  I  wiU  re-read  the  report;  time    of    the    appointment    were    oon- 

and  if  it  is  inaccurate  I  will  commuoi-  oidered  and  sanctioned  by  Her  Majesty's 

cate  with  the  right  hon.  Gentleman.  Government,  or  whether  they  were  left 

to  the  decision  of  the  Yioeroy  in  Couit- 

PABLIAMBNT- BUSINESS   OF  THE  ^11? 

HOUSE-THE  NEW  RULES  OF  thi  MAttacEBS  oj  HARTINQTON : 

PROCEDURE-THE  DEBATE.  The  private  letter  to  which  the  hon. 

Sib    STAFFORD     NORTHCOTE  :  Member  refers  was  only  received  by  me 

Mr.  Speaker,  I  wish,  with  your  permis-  after  I  came  down  to  the  House.    My 

noo,  to  put  a  Question  to  you  which  I  answer  is  that  the    instructions  were 

believe  it  would  be  for  the  convenience  given  by  the  Government  of  India, 

of  many  Members  to  have  answered.   It  Mk.  ONSLOW  :    Without  the  flan»- 

is  with  reference  to  the  debate  which  tion  of  the  Home  Government? 

will  take  place  on  the  Rules  of  Proce-  Thb  MAKacBBS  or  HAETINGTON : 

dure.     At  the  present  time  the  Honse  They  were  left  to  the  Government  of 

is  occupied  in  considering  the  Amend-  India. 
ment  of  the  hon.  Member  for  Brighton 

{Mr.    Marriott).      If  that   Amendment  RELIGIOUS  DISSENSIONS  {GIB. 

should  be  negatived — that  is  to  say,  if  RALTAR)— DB.  CANILLA. 

the  words  proposed  to  be  struck  out  are  „      -n  TvTiTTirn-/\i«"n  im-iT  o-n     u  i 

oriered  to  .fid  part  of  ft,  au«,lion-  J''^:  DEnMMOND  WOLFF  .Jjed 

there  .re  ™ny  other  Amendment,  upon  '■}',  Hoder  Secrelarr  of  Stale  for  the 

the  Paper,  ..peciaU;  tho.e  of  th.  hon.  <'°'»""f'  Whether  anj  P.p.t.  h...  b.e. 

Baronet  the  Member  for  C.iftn«„..hire  received  with  reterenee  to  the  r«»nt 

(Sir   Tollemaohe  Sinclair),   and  of  the  "S'     rSSSSwTir      m.     t> 

hon.  Baronet  the  Member  tor  fteUni-  ."\P™™';'=^/    "".k    Tm    °,i 

Tor«tj  of  London  (Sir  John  Lubboeltl.  ?•  ■">>'"'  ""  "'""''r  "'  ""  ™'«  "f 

The  auoBtion  I  wish  to  put  ie  whether  ^^  iiouse. 

it  will  be  competent  to  those  hon.  Mem-      „  „,.,,, „„^      „ 

bers  after  the  rejection-if  it  should  be  PARLIAMENT  -  BUSINESS   OF  THE 

rejeoted-of  the  Amendment  of  the  hon.  HOUSE-THE  VOTES  IN  SUPPLY. 

Member  for  Brighton  still  to  move  the  Mr.  RAIKE8  asked  the  noble  Lord 

Amendments    which    stand    upon    the  the  Financial  Secretary  to  the  Treasury, 

Paper  in  their  name  ?  Whether  it  was  not  a  fact  that  the  Votes 

Mr.  SPEAKER;  The  Question  pro-  which  it  was  proposed  to  take  that  night 
posed  to  the  House,  and  upon  which  the  would  be  moved  without  having  pre- 
vote  of  the  House  must  be  taken,  is  that  viously  been  submitted  to  the  Committee 
the  words  "  when  it  shall  appear  to  the  on  Public  Accounts  ;  whether  the  Corn- 
Speaker  "  stand  part  of  the  Question,  mittee  on  Public  Accounts  had  not  yet 
The  Question  vas  put  by  me  in  that  been  appointed  ;  and  whether  he  would 
form  for  the  purpose  of  not  excluding  be  able  to  defer  those  Yotes  until  they 
the  other  Amendments.    The  Amend-  could  come  before  the  House,  ocoom- 
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panied  by  the  Heport  of  that  Oom- 
mittoe  ? 

Lord  FEEDEEICK  CAVENDISH 
regretted  to  say  that  the  Heport  of  the 
Comptroller  and  Auditor  General  had 
not  yet  been  submitted  to  the  Committee 
on  Public  Accounts  for  the  reason  that 
he  had  been  so  far  unable  to  get  that 
Committee  appointed.  It  was  abso- 
lutely necessary  that  those  Votes  should 
be  taken  to-night,  unless  the  account- 
ants were  to  be  made  responsible  per- 
sonally for  the  amounts.  He  had  pro- 
posed to  take  an  amount  passed  and 
approved  by  the  Comptroller  and  Audi- 
tor General,  and  he  did  not  think  there 
could  be  any  doubt  whatever  that  that 
amount  would  be  approved  by  the  Com- 
mittee on  Public  Accounts.  This  step 
had  been  taken  on  repeated  occasions, 
when  it  had  been  impossible  to  obtain 
the  sanction  of  the  Public  Accounts 
Committee.  The  Heport  would  be  con- 
sidered as  soon  as  the  Committee  was 
appointed,  and  any  questions  raised 
there  would  be  brought  before  the 
House. 

Mb.  HAIEES  asked  the  noble  Lord 
what  steps  he  would  take  as  to  the 
appointment  ? 

Lord  FHEDERICK  CAVENDISH 
replied,  that  that  seemed  to  be  a  matter 
for  the  House.  He  had  put  the  Motion 
down  for  the  appointment ;  but  he 
might  be  stopped  by  the  half-past  12 
o'clock  Hule. 

Earl  PEHCY  asked  the  noble  Lord 
if  it  was  not  the  fact  that  a  Motion  for 
the  appointment  of  the  Public  Accounts 
Committee  was  down  on  the  Paper  for 
Tuesday,  and  why  it  was  not  moved, 
seeing  the  House  was  counted  out  ? 

Lord  FHEDERICK  CAVENDISH 
said,  he  was  unavoidably  detained  on 
business  on  Tuesday  evening,  and  was 
on  his  way  to  the  House  when  he  was 
informed  there  had  been  a  count  out. 

PROTECTION    OF   PERSON   AND    PRO- 

PERTY  (IRELAND)  ACT— ATTEMPTED 

MURDER  OF  MR,  CARTER. 

Sir  WALTEH  B.  BAHTTELOT 
asked  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord 
Lieutenant  of  Ireland,  Whether  the 
report  in  the  morning  papers  is  true- 
namely,  that  Mr.  George  Tilson  Shaen 
Carter  has  been  murderously  fired  upon, 
and  been  wounded  in  both  legs  ? 

Mr.  W.  E.  F0H8TER :  I  am  sorry 
to  say  that  the  report  is  true. 

Mr.  RuihH 


Mr.  SCHHEIBEH  asked  whether 
there  was  any  truth  in  the  report  which 
appeared  in  the  evening  papers  that  an 
Irish  tenant  had  had  his  teeth  drawn 
for  having  paid  his  rent  ? 

Mr.  W.  E.  FOHSTER  :  No,  Sir.  I 
have  not  heard  anything  of  that. 

ORDERS  OF  THE  DA  F. 


SUPPLY.— COMMITTEE. 

Order  for  Committee  read. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
''  That  Mr.  Speaker  do  now  leave  the 
Chair." 

BRITISH    NORTH   BORNEO    COMPANY 
(CHARTER).— RESOLUTION. 

Mr.  GOHST,  in  rising  to  caU  atten- 
tion to  the  Charter  recently  granted  by 
Her  Majesty  to  the  British  North  Borneo 
Company ;  and  to  move — 

"  That  an  humble  Address  be  presented  to 
Her  Majesty,  praying  that  Her  Majesty  will  be 
graciously  pleased  to  revoke  or  alt^  so  much  of 
the  Charter  as  gives  an  implied  sanction  to  the 
maintenance  of  slavery  under  the  protection  of 
the  British  flag," 

said :  Mr.  Speaker,  before  the  House 
goes  into  Committee  of  Supply  I  am 
anxious  to  move  that  an  Address  be  pre- 
sented to  Her  Majesty  in  reference  to 
the  Charter  recently  granted  by  the 
Crown  to  the  British  North  Borneo 
Company.  When  the  present  Govern- 
ment came  into  Office  one  of  the  prin- 
ciples they  laid  down  was  that  diere 
should  be  no  extension  of  British  do^ 
minion,  and  that  no  fresh  responsibility 
shall  be  voluntarily  incurred  by  the 
people  of  this  country — certainly  not 
without  previous  application  to  and  full 
discussion  of  the  matter  in  Parliament. 
It  therefore  appears  to  me  that  the 
supporters  of  Her  Majesty's  Government 
must  have  been  not  a  little  surprised 
when,  in  the  month  of  November  last, 
they  became  aware  that  without  any  ap- 

Slication  to  Parliament,  or  any  previous 
iscussion  of  the  matter,  Her  Majesty's 
Government  had  founded  a  new  Sove- 
reign Company  on  the  model  of  the  old 
East  India  Company,  which  was  to  go- 
vern and  administer  a  g^at  extent  of 
country  in  the  Island  of  Borneo.  I  think 
the  supporters  of  Her  Majesty's  Gh>v6rn- 
ment  will  expect  to  have  some  better 
explanation  of  the  policy  which  was  so 
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whether  any  responsibility  has  been 
incurred  by  the  British  GoTemment? 
secondly,  whether  such  a  step  has  been 
taken  before  full  information  has  been 
given  to  the  House  ?  and,  thirdly,  why 
if  no  responsibility  has  been  incurred 
the  approval  of  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment to  the  Charter  was  ever  asked  for? 
And  now,  let  me  call  the  attention  of 
the  House  for  a  moment  to  the  Charter 
itself.  It  begins  with  a  statement  of 
the  cession  of  Sovereign  rights  by  two 
Sovereign  Sultans — the  Sultan  of  Brunei 
and  the  Sultan  of  Sulu — to  Mr.  Alfred 
Dent,  and  an  anonymous  individual 
who  is  never  mentioned  in  the  Charter 
at  all,  but  who,  I  believe,  turned  out  to 
be  an  Austrian  subject.  Baron  Overbook. 
Let  me  call  the  attention  of  the  House  to 
the  nature  of  the  powers  ceded  by  these 
two  Sultans  to  Mr.  Dent.  They  include 
the  power  of  life  and  death  over  the  in- 
habitants, with  all  the  absolute  rights 
of  property  vested  in  the  Sultan  over 
the  soil  of  the  country  and  the  right  to 
dispose  of  the  same,  as  well  as  the  rights 
over  the  productions  of  the  country, 
whether  mineral,  vegetable,  or  animid, 
with  the  rights  of  making  laws,  coining 
money,  creating  an  Army  and  Navy, 
levying  Customs  rates  on  home  and 
foreign  trade  and  shipping,  and  other 
dues  and  taxes  on  the  inhabitants 
as  to  him  (Baron  Overbeck)  might 
seem  good  or  expedient,  together  with 
all  other  powers  and  rights  usually  exer- 
cised by,  and  belonging  to,  Sovereign 
Rulers.  It  appears,  therefore,  that  as 
far  as  the  grant  could  be  made,  Messrs. 
Dent  and  Overbeck  had  an  absolute 
Sovereignty  over  the  territory.  Then 
the  Charter  goes  on  to  state  that  the 
Sovereign  power  had  been  vested  in  Mr. 
Alfred  Dent  alone,  and  then  in  a  pro- 
visional Company  founded  under  the 
Limited  Liability  Acts,  and  called  the 
British  North  Borneo  Provisional  Asso- 
ciation, Limited.  This  Limited  Company 
has  been  formed  for  three  purposes- 
first,  to  buy  up  and  become  possessed  of 
the  Sovereignty  of  Borneo — a  strange 
possession  for  a  Limited  Liability  Com- 
pany, registered  under  the  Limited  Lia- 
bility Act  of  1862;  secondly,  to  obtain 
a  Charter  from  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment ;  and,  thirdly,  to  transfer  the  Sove- 
reign powers  over  North  Borneo  which 
had  originally  been  conferred  upon  Mr. 
Alfred  Dent  from  a  Limited  Liability 
Company  to  the   Chartered  Company. 


carried  out  than  the  one  which  was 
given  by  the  noble  Earl  the  Secretary 
of  State  for  Foreign  Affairs  (Earl 
Gbanville)  ** elsewhere"  the  other  day. 
The  noble  Earl  stated  that  the  Govern- 
ment of  which  he  is  a  Member  had  a 
very  high  character ;  but  that — 

"  If  a  case  should  present  itself  which  pro- 
mises great  advantages  to  our  political  and 
commercial  interests,  with  an  absence  of  reason- 
able ground  for  apprehending  military  or  finan- 
cial burdens,  it  would  be  the  act  of  doctrinaires, 
and  not  of  statesmen,  to  refuse  to  go  into  an 
examination  of  such  a  case." 

In  other  words,  that  while  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Government  assume  in  the  coun- 
try a  high  character  for  neutrality  and 
for  preserving  the  country  from  foreigpi 
complications,  yet  if  they  could  see  their 
way  to  doing  a  little  bit  of  filibustering 
by  the  hands  of  other  people,  cheaply, 
and  without  any  great  amount  of  danger, 
they  would  be  more  than  men  if  they 
resisted  the  temptation.  Now,  aboutthree 
years  ago,  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  Bradford  (Mr.  W.  E.  Forster) 
was  very  curious  on  the  subject  of  this 
North  Borneo  Treaty,  which  was  then 
being  telked  about ;  and  he  addressed  a 
Question  to  the  Under  Secretary  of  Stete 
for  Foreign  Affairs  in  this  House,  which  I 
think  that  he  and  some  of  his  Colleagues 
may  answer  in  the  House  of  Commons 
to-night.  The  Question  was  asked  on 
the  12th  of  June,  1879,  and  it  was — 

'*  Whether  any  responsibility  has  been  in- 
curred by  the  British  Government ;  and,  also, 
whether,  before  any  step  ia  taken,  full  informa- 
tion will  be  ^ven  to  the  House  ?  " — [3  Hansardj 
ccxlvi.  1699.J 

The  right  hon.  Gentleman  was  then  in 
Opposition,  and  was  very  anxious  that 
the  matter  should  be  brought  before  the 
House  of  Commons  ;  but  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  seems  to  have  no  particular 
anxiety  to  bring  it  before  the  House 
now  that  he  and  his  Friends  are  in 
Office.  On  the  16th  of  June,  1879,  when 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  was  told  by 
the  Under  Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign 
Affairs  that  no  decision  had  been  arrived 
at,  he  asked  this  pertinent  Question — 

**  Why  the  approval  of  Her  Majesty's  Go- 
vemment  is  asked,  if  there  is  no  responsibility 
incurred  ?  ''—[Ibid.  1911.] 

The  right  hon.  Gentleman  is  imfortu- 
nately  not  present  at  this  moment ;  but 
I  would  suggest  that,  in  his  absence, 
his  Colleagues  should  answer  in  the 
House  of  Commons  to-night  these  three 
plain     and    pertinent    questions — first, 
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The  Charter  then  goes  on  to  create  the 
British  North  Borneo  Company ;  and  I 
beg  especially  to  draw  the  attention  of 
the  House  to  the  operative  words  of  the 
Charter.  The  Company  is  ''authorized 
and  empowered  by  Her  Majesty  the 
Queen  to  acquire  the  Sovereign  powers ; " 
and  it  is  further,  by  Her  Majesty  the 
Queen,  ''  authorized  and  empowered  to 
hold,  use,  enjoy,  and  exercise  the  same." 
Now,  this  has  been  denied  in  public  de- 
spatches, and  perhaps  it  may  be  denied 
in  the  House  of  Commons  to-night ;  but 
I  assert,  without  fear  of  contradiction, 
that  those  words  are  an  authority  from 
the  Crown  of  Great  Britain  to  this  Char- 
tered Company  to  acquire  Sovereign 
powers,  and  that  they  are  also  an  autho- 
rity from  the  Crown  of  Great  Britain  to 
this  Chartered  Company  to  exercise  and 
enjoy  the  Sovereign  rights  it  is  so  em- 
powered to  obtain.  But  that  is  not  the 
only  circumstance  which  g^ves  a  political 
character  to  this  Company.  The  Secre- 
tary of  State  for  Foreign  Affairs  told  the 
Netherlands  Government  that  it  was  only 
a  mere  Commercial  Company.  I  dare 
say  the  Under  Secretary  of  State  for 
Foreign  Affairs  will  make  the  same 
statement  to  the  House  to-night ;  but  I 
do  not  think  the  arguments  by  which  the 
Netherlands  Government  were  convinced 
will  convince  the  Members  of  this  House. 
I  wish  to  point  out  to  the  House  from 
this  Charter  several  circumstances  which 
seem  to  me  to  establish  beyond  all  doubt 
in  the  world  that  it  is  a  Company  of  a 
political  and  not  of  a  commercial  cha- 
racter. In  the  first  place,  the  Company 
is  to  be  British,  and  is  always  to  remain 
British  ;  every  member  of  the  Court  of 
Directors  is  to  be  a  British  subject ;  and 
every  representative  of  the  Company  in 
Borneo,  oy  whom  the8,e  Sovereign  powers 
are  to  be  carried  into  effect,  are  all  to 
be  British  subjects.  There  is  to  be  no 
transfer  of  these  Sovereign  powers  with- 
out the  authority  of  the  Secretary  of 
State ;  and,  if  any  difference  arises  be- 
tween the  Sultans  of  Brunei  and  Sulu,  it 
is  to  be  submitted  to  the  decision  of  the 
Secretary  of  State,  whose  decision  is  to 
be  final ;  and,  finally,  it  is  declared  that — 

"  If  at  any  time  our  Secretary  of  State  thinks 
fit  to  dissent  from  or  to  object  to  any  of  the 
dealings  of  the  Company  witii  any  Foreign 
Power,  and  to  make  to  the  Company  any  sugges- 
tion founded  on  that  dissent  or  objection,  the 
Company  shall  act  in  accordance  therewith." 

80  that  the  Company  is  to  enter  into  in- 
Mr.  Qont 


dependent  relations  withForeignPowers, 
with  the  right  of  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment to  interfere  at  any  moment,  and  to 
direct  the  Company  how  they  are  to  be 
carried  on.  Section  11  provides  that 
Her  Majesty  shall  appoint  the  officers 
of  this  Company  her  Representatives  in 
North  Borneo  to  exercise  her  extra  terri- 
torial jurisdiction  and  authority  in  Borneo 
over  the  British  subjects  who  may  hap- 
pen to  be  there.  The  Secretary  of  State 
is  to  approve  of  the  appointment  of  the 
principal  representative  of  the  Company 
in  Borneo,  who  would  be  practically  the 
Governor  of  the  Island.  Then  the  Com- 
pany is  to  hoist  and  use  on  its  buildings 
and  elsewhere  in  Borneo  and  on  its 
vessels  a  distinctive  flag  indicating  the 
British  character  of  the  Company,  and 
such  flag  is  to  be  subject  to  the  approval 
of  the  Secretary  of  State  and  the  Lords 
Commissioners  of  the  Admiralty.  Finally, 
if  the  Secretary  of  State  thinks  that 
there  are  any  powers  in  the  territory  of 
Borneo  claiming  adversely  to  the  Com- 
pany, the  Secretary  of  State  may  in  that 
case  put  a  veto  on  the  exercise  of  Sove- 
reign powers  by  the  Company.  I  am 
not  objecting  to  those  powers  being 
vested  in  the  Secretary  of  State — they 
are,  no  doubt,  admirable  provisions — 
but  if  I  show  to  the  House  that  the 
Company  is  not  a  commercial  but  a 
British  political  Company,  and  that  it 
is  invested  under  its  Charter  with  the 
exercise  in  the  Eastern  Seas  of  political 
powers,  I  appeal  to  the  Members  of  the 
Government  themselves  whether  a  Com- 
pany which  is  authorized  and  empowered 
to  take  Sovereign  rights  from  two  Sul- 
tans of  the  Island,  who  are  authorized 
and  empowered  by  the  Gt>vemment  to 
use  and  exercise  those  rights  under  the 
supreme  authority  and  under  the  con- 
trol of  the  Government  of  Great  Britain 
— I  appeal  to  the  Government  whether 
that  is  not  the  means  by  which  Great 
Britain  is  endeavouring  to  avoid  direct 
responsibility,  and  to  prevent  foreign 
nations  from  directly  challenging  the 
acts  of  this  Company  as  the  acts  of  the 
British  Crown?  WhUe  Great  Britain 
is  all  the  time  sheltering  herself  be- 
hind the  Company,  she  is  in  reality 
pulling  all  its  strings  and  using  it  as 
a  mere  puppet,  to  whom  she  gives  her 
orders,  and  through  whom  she  acts 
in  the  Eastern  Seas.  In  point  of  fact, 
it  is  a  sort  of  filibustering  by  proxy 
which  the  noble  Lord  the  Secretary  of 
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State  for  Foreign  Affairs  thinks  is  so 
extremely  cheap  and  so  very  safe.  Will 
the  House  forgive  me  if  I  tell  them  the 
story  of  how  these  Sovereign  rights 
came  to  be  acquired  ?  In  the  year  1877 
a  Mr.  Alfred  Dent,  whom  I  have  already 
mentioned,  sent  out  Baron  Overbeck,  an 
Austrian  subject  and  an  Austrian  ex- 
official,  to  Borneo  for  the  purpose  of 
acquiring  these  territories,  and  the  first 
thing  he  did  was  to  meet  Mr.  Torrey,  an 
American.  Mr.  Torrey  was  the  sole 
survivor  and  representative  of  an  Ame- 
rican Trading  Company,  which  was 
established  in  1865,  and  which  received 
from  the  Sultan  of  Borneo  in  that  year 
a  grant  of  this  very  identical  territory, 
accompanied  by  a  cession  of  these  very 
identical  Sovereign  rights.  But  the 
American  Company  had  not  been  fortu- 
nate. They  made  an  attempt  at  settle- 
ment, but  it  did  not  succeed  ;  and  at  the 
time  Baron  Overbeck  went  out  the 
American  Company  was  practically  de- 
funct, and  the  possession  of  Sovereign 
rights  had  been  vested  in  Mr.  Torrey. 
Mr.  Torrey  and  Baron  Overbeck  went 
to  the  Sultan  of  Brunei,  and  the  Sultan 
of  Brunei  accepted  £1,000,  or  $5,000, 
for  placing  Baron  Overbeck  in  the  shoes 
of  the  American  Company.  I  do  not 
know  how  much  Mr.  Torrey  got  out  of 
Baron  Overbeck ;  but  what  the  Sultan  of 
Brunei  got  was  this  sum  of  £1,000,  and 
then  on  the  29th  of  December,  1877, 
the  Sultan  of  Brunei  and  his  Prime 
Minister,  who  goes  by  the  extraordinary 
name  of  Pangarang  Tunangong,  made 
a  grant  of  absolute  Sovereignty  over 
these  territories — which,  by  the  way,  I 
may  mention  incidentally,  cover  500 
miles  in  extent  of  coast,  and  are  de- 
scribed as  being  extraordinarily  rich  in 
every  kind  of  mineral  productions — to 
Baron  Overbeck  for  the  sum  of  £5,000 
per  annum  in  round  numbers.  Now  that 
was  a  very  magnificent  grant,  and  it 
was  obtained  on  terms  which  I  have  no 
doubt  the  House  will  consider  to  be  ex- 
tremely cheap ;  but  it  was  only  a  grant 
on  paper,  because  when  the  title  of  the 
Sultan  of  Brunei  came  to  be  examined, 
it  was  found  that  he  had  no  title  to  make 
any  such  grant  at  all.  He  was  under 
two  difficulties.  In  the  first  place,  he 
had  entered  into  a  Treaty  with  Great 
Britain  in  1847,  and  in  this  Treaty  with 
Great  Britain,  which  was  entered  into 
at  the  time  we  ceded  the  Island  of 
Labnan,  he  entered  into  an  agreement 
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to  make  no  cession  of  any  part  of  his 
territory  to  anybody  else  without  pre- 
viously obtaining  the  leave  and  consent 
of  the  British  Government,  so  that  the 
grant  made  in  1865  to  the  American 
Company,  and  the  grant  made  in  1877 
to  Baron  Overbeck,  an  Austrian  subject, 
were  both  inconsistent  with  that  Treaty, 
and  therefore  as  against  the  Government 
of  Her  Majesty  were  distinctly  void. 
But  that  is  not  all.  Not  only  had  he 
no  right  to  g^ant  these  territories,  but 
he  was  not  even  in  the  occupation  and 
possession  of  them.  The  whole  of  the 
territories  he  professed  to  cede  to  Baron 
Overbeck  had  already  been  ceded  by 
him  to  the  Sultan  of  Sulu,  and  not  only 
so,  but  the  Sultan  of  Sulu  was  in  the 
actual  possession  of  it,  with  the  excep- 
tion of  a  very  small  portion.  The  dis- 
trict which  really  was  in  the  occupation 
of  the  Sultan  of  Brunei  at  the  time  he 
made  this  grant  was  a  very  small  por- 
tion of  the  coast  extending  from  the 
Biver  Kimanis  on  the  East  Coast  of 
Brunei  to  a  river  called  Pandasean,  a 
few  miles  up  the  coast.  There  is  one 
remarkable  thing  that  deserves  the  at- 
tention of  the  House,  and  I  think  that 
probably  the  Under  Secretary  of  State 
for  Foreign  Affairs  will  give  some  ex- 
planation of  it — namely,  that  it  is  quite 
impossible  upon  the  map  furnished  by 
Her  Majesty's  Government  to  Parlia- 
ment to  make  out  where  the  territory 
which  the  Sultan  of  Brunei  was  in  pos- 
session of  ends,  and  the  territory  of  the 
Sultan  of  Sulu  begins ;  because  the 
Eiver  Pandassan  is  not  marked  upon 
the  Government  map  at  all.  But  for 
the  information  of  those  who  have  got 
the  map  in  their  hands,  I  may  say  that 
the  River  Pandassan  is  a  very  short  dis- 
tance, indeed  only  a  few  miles,  to  the 
north  of  the  river  marked  Tampasuk. 
The  territory  of  which  the  Sultan  of 
Brunei  was  in  occupation — the  piece  be- 
longing to  the  Sultan  of  Brunei — is  only 
a  very  small  part  of  the  Eastern — not 
Western,  as  I  said  just  now — portion  of 
Borneo  upon  the  map  which  I  have  the 
advantage  of  possessing,  and  which  was 
issued  by  the  Company  itself.  The  ter- 
ritories are  here  very  distinctly  marked. 
The  River  Pandassan  is  carefully  shown 
on  the  map,  and  the  part  of  which  the 
Sultan  of  Brunei  was  in  possession  is 
coloured  blue,  while  the  part  of  which 
the  Sultan  of  Sulu  was  in  possession  is 
coloured  red  (exhibiting  a  map).    The 
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House  even  at  this  distance  will  see 
how  large  is  the  proportion  of  the  terri- 
tories in  the  occupation  of  the  Sultan 
of  Sulu  to  those  in  the  occupation  of 
the  Sultan  of  Brunei.  Well,  Sir,  Baron 
Overbeck  seems  to  have  been  a  clever 
and  discreet  Agent.  Finding  after  he 
bad  got  this  grant  that  the  Sultan  of 
Brunei  had  very  little  power  to  bestow 
it  upon  him,  Baron  Overbeck  went  off 
to  the  Sultan  of  Sulu,  and  he  found  that 
the  Sultan  of  Sulu  was  in  very  un- 
pleasant circumstances,  because  he  was 
in  revolt  at  the  time  against  the  Govern- 
ment of  Spain  who  claimed  him  as  its 
Vassal,  and  asserted  its  rights  of  Sove- 
reignity over  the  whole  of  his  territory 
and  possessions.  Not  only  was  the 
Sultan  of  Sulu  at  war  with  the  Govern- 
ment of  Spain,  but  he  was  getting  very 
much  the  worst  of  it.  He  was  nearly 
at  his  last  extremity,  and,  in  fact,  about 
six  months  after  the  visit  of  Baron 
Overbeck  he  had  to  surrender  at  discre- 
tion and  to  give  up  the  whole  of  his 
territory  to  Spain.  He  claimed  to  be 
entitled  to  the  whole  of  the  territory, 
not  only  to  the  part  of  which  he  was 
actually  in  occupation,  but  even  the 
small  portion  still  in  the  occupation  of 
the  Sultan  of  Brunei,  by  reason  of  a 
erant  made  to  him  some  years  before 
by  the  Sultan  of  Brunei,  and  he  was  in 
actual  occupation  of  the  whole  of  the 
territory  from  the  River  Pandassandown 
to  a  point  south  of  the  grant  made  to 
Baron  Overbeck — in  point  of  fact,  the 
whole  of  the  coast  opposite  the  Archi- 
pelago of  Sulu.  There  was  a  small 
Sortion  of  territory  in  the  hands  of  in- 
epoudent  Chieftians  who  recognized 
the  Sovereignty  of  neither  one  Sultan 
nor  the  other.  The  position  of  the 
Sultan  of  Sulu  was  an  extraordinary 
one,  because,  in  the  first  instance,  he  was 
at  war  with  Spain,  who  claimed  the 
right  of  Sovereignty  over  his  territory. 
I  hope  the  House  will  not  be  led  astray 
by  the  immense  amount  of  Papers  which 
appear  in  the  Blue  Book  which  have 
relation  to  the  rights  of  Sovereignty  of 
Spain  over  the  Sultan  of  Sulu.  I  dare 
say  that  more  than  half  the  Blue  Books 
contain  Papers  bearing  upon  that  ques- 
tion— a  question  clearly  introduced  in 
order  to  complicate  the  matter  a  little ;  but 
it  really  has  very  little  to  do  with  the 
subject.  As,  however,  the  question  of 
the  Sovereignty  of  Spain  is  likely  to  be 
inade  the  subject  of  discussion  in  this 
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House,  I  hope  the  House  will  pardon 
me  if  I  very  shortly  and  concisely  state 
how  the  claims  of  Spain  to  Sovereignty 
over  Sulu  stood  at  that  time.  Within 
the  last  century — between  1761  and  1769 
— there  have  been  Treaties  concluded 
with  the  East  India  Company,  and  those 
Treaties  have  lapsed.  They  have  lapsed 
according  to  the  admission  of  liord 
Derby  himself  in  the  despatch  he  wrote 
to  the  German  Government  in  1876 ;  but, 
strange  to  say,  these  Treaties  have  been 
reinstated  by  the  present  Government 
on  behalf  of  the  North  Borneo  Company, 
and  they  were  quoted  in  the  despatches 
last  year  as  if  they  really  existed,  not- 
withstanding the  fact  that  many  years 
before  a  Minister  of  the  Crown  had 
declared  in  a  public  document  that  these 
Treaties  had  lapsed.  In  1836,  the  Sultan 
of  Sulu  entered  into  a  Treaty  with  Spain 
— and  here,  again.  Her  Majesty's  Go- 
vernment in  their  recent  despatches  have 
made  a  statement  which  is  absolutely 
incorrect.  They  said  that  from  the  do- 
minions of  the  Sultan  of  Sulu,  as  defined 
in  the  Treaty  of  1836,  the  mainland  of 
Borneo  was  expressly  excepted.  Now, 
that  is  not  true.  If  you  look  at  the 
Treaty  of  1836,  there  is  an  exception  of 
the  dominions  of  the  Sultan  in  North 
Borneo ;  but  it  is  that  part  of  his  do- 
minions so  excepted  from  the  guarantee 
of  protection  which  the  Spanish  Govern- 
ment gave  to  him  fbr  the  whole  of  the 
rest  of  his  dominions.  The  Protectorate 
is  not  to  extend  to  the  mainland  of 
Borneo ;  but  there  is  not  one  word  in 
the  Treaty  of  1836  which  would  bear 
the  construction  that  either  of  the  con- 
tracting parties  said  the  dominions  of 
the  Sultan  of  Sulu  would  not  extend  to 
North  Borneo.  The  Government  in  their 
despatches  wisely  omit  all  reference  to  the 
stipulations  entered  into  in  1 850,  which 
were  expressly  declared  to  be  explana- 
tory of  the  Treaty  of  1836,  and  in  which 
it  is  so  distinctly  laid  down  in  the  2nd  Ar- 
ticle of  the  Treaty,  that  of  the  territories 
tributary  to  the  Sultan  he  shall  not  cede 
any  part  without  the  previous  consent  of 
Her  Catholic  Maj  esty .  With  this  should 
be  understood  the  Convention  of  1836. 
Whatever  opinion  there  may  be  upon 
that  subject,  no  doubt,  in  1851,  the 
Sultan  of  Sulu  entered  into  a  Treaty  of 
re- submission  to  the  Sovereignty  of  the 
Spanish  Crown.  In  that  Treaty  he 
acknowledged  the  whole  of  his  territories 
and  possessions  to  be  an  integral  part  of 
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the  Dominions  of  the  Spanish  Grown. 
The  best  proof  of  that  contention  on  the 
part  of  the  Spaniards  at  that  time  is, 
that  in  1849  an  attempt  was  made  by 
Sir  James  Brooke  to  conclude  a  Treaty 
between  the  Sultan  of  Sulu  and   the 
British  Government ;  but,  although  that 
Treaty  was  signed,  it  was  never  ratified, 
and  it  was  never  ratified  because  the 
Spanish  Government  protested  that  the 
Sultan  of  Sulu  was  incompetent,  at  that 
time,  to  conclude  a  Treaty  with  the  Go- 
vernment of  Great  Britain  because  of 
his  obligations  to  the  Government  of 
Spain.     This  protest  on  the  part  of  the 
Spanish  Government  produced  such  an 
effect    on    the    Government    of   Great 
Britain  that  they  never  attempted  to 
ratify  the  Treaty  ;  and  yet,  although  it 
will  hardly  be  believed,  the  present  Go- 
vernment have  raked  up  this  Treaty  of 
1849,   which   was    never  ratified,   and 
have  spoken  of  it  in  the  recent  despatches 
in  the  interests  of  the  North  Borneo 
Company  as  if  it  was  an  existing  Treaty, 
and  a  Treaty  the  validity  of  which  was 
admitted  by  aU  parties.    Now,  I  do  not 
know  a  stronger  example  of  the  in- 
accuracy into  which  their  zeal  in  defence 
of    the    North    Borneo    Company  has 
dragged  the  Foreign  Office  of  this  coun- 
try.   That  being  the  Treaty  of  1 86 1 ,  and 
the  act  of  re-submission  being  most  dis- 
tinctly declared,  I  think  the  whole  of 
the  dominions  of  the  Sultan   of  Sulu 
were   incorporated  with  the  Crown   of 
Spain.     Afterwards,  the  Sultan  of  Sulu 
thought  fit  to  rebel,   and  between  the 
years  1870  and  1877  there  was  an  active 
rebellion  going  on  on  the  part  of  the 
Sultan  of  Sulu   against  the  Crown  of 
Spain.     A   sort  of  desultory  war   was 
carried   on,    and   Spain,    among    other 
proceedings,  thought  fit  to  declare  that 
the    Archipelago    of    Sulu   was    in    a 
state  of  blockade,  and  to  prohibit  the 
vessels    of    any   country  from   trading 
with  Sulu  without  obtaining  permission 
to  trade  with   them.     In  carrying  out 
this  so-called  blockade,  the  Spanish  Go- 
vernment went  so  far  as  to  seize  a  cer- 
tain number  of  German  vessels,  and  to 
detain    one    or    two    English    vessels. 
Against  this  act  of  the  Government  of 
Spain  a  most  resolute  protest  was  made 
in   1876,  both   by  the   Government  of 
Great  Britain  and  by  that  of  Germany, 
and,  after  a  considerable  amount  of  ne- 
gotiation, a  Protocol  was  agreed  to,  in 
1877,  in  which  the  question  of  Sove- 


reignty was  purposely  left  unmentioned, 
and  in  which  none  of  the  contracting 
parties  committed    themselves   to    any 
opinion.    The  Protocol  was  drawn  up 
as  a  modus  vivendi  in  order  to  put  a  stop 
to  the  illegal  and  arbitrary  acts  of  the 
Spanish   Government  with    regard    to 
foreign  vessels.     It  was  urged  by  the 
Governments  of  Great  Britain  and  Ger- 
many that,  even  assuming  that  Spain 
had  .the  rights  of  a  Sovereign,  such  a 
thing  as  the  blockade  of  a  whole  archi- 
pelago, where  no  effective  Naval  Force 
was  maintained  to  make  the  blockade 
real,  was   unheard  of    among  foreign 
nations,  and  that  Spain  had  no  right  to 
exclude  shipping  except  from  those  parts 
of  the  archipelago  in  which  they  were 
in  real  and  effective  occupation.    It  was 
to  put  a  stop  to  the  existing  state  of 
things  that  the  Protocol  was  agreed  to. 
The  substance  of  the  Protocol  of  1877 
was  an  agreement  that  the  pretensions 
of  Spain  should  be   confined  to  those 
parts  of  the  archipelago  of  which  she 
was  in  naval  possession,  and  that  there 
should  be  no  attempt  to  blockade  other 
parts  where  she  had  no  Naval  Force. 
The  question  of  Sovereignty  was  never 
raised  at  all,  but  was  very  properly  lefb 
out.     It  is  quite  true  that  at  tnat  time 
Great  Britain  refused  to  recognize  the 
Sovereignty  of  Spain  over  Sulu ;  and  it 
was    quite    right,   because  Spain  had 
de  facto  no    possessions  in  the   archi- 
pelago.    The  Sultan  of   Sulu  was  in 
active  rebellion  and  revolt  against  the 
Spanish  Crown.      He  denied  that  he 
was  a  Vassal  of  Spain,  and   de  facto 
the    Sovereignty   was  not  established. 
Therefore,  Her   Majesty's  Government 
were  acting  with  perfect  propriety,  and 
within  the  recognized  Law  of  Nations. 
But   wiU  the   House  believe  that  the 
Protocol  of  1877,  concluded  under  these 
circumstances^  has  been  raked  up  in  the 
interest  of  the  North  Borneo  Company 
by  Her  Majesty's  present  Government, 
as  if  it  were  a  declaration  that  at  that 
time  Her  Majesty's    Government    dis- 
puted the  validity  of  the  Treaty  of  1851, 
and  the  validity  of  the  Spanish  Crown 
over  the  territories  of  Sulu  ?    I  am  very 
much  obliged  to  the  House  for  the  kind- 
ness with  which  it  has  listened  to  this 
rather  dull  statement  about  the  position 
of  affairs  in  Sulu.     When  Baron  Over- 
beck  ariived  there,  he  found  the  Island 
in  a  state  of  great  trouble,  and  he  made 
use  of  the  embarrassed  position  of  the 
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Saltan  to  tbe  ntmost  extent.  He  in- 
yited  him  to  make  a  cession  of  all  his 
territory,  and  ofifered  him  the  sum  of 
t3,000,  or  rather  less  than  £600  or  £700 
a-year,  for  the  whole  of  his  500  or  600 
miles  of  coast.  I  do  not  know  whether 
he  knew  that  the  Sultan  of  Brunei  had 
about  10  times  that  amount,  with  a 
much  smaller  coast  line.  The  Sultan  of 
Sulu  did  not  like  to  part  with  his  pos- 
sessions at  the  price  offered  to  him. 
Baron  Overbeck  then  said — 

*'  It  does  not  matter  much  whether  yoa  make 
the  concessioD  or  not,  because,  in  the  first  place, 
the  Sultan  of  Brunei  is  going  to  resume  pos- 
session of  all  these  territories  which  he  claims 
as  his  own  ;  and,  in  the  second  place,  I  am  told 
that  the  Captain  General  of  the  Phillipines 
is  assembling  a  groat  force  in  order  to  attack 
you  in  Sulu,  and  in  a  short  time  you  will  be 
wiped  out  altogether.'' 

This  statement  was  verified  by  the  sub- 
sequent conduct  of  the  Captain  General 
of  the  Phillipine  Islands.  Baron  Over- 
beck  increased  his  offer  from  83,000  to 
S5,000  a-year,  and  the  Sultan  of  Sulu, 
being  in  this  tribulation,  thought  it  was 
better  to  take  what  he  could  get,  and, 
therefore,  he  made  the  cession  on  the 
22nd  of  January,  1878,  by  which  he 
granted  to  Messrs.  Dent  and  Overbeck 
the  whole  of  the  territory  from  the 
Pandassan  Kiver  down  to  the  most 
Southern  point  of  the  Western  Ooast, 
opposite  the  great  harbour  of  Sandakan, 
in  as  absolute  Sovereignty  as  the  Sultan 
of  Brunei  subsequently  granted  the 
rest  of  the  ooast.  Within  exactly  six 
months  after  the  grant  of  Sovereignty  to 
Messrs.  Dent  and  Overbeck,  the  Sultan 
signed  a  Treaty  of  Capitulation,  and 
surrendered  the  whole  of  his  dominions 
to  the  Spanish  Government.  The  Go- 
vernment of  Spain  informed  Baron 
Overbeck  on  the  very  same  day  what 
had  been  done,  and  the  Sultan,  no 
doubt  at  the  instigation  of  his  con- 
querors, revoked  his  g^ant,  and  recalled 
all  the  Sovereign  powers  he  had  con- 
ferred upon  Messrs.  Dent  and  Over- 
beck, informing  Baron  Overbeck  that  if 
he  wished  to  make  a  further  negotiation, 
he  must  negotiate  with  the  Captain 
General  of  the  Phillipines,  although 
that  was  before  the  Foreign  Office  had 
any  application  made  to  them  for  a 
Charter.  Yet,  at  this  moment.  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Government  are  asserting  that 
i)aron  Overbeck  or  Mr.  Dent — forBaron 
Overbeck  is  now  lost  sight  of —that  Mr. 
Dent  was    now    exercising   Sovereign 
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authority  in  Sulu,  notwithstanding  the 
fact  that  in  1878  the  Sultan  of  Sulu  with- 
drew all  authority  from  him .  It  was  in  the 
early  part  of  1878  that  Mr.  Dent  first 
wrote  to  the  Foreign  Office ;  but  though 
a  letter — and  a  very  cautions  letter — 
was  written,  first  by  Mr.  E.  Dent,  and 
then  by  Mr.  Alfred  Dent,  to  the  Foreign 
Office,  the  House  will  observe  that  they 
carefully  abstained  from  asking  for  a 
Charter.  They  only  say  that  some  ap* 
plication  is  going  to  be  made,  asking 
the  Foreign  Office  to  reserve  its  decision 
until  they  had  an  opportunity  of  giving 
further  information ;  and  although  Baron 
Overbeck  appears  to  have  returned  from 
the  East  in  August  or  September,  1878, 
it  was  not  untU  the  2nd  of  December, 
1878,  that  any  application  was  made  to 
Her  Majesty's  Government  for  a  Charter 
I  do  not  know  if  the  Foreign  Office  is 
in  possession  of  any  information  as  to 
why  this  delay  took  place.  It  is,  how- 
ever, a  remarkable  fact.  Here  are  people 
wanting  a  Charter,  knowing  that  the 
Crown  of  Spain  has  asserted  its  Sove- 
reignty over  a  great  portion  of  the  terri- 
tory over  which  they  want  a  Charter, 
and  yet  they  delay  until  the  2nd  of  De- 
cember making  any  formal  application 
to  Her  Majesty's  Government  for  a 
Charter.  Can  the  Under  Secretary  of 
State,  or  any  Member  of  Her  Majesty's 
Government,  explain  why  this  delay 
took  place  ?  And  is  a  rumour  which  I 
have  heard  true,  that  the  reason  for  the 
delay  was  that  Baron  Overbeck,  who 
was  an  Austrian  subject,  took  his  con- 
cession in  the  first  instance  to  the  Go- 
vernment of  Austria,  and  when  the  Go- 
vernment of  Austria  refused  the  respon- 
sibility which  the  Government  of  Great 
Britain  has  now  undertaken,  he  carried 
his  concession  to  the  Emperor  of  Ger- 
many, and  had  a  correspondence  with 
Prince  Bismarck ;  and  it  was  not  until 
this  cession  of  the  Northern  part  of  the 
Island  of  Borneo  had  been  hawked 
about,  first  to  the  Government  of  Aus- 
tria, and  then  to  the  Government  of 
Germany,  neither  of  whom  would  look 
at  the  proposal  for  a  moment,  that  it 
found  its  way  in  the  form  of  an  appli- 
cation for  a  Charter  to  the  British  Go- 
vernment? And  the  statement  which 
has  been  made  to  me  by  many  different 
persons  is,  that  the  responsibility  for 
the  grant  of  this  Charter  really  rests 
with  the  late  Secretary  of  State  for 
Foreign  Affairs  (the  Marquess  of  Sali^ 
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bnry).  I  sappose  that  people  thought 
I  might  be  induced  not  to  bring  uiis 
matter  before  the  House  of  OommonB 
if  I  were  made  to  think  that  in  so  doing 
I  should  oppose  the  policy  of  the  Mar- 
quess of  Salisbury.  I  am  glad  to  have 
an  opportunity  of  showing  my  indepen- 
dence on  this  occasion ;  but  I  may  sav 
that  the  Papers  on  this  subject  furnish 
the  most  direct  proof  that  the  Marquess 
of  Salisbury  and  the  late  GK>Temment 
had  not  committed  themselves  in  any 
way  whatever  to  the  g^nting  of  this 
Oharter.  I  find  that  it  is  quite  true  that 
in  1879,  while  the  late  Gk>yemment  was 
still  in  Office,  a  formal  protest  was  made 
to  the  Gbyemment  of  Spain,  and  on  the 
spot,  in  the  Sulu  Archipelago,  against 
the  assumption  of  Spanish  authority  and 
Spanish  Sovereignty  in  North  Borneo ; 
buty  at  the  same  time,  it  was  publicly 
stated  both  to  the  Government  of  Spain 
and  in  the  villages  upon  the  coast  of 
North  Borneo  itself,  that  there  was  no 
reference  to  the  cession  made  by  the 
Sultan  of  Sulu  to  Messrs.  Dent  and 
Overbeck  in  the  protest,  and  the  pro- 
ceedings of  Messrs.  Dent  and  Overbeck 
had  not  then  received  the  Queen's  sanc- 
tion. Consequently,  when  the  protest 
against  the  assumption  of  Spanish 
Sovereignty  was  made  publidy  in  North 
Borneo,  notice  was  given  in  every  place 
that  it  had  no  connection  with  any 
Sovereigpi  right  which  had  been  con- 
ferred upon  Messrs.  Dent  and  Overbeck, 
and  which  had  not  received  the  Queen's 
sanction.  Yet  a  most  ingenious  attempt 
had  been  made  by  a  careful  juxtaposi- 
tion of  sentences  to  make  it  appear  to 
the  ordinary  reader  that  the  Marquess 
of  Salisbury  had  made  this  protest 
against  the  assumption  by  Spain  of 
Sovereign  powers  in  the  interests  of 
Messrs.  Dent  and  Overbeck,  and  that  he 
had  thereby  signified  his  approval  of 
their  assumption  of  authority.  But  that 
is  not  all.  On  January  8th,  1880,  a 
very  few  weeks  after  the  late  Govern- 
ment left  Office,  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment addressed  to  the  Government  of 
Spain  a  despatch,  in  which  they  inti- 
mated their  refusal  to  admit  the  Spanish 
Sovereignty  as  to  the  North  Ooast  of 
Borneo.     The  despatch  said — 

"  Her  Majesty's  Government  do  not  wish  it 
to  be  understood  that,  in  making  this  protest, 
they  have  in  view  the  establishment  of  any 
British  dominion  or  rights  of  Sovereignty  over 
any  portion  of  the  Island.*' 


Therefore,  as  late  as  January  the  Bth, 
1880,  we  have  an  official  record  ^at  the 
late  Government  were  not  contemplating 
any  establishment  of  British  dominion 
of  any  kind  in  the  Northern  part  of 
Borneo.  Now,  Mr.  Speaker,  in  1879 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member 
for  Bradford  (Mr.  W.  E.  Forstm*)  began 
to  be  curious  as  to  the  responsibilitiee 
which  Her  Majesty's  (Government  might 
incur  by  the  grant  of  this  Oharter.  I 
dare  say  his  own  Oolleagues  oould  give 
him  a  good  deal  of  information  as  to  the 
reeponsibilities  they  have  incurred,  and 
pernaps  even  the  curiosity  of  the  riffht 
hon.  Gentleman  has  now  entirely  die* 
appeared.  But  I  should  like  to  tell  the 
House  a  few  of  the  responsibilities 
which  Her  Majesty's  Oovemment  have 
incurred ;  and  1  will  restrict  myself  to 
three  resnonsibUities  of  a  foreign  oha*> 
raoter  and  threeof  an  internal  character. 
As  to  the  teeponsibilities  of  a  foreign 
character,  they  have  run  the  risk  of 
serious  complications  with  three  Foreign 
Governments — theGk>vemment  of  Spain, 
the  (Government  of  the  Netherlands,  and 
the  Ch)vemment  of  the  United  States  of 
America.  I  will  point  out  shortly  what 
these  responsibilities  are  in  each  of  these 
three  cases.  They  have  set  the  Govern- 
ment of  Spain  positively  at  defiance,  for 
they  have  established  a  British  Ohar- 
tered  Company  possessing  the  Sovereign 
rights  I  have  already  indicated  to  the 
House  in  a  territory  of  which  Spain 
claims  at  this  moment  to  be  (Ujure  and 
de  facto  the  Sovereign.  I  am  told  that 
recently,  within  the  last  day  or  two, 
statements  have  been  made  in  the  Oortes 
of  Madrid,  in  which  the  conduct  uf  the 
Spanish  Government  in  not  more  ac- 
tively resisting  the  usurpation  of  Her 
Majesty's  Government — for  so  it  is  called 
— has  been  seriously  called  in  question. 
The  protest  of  Spain  is  as  definite  and  as 
distinct  as  any  protest  could  be.  Although 
Her  Majesty's  Government  may  pay  no 
attention  to  a  protest  made  by  so  small 
a  Military  and  Naval  Power  as  Spain, 
they  may  be  assured  that,  had  they  ven- 
tured on  a  similar  course  in  regard  to 
Germany  or  Bussia,  their  action  would 
probably  have  resulted  in  a  war.  As 
to  the  Ghovemment  of  the  Netherlands, 
Her  Majesty's  Government  have  not,  I 
believe,  infringed  any  of  their  positive 
rights ;  but  they  have  cheated  and  they 
have  affronted  them.  When  this  North 
Borneo  Question  was  first  talked  about| 


1163        Brtiiih  Nbrih  Borneo        [COMMONS]         Companif  (Charter).         1164 


the  Heprosentative  of  the  Netherlands 
in  this  country  had  an  interview  with 
the  Marquess  of  Salisbury  on  the  24th  of 
November,  1879,  and  Count  Bylandt  was 
then  assured  that — 

"  Hot  Majesty* s  Government  has  no  present 
intention  of  assuming  any  attitude  with  respect 
to  these  territories  at  all  corresponding  to  such 
phrases  as  '  British  Dominion '  or  *  British  Pro- 
tectorate.' " 

Those  phrases,  "British  Dominion"  or 
''British  Protectorate," had  been  used  by 
Count  Bylandt  in  conversation ;  and  he 
was  assured  by  Lord  Granville,  soon  after 
the  noble  Lord  came  into  Office,  on  the 
2l8t  of  July,  1880,  that  if  the  Charter 
was  granted  to  the  North  Borneo  Com- 
pany at  all,  it  would  have  no  political 
character.  The  Dutch  Government  ap- 
pear to  have  claimed  as  a  right  that 
they  should  be  consulted  before  any 
British  Settlement  was  formed  in  the 
Island  of  which  they  were  in  actual 
occupation;  and  although,  I  believe, 
there  is  no  right  on  the  part  of  the 
Netherlands  Government  to  have  their 
leave  asked  before  a  Settlement  is 
formed,  it  is  quite  obvious  that  when 
the  greater  part  of  the  Island  of  Borneo 
is  more  or  less  in  their  possession,  and 
that  their  territory  is  actually  contiguous 
to  the  territories  which  the  Sultan  of  Sulu 
professed  to  grant  to  Messrs.  Dent  and 
Overbeck,  it  was  only  common  courtesy 
to  inform  the  Government  of  the  Nether- 
lands what  was  going  on.  Therefore, 
Lord  Granville,  on  the  10th  of  August, 
told  the  Eepresentative  of  the  Nether- 
lands, as  a  matter  of  courtesy,  but  not 
of  strict  right,  that  he  should  be  very 
happy  to  inform  him  of  the  tenour  of 
the  Charter  before  it  was  finally  ar- 
ranged. The  a.8surances  from  successive 
Secretaries  of  iState  seem  to  have  con- 
tented and  satisfied  the  Govemmeat  of 
the  Netherlands  ;  but  when,  shortly 
after,  on  the  22nd  of  January,  1881, 
they  received  certain  Papers  which  were 
circulated  by  the  North  Borneo  Com- 
pany, coutaiuiog  the  form  of  their  ap- 
plication for  a  Charter,  and  an  intimation 
that  a  Charter  of  some  kind  was  going  to 
be  given,  the  Government  of  the  Nether- 
lands again  took  alarm,  and  at  once  ad- 
dressed a  very  strong  and  earnest  des- 
patch to  the  Government  of  Great  Britain. 
They,  apparently,  thought  they  had  been 
taken  in,  for  they  had  understood  that 
the  Charter  was  to  be  strictly  of  a  com- 
mtteial  oharaoter.    For  that  they  were 


rather  called  to  task  by  the  Foreign 
Secretary.  Instead  of  waiting  for  uie 
official  documents  which  he  nad  pro- 
mised them,  they  had  been  so  foolish  as 
to  be  alarmed  at  a  mere  draft  and  un- 
official Papers.  Finally,  on  the  8th  of 
August,  1881,  the  Gt>vemment  of  Great 
Britain  sent  to  the  Government  of  the 
Netherlands  a  draft  of  the  Charter 
which  is  substantially  identical  with  the 
Charter  finally  granted,  and  asked  them 
within  three  days  to  be  good  enough  to 
state  any  objection  they  might  have. 
That  was  rather  hurrying  the  Nether- 
lands Government,  considering  that  the 
Charter  had  been  under  the  considera- 
tion of  the  Government  for  so  many 
years.  But  they  seem  in  the  Nether- 
lands to  be  able  to  do  things  with  more 
dispatch  than  we  can  in  this  country, 
because,  on  the  11th  of  August,  only 
three  days  after  the  despatch  m>m  GFreat 
Britain,  they  sent  a  most  admirable 
despatch,  which*  pointed  out,  beyond 
all  controversy,  the  political  character  of 
the  undertaking.  They  complained  of 
the  way  by  which  they  had  been  hood- 
winked by  the  assurances  of  the  British 
Government;  and  they  earnestly  pro- 
tested against  such  a  Charter  being 
granted,  and  prayed  Her  Majesty's  Go- 
vernment would  not  think  of  doing  so 
without  giving  full  weight  to  the  objec- 
tion they  had  made.  Her  Majesty's 
GovemmoDt  had  not  the  courtesy  to 
answer  that  despatch.  The  Charter  was 
not  granted  until  the  month  of  Novem- 
ber; this  despatch  was  written  on  the 
11th  of  August;  and  yet,  although  the 
Government  had  the  whole  of  the  time 
from  the  11th  of  August  until  the  9th 
or  10th  of  November,  they  never  had 
the  courtesy  to  answer  the  despatch. 
The  first  answer  the  Dutch  Government 
received  was  the  publication  of  the 
Charter  in  The  London  Oatette,  That  was 
a  very  courteous  mode  of  treating  a 
Foreign  Government.  They  protested ; 
and  they  had  a  letter,  or  despatch,  £rom 
the  Secretary  of  State,  written  after  the 
Charter  had  been  granted,  in  which  the 
whole  story  was  reiterated — namely, 

''The  British  Government  assumes  no  Sove- 
reign rights  in  Borneo ;  and,  indeed,  the  Char- 
ter contemplates  the  appointment  of  British 
Consuls  in  the  territories  of  the  Company," 

A  proof  that  the  British  Gt)vernment  as- 
sumes no  Sovereign  rights  in  Borneo  is 
stated  to  be  that  **  the  Charter  contem- 
plates the  appointment  of  British  Con- 
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Bula  in  the  territory  of  the  Company." 
Will  the  House  believe  that  the  Charter 
contemplates  nothing  of  the  kind^  and 
that  the  statement  made  to  the  Nether- 
lands Government  was  the  grossest — I 
might  almost  say  the  most  impudent — 
inaccuracy  ?  What  the  Charter  does 
contemplate  is,  that  the  officers  of  the 
North  Borneo  Company  shall  be  ap- 
pointed by  Her  Majesty's  Government 
to  be  her  officers,  to  exercise  her  extra- 
territorial rights ;  not  that  British  Con- 
suls shall  be  appointed  to  act  in  North 
Borneo  as  they  would  act  in  the  domi- 
nions of  a  Foreign  Power.  The  paid 
servants  of  the  very  Company  are  to  be 
made  the  Ministers  of  the  Queen  of 
England  for  the  purpose  of  exercising 
her  extra-territorial  jurisdiction  ;  and 
that  being  the  fact  in  the  case  of  the 
British  Government,  they  have  the  cool 
audacity  to  tell  the  Netherlands  Govern- 
ment there  is  no  int'Cntion  to  assume 
Sovereign  rights  in  Borneo.  Well,  it 
suits,  of  course,  the  Government  of  the 
Netherlands  to  accept  a  statement  of 
this  kind,  though  I  have  no  doubt  they 
see  well  enough  that  it  is  not  true,  be- 
cause the  statement  being  made  in 
despatches  by  the  Secretary  of  State  for 
Foreign  Affairs,  it  will  be  convenient  to 
refer  to  it  hereafter.  The  third  Power 
with  which  you  have  got  into  complica- 
tion is  more  formidable  than  those  I 
have  mentioned — namely,  the  United 
States  of  America.  I  think  I  have  a 
right  to  complain  of  the  insufficiency  of 
the  Papers  which  have  been  laid  before 
Parliament  by  the  Under  Secretary  of 
State,  because  I  hold  in  my  hand  what 
I  believe  to  be  an  authentic  document, 
which  purports  to  be  a  despatch  from 
Mr.  Treacher,  Her  Majesty's  Consul 
General  at  Labuan,  to  Mr.  Read,  of 
Singapore,  who  is  Agent  General  of 
Messrs.  Dent  and  Overbeck,  and  their 
representative  in  that  country.  In 
this  despatch  I  find  a  copy  of  a  cor- 
respondence which  had  passed  between 
Commodore  Shufeldt,  of  the  United 
States  Navy,  and  Mr.  Read,  wherein 
the  Commodore  informed  Mr.  Read 
that— 

**  The  United  States  Government  do  not 
reckon  the  Sultan  of  Borneo  is  competent  to 
make  cessions  of  territory  to  private  individuals 
or  Companies  in  disparagement  of  the  stipula- 
tions in  his  Treaty  with  the  United  States." 

I   find   another  piece  of  information — 
namely,  that  the  Sultan  had  addressed  a 


letter  to  the  President  of  the  United 

States,  in  which  His  Highness,   while 

asserting  his  right,  as  an  independent 

Prince,  to  cede  portions  of  his  territory, 

assured    the    President     that    Messrs. 

Dent  and  Overbeck  were  aware  of  the 

Treaty  obligations  when  they  obtained 

the  cession ;  and  I  find  from  the  post- 

cript  that  Mr.  Treacher,  as  was  his  duty, 

reported  to  Her  Majesty's  Government 

what  had  taken  place  in  the  matter. 

[Sir  Charles  W.  Dilke  :  What  was  the 

date  of  that  ?]    The  8th  of  March,  1880. 

I  have  also  in  my  hand  a  copy  of  what 

alleges  to  be  a  copy  of  the  letter  of  the 

Sultan  of  Brunei  to  the  President  of  the 

United  States  of  America,  and  I  have 

a  copy  of  a  letter  of  the  President  of 

the    United  States  of   America,   dated 

the  8th  of  June,  1880,  in  which  occurs 

the  passage — 

**  Tho  letter  addressed  to  your  Highness  by 
Commodore  Shaf  eldt,  a  copy  of  which  has  been 
sent  to  the  proper  department  of  the  conntry, 
does  not  appear  to  differ  from  my  views  upon 
the  subject.  The  objection  to  which  that  officer 
advances  relates  to  those  grants  of  land  which 
are  coupled  with  such  exclusive  privileges  as 
seem  to  conflict  with  Articles  of  the  'Ireaty 
between  the  country  and  Borneo." 

Some  see  by  this  that  there  has  been 
some  controversy,  not  brought  to  the 
knowledge  of  the  House,  in  the  official 
Papers  between  the  United  States  of 
America  and  the  Agent  General  of 
Messrs.  Dent  and  Overbeck,  a  contro- 
versy in  which  the  United  States  appear 
to  have  got  the  best  of  it.  I  have  also 
a  copy  of  the  Treaty  of  Friendship, 
Navigation,  and  Commerce  between  the 
United  States  of  America  and  the  Sultan 
of  Brunei,  and,  looking  at  the  Treaty, 
which  secures  for  the  citizens  of  the 
United  States  of  America  perfect  liberty 
to  reside  and  trade  in  the  dominions  of 
the  Sultan  of  Brunei,  which  says  that  no 
article  is  to  be  prohibited  from  importa- 
tion by  the  Sultan  of  Brunei,  which 
forbids  the  Sultan  of  Brunei  to  levy  any 
duty  on  the  exportation  of  any  article  of 
Borneo  growth,  and  which  restricts  the 
amount  of  duty  to  be  levied  on  American 
shipments,  I  think  there  is  a  great  deal 
in  what  the  President  of  the  United 
States  says  as  to  the  power  of  the  Com- 
pany, for  revenue  purposes,  to  create  a 
monopoly  of  spirits,  opium,  tobacco,  or 
salt,  in  the  face  of  the  rights  secured  to 
the  American  citizens  by  Treaty.  I  do 
not  think  your  Charter  is  worth  the 
paper  on  which  it  is  written.     How  cau 
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the  Oompany,  under  the  povers  of  tho  adjective  which  is  always  applied  to  the 
Ohartar  they  have  received  from  the  word  "slavery"  by  people  who  wish 
Queen,  place  a  monopoly  on  the  cultiva-  to  excuse  the  wickedness  of  the  institu- 
tion of  opiuni,  when,  by  the  Treaty  with  tion.  I  do  not  find  that  the  Qovemment 
the  Sultan  of  Brunei,  the  citizens  of  have  taken  any  pains  to  inform  them- 
America  have  the  most  perfect  liberty  to  selves  as  to  the  nature  of  the  slaveiy 
grow  anything  they  like,  or  cany  on  any  which  exists  in  the  Island  of  Borneo.  I 
private  trade  ?  So  much  for  the  wm-  do  not  find  that  they  have  either  asked 
plioalions,  or  possible  complications,  or  received  any  information  &om  their 
with  the  United  States  of  America,  own  officers  upon  the  subject.  I  should 
Now  I  will  refer  to  three  internal  re-  like  the  House  to  allow  me  to  read  to  it 
sponsibilities.  In  the  first  place,  what  the  only  information  which  I  have  been 
are  you  going  to  do  with  the  British  able  to  obtain  amongst  all  this  mass  of 
subjects  resident  in  Borneo  ?  By  Treaty  Papers,  as  to  the  character  of  the  slavery 
with  the  Sultan  of  Brunei,  Her  Majesty  which  exists  in  the  territories  in  ques- 
the  Queen  enjoys  extra-territorial  juris-  tion.  The  information  was  derived  from 
diction.  Are  you  going  to  appoint  Con-  one  of  the  Agents  of  the  North  Borneo 
Buls,  as  you  told  the  Netherlands  Qo-  Company,  who,  in  page  225  of  the  first 
vemment,  or  are  you  going,  in  aocord-  Blue  Book,  describes  the  etato  of  things 
ance  with  the  clause  in  the  Treaty,  to  which  existed  in  1878  when  the  Corn- 
make  the  paid  officers  of  the  British  pany  first  took  possession  of  these  terri- 
North  Borneo  Company  the  Queen's  tories,  at  a  place  called  Elopura,  which  is 
Bepresentatives  F  If  you  appoint  the  in  Sandakan  Harbour,  the  head-quarten 
officers  of  the  Company  to  discharge  the  of  the  authorities  of  the  Sultan  of  Sulu ; 
duties  of  the  Queen,  will  not  the  decep-  and  therefore  what  is  described  took 
tion  of  your  scheme  become  so  gross,  vlaee  in  the  most  civilized  part  of  ths 
that  neither  the  Dutoh  in  Holland,  nor  Island.  Mr.  Pryce  says — 
your  Liberal  supporters  here  will  be  ••  su,,^ -^  nmpmt.  SUve  boat.  «M>fsin. 
able  to  shut  their  eyes  to  the  fact  that  in^  drfroes  of  unfortunate  starved  wretcho*,  to 
you  have  established  British  superiority  such  a  HUte  that  it  timu  one's  stomach  to  look 
in  Borneo  ?  What  are  you  going  to  do  ■'  thom,  covered  with  botob  Rnd  ulcere,  and 
with  the  Hulilnptfl  of  Fornio-n  HlntBH  ?  many  of  whom  died,  were  frequently  to  b«  sean 
mu  .  ■  lu  ■•  I  -^  .;?,.  °^"^  here  (Elopura)  or  in  UiB  Kina  Batangan.  Rob- 
That  IS  the  second  ret-ponsibility.  The  tery  was  a«  rife.  Creesea  wore  drawi  upon  the 
Citizens  of  America  also,  by  Treaty,  en-  slightogt  occasion.  Slaves  wote  used  in  the  most 
joy  extra-territorial  jurisdiction.  Ishoidd  atrocious  way,  being  occasionally  cut  down  or 
think  it  very  probable  that  the  citizens  thrashed,  and  afterwards  hnving  mashed  green 
Of  the  Netherlands,  of  Germany,  and,  ^^^^'  '"^^"^  ■"*"  ""«  '"""'•^" 
indeed,  of  most  other  European  Powers,  That  is  all  the  information  to  be  derived 
will  enjoy,  or  claim,  extra-territorial  from  these  Blue  Books  as  to  the  character 
jurisdiction;  and,  certainly,  the  subjects  of  the  domestic  slavery  existing  in  the 
of  the  King  of  Spain  will  not  consent  to  Harbour  of  Sandakan;  and  if  that  is  the 
submit  to  the  jurisdiction  of  the  Queen,  nature  of  the  slavery  in  the  Harbour  of 
Who  is  going  to  exercise  jurisdiction  Sandakan,  what  may  you  expect  in  the 
over  the  subjects  of  Foreign  Powers  who  more  remote  parts  of  the  territory  whore 
may  be  domiciled  in  North  Borneo  f  By  the  Sultan  of  Sulu  or  the  Sultan  of 
your  Charier,  for  example,  all  foreigners  Brunei  exert  no  effective  authority  f 
are  forbidden  to  holdslaves.  Supposes  That  being  the  charactor  of  the  slavery 
Spaniard,  or  a  Dutch  subject,  or  a  citizen  which  exists,  the  Agents  of  the  Com- 
of  the  United  States,  asserts  a  right  to  pany  who  will  probably  be  mode  the 
possess  domestic  slaves  within  the  terri-  officers  of  the  Queen,  will  have  to  roga- 
tory of  North  Borneo,  how  would  you  late,  to  govern,  and  to  protect  the  insti- 
interfere  in  the  matter  ?  Will  it  be  by  tution  of  davery.  ["  Why?  "]  Why! 
negotiations  through  your  Company,  or  Because  by  the  Charter  they  are  bound 
viU  it  be  by  direct  negotiations  with  the  to  observe  the  existing  customs.  Slavery 
Powers  themselves?  And  this  brings  being  an  institution  they  will  have  to 
me  to  the  most  serious  of  the  difficulties  protect  it  and  legislate  for  it,  and  the 
in  which  your  Charter  has  landed  you,  only  restriction  in  the  Charter  ia  one 
and  that  is  the  question  of  Slavery.  I  which  the  Company  tlLeauelves  pro* 
obaorre  that  in  Uie  Charter  it  is  called  posed.  The  Gtivemment  seem  to  have 
"DomMtia  alavflry."  "  Domeatio  "  is  an  thought  little  of  the  question  of  Slaveiy. 
Jfr.  0$rtt 
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The  only  restriction  in  the  Oharter  is 
that— 

"  The  Company  shall  to  the  best  of  its  power 
discourage,  and  as.i^  as  may  be  practicable 
abolish  b^  degrees,  any  system  of  domestic  ser- 
ritode  existing  among  the  tribes." 

And  80  in  the  interval,  at  all  events,  the 
system  of  domestic  slavery  is  to  he  main- 
tained and  legislated  for  by  officers  of  a 
Company  who  will  probably  be  the 
officers  of  the  Queen ;  and  this  has  to  be 
done  nnder  a  flag  which  is  to  be  dis- 
tinctly British  in  its  character  and  ap- 
proved by  the  Secretary  of  State  and 
the  Lords  Commissioners  of  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Admiralty.  I  will  just  call  the 
attention  of  the  House  to  what  were 
the  opinions  of  the  Prime  Minister  in 
reference  to  this  question  of  domestic 
slavery  in  the  case  of  the  Colony  of  Fiji. 
In  1874  the  right  hon.  Oentleman  op- 
posed a  Motion  made  in  this  House  by 
the  hon.  Member  for  Lambeth  (Mr.  W. 
M'Arthur),  praying  the  Crown  of  Eng- 
land to  take  over  Fiji  upon  the  expressed 
ground  that  the  institution  of  slav^  was 
existing  in  Fiji,  and  that  the  C&own 
of  England  could  not  countenance  the 
continuance  of  such  an  institution. 
[Mr.  Oladstoke:  Could  not  assume 
dominion].  I  will  quote  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman's  exact  words — 

"  We  are  to  ^  in  upon  the  recommendation 
of  the  Commissioners,  who,  instead  of  saying 
that  slavery  is  to  be  put  down,  tell  us  distinctly 
that  it  is  to  be  maintained  and  allowed,  and  loft 
to  take  its  own  course.  We  are  to  wink  at  it ; 
we  are  to  know  and  allow  it  to  exist,  and  allow 
those  interested  in  it  to  use  every  means  in  thoir 
power  to  maintain  it,  and  allow  it  to  exist  upon 
this  basis — that  this  slavery  which  we  are  to 
ffo  in  and  recognize  is  in  these  Islands  the 
foundation  of  social  order.  If  you  accept  the 
Motion  of  my  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for 
Lambeth,  it  will  bind  you  to  place  the  Crown 
of  England  in  relation  of  sovereignty  over  a 
savage  race,  among  whom  slavery  exists,  and 
with  respect  to  whom  our  own  Commissioners 
inform  us  that  that  slavery  is  the  basis  of  social 
order."— [3  Hansard,  ccxxi.  1286.] 

Now,  may  I  show  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man and  the  House  what  Her  Majesty's 
ofEcers  holding  Her  Majesty's  commis- 
sion in  North  Borneo  will  have  to  do, 
because  the  Charter  contemplates  that 
the  officers  of  the  Company  are  to  be 
made  the  officers  of  the  Crown  for  the 
purpose  of  exercising  her  extra-territorial 
jurisdiction  ?  This  is  what  they  are  to 
do,  and  this  is  the  refutation  respecting 
slavery  made  by  the  Sovereign  Company 
on  the  27th  of  October,  1881— 


"In  the  otse  of  the  KatiTes  of  Sahsh,  sU 
NatiiTSs  absoonding  will,  for  the  present,  be  re- 
turned, unless  they  can  (a)  purdhase  their  free- 
dom for  a  sum  to  oe  fixed  mm  time  to  time  by 
a  Basident  of  the  district,  sabjeot  to  Uie  approval 
of  the  Governor,  or  (b)  oan  prove  that  they  are 
omdly  treated  by  th«r  mastsft,  in  which  oaae 
they  will  become  free  men." 

So  that  these  officers  of  the  Company 
whom  yon  are  going  to  make  officers  <n 
the  British  Crown  will  acyudicate  upon 
the  case  of  these' wretched  slaves,  some* 
times  as  rejpresentatives  of  Her  Majeshr 
and  sometmies  as  officers  of  the  North 
British  Borneo  Company.  Do  you  think 
that  is  the  way  to  mstil  into  ue  minds 
of  these  Natives  respect  for  the  authority 
of  the  British  Crown  P  You  will  have 
to  settle  what  will  be  the  price  of  blood, 
because  the  price  of  these  wretched,  ab- 
sconding Natives  is  to  be  fixed  fSrom 
time  to  time  by  the  Besident  of  the  dis- 
trict, subject  to  the  approval  of  the 
Coventor.  That  very  officer  is  api>ointed 
under  the  approval  of  Her  Majesty's 
Secretary  of  State,  so  that  the  Secretary 
of  State  will  have  to  inquire,  when  ap- 
proving an  appointment  of  tluB  Native, 
whether  the  man  is  a  proper  Derson  to 
fix  the  price  of  blood.  1  wul  not  go 
further.  I  think  it  is  really  distressing 
that  one  should  read  of  regulations  <» 
this  kind  made  under  the  authority  of 
the  British  Crown.  I  deeply  reg^t 
that  in  the  course  of  this  debate  I 
have  not  observed  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord 
Lieutenant  of  Ireland  in  his  place,  be- 
cause, had  he  been  there,  I  would  have 
made  a  personal  appeal  to  him.  I  know 
how  he  has  distinguished  himself  during 
his  long  political  career  for  love  of 
liberty  ana  for  an  unswerving  hatred  of 
the  institution  of  Slavery.  1  remember 
very  well,  when  the  right  hon.  Gentie- 
man  was  in  Opposition,  how  he  led  the 
attack  upon  Her  Majesty's  late  Gt)vem- 
ment  for  the  issue  of  the  Slave  Circular, 
an  attack  which  only  became  abortive 
because  it  was  proved  that  the  Circular 
was  a  modification  of  an  earlier  and 
more  severe  one.  Had  the  right  hon. 
G^ntieman  been  present,  I  should  have 
asked  him  whether  the  possession,  for 
one  single  year,  of  despotic  power  in 
Ireland  had  so  corrupted  his  love  of 
liberty,  had  so  famiharized  him  with 
the  exercise  of  coercion,  that  he  had  be- 
come imtrue  to  his  earlier  convictions 
and  false  to  the  sacred  principles  which 
he  has  so  long  advocated  in  this  House? 
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Ajb  he  is  not  here  I  will  venture  to  make 
the  same  appeal  to  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man at  the  head  of  the  Goyemment.  I 
will  ask  him  whether  it  is  honourable 
that  a  Government  whioh  professes  a 
love  of  liberty,  and  professes  to  be 
founded  upon  the  most  sacred  principles^ 
should  allow  officers  of  a  Oompany, 
acting  under  the  sanction  and  authority 
of  the  British  Grown,  to  have  anything 
at  all  to  do  with  the  institution  of  Slavery ; 
and  whether  he  will  allow  the  British 
flag  to  float  oyer  slaves  ?  The  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  concluded  by  moving 
his  Besolution. 

Amendment  proposed, 

To  leave  out  from  the  word  '*  That  "  to  the 
end  of  the  Question,  in  order  to  add  the  words 
«an  humble  Address  be  presented  to  Her 
Majesty,  praying  that  Her  Majesty  will  be 
graciously  pleased  to  revoke  or  alter  so  much  of 
the  Charter  as  gives  an  implied  sanction  to  the 
maintenance  of  slavery  unaer  the  protection  of 
the  British  flag,"— (ifr.  OorsQ 

— ^instead  thereof. 

Question  proposed,  ''That  the  words 

Proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part  of  the 
tuestion." 

Mb.  DILLWYN  said,  the  words  of 
the  Besolution  proposed  by  the  hon.  and 
learned  Member  for  Chatham  commended 
themselves  so  much  to  his  approval  that, 
were  it  necessary,  he  should  not  hesitate 
to  second  it.  On  the  first  night  of  the 
Session  he  had  given  Notice  of  his  in- 
tention to  call  attention  to  this  trans- 
action, but  he  was  unable  to  get  an 
opportunity  of  bringing  forward  the 
Motion  he  had  intended  to  make.  After 
the  full  and  clear  statement  of  the  hon. 
and  learned  Member,  it  was  unnecessary 
to  go  at  length  into  the  facts,  as  he 
should  otherwise  have  desired  to  do ;  for 
the  speech  of  the  hon.  and  learned  Mem- 
ber plainly  showed  that,  whether  the 
Government  chose  to  call  it  so  or  not, 
the  action  of  the  Government  amounted 
virtually  to  annexation.  He  knew  that 
the  Government  would  deny  it ;  but  he 
thought  those  who  had  heard  the  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman,  and  his  analysis 
of  the  Charter,  could  not  but  think  that, 
if  it  were  not  annexation  at  once,  it  was 
leading  the  way  to  it,  and  could  lead 
to  nothing  else ;  it  assumed  Sovereign 
rights,  and  he  was  unable  to  distinguish 
it  from  annexation.  Nothing  could  be 
done  without  the  consent  of  the  Govern- 
ment;  and  if  that  did  not  oonstitnte 

Jfr.  Gor$t 


Sovereign  rights,  he  was  at  a  loss  to 
know  the  meaning  of  the  term.  If  any 
doubt  remained  on  the  subject  it  was 
removed  by  the  Ministerial  statement 
made  in  **  another  place."  He  found  it 
stated  by  a  Member  of  the  Government 
in  the  House  of  Lords  that  it  was  rifi^ht 
and  proper  to  grant  this  Ghaxter,  be- 
cause, if  the  British  Government  did  not 
step  in,  some  other  Government  would. 
Wnat  did  that  mean?  It  meant  that 
this  country  would  step  in,  and  take 
Sovereigpi  rights,  because  some  other 
country  would  have  done  it  if  we  had 
not.  They  seemed  to  admit,  on  the  part 
of  the  Government,  that  if  it  was  not 
annexation,  it  was,  at  all  events,  meant 
to  hand  over  this  territory  to  the  British 
Government  sooner  or  later.  They  had 
said  distinctly  that  no  other  country 
would  be  allowed  to  keep  it.  There  was 
a  provision  in  the  Charter  for  winding- 
up  the  Company  if  it  came  to  grief. 
Mow  would  the  Government  act  in  that 
case  ?  Would  they  step  in  and  assert 
their  Sovereign  rights  over  the  share- 
holders, whoever  they  might  be?  He 
did  not  wish  to  go  into  the  legal  ques- 
tion ;  but  he  appealed  to  the  common 
sense  of  the  House  to  say  whether  they 
should  not  have  to  assert  Sovereign  rights 
in  disposing  of  the  Company's  affairs 
under  those  circumstances?  Military 
difficulties  might  also  arise.  The  House 
would  remember  that  when  Sarawak,  a 
comparatively  small  district,  was  handed 
over  to  Sir  James  Brooke,  the  Natives 
showed  a  good  deal  of  opposition.  If 
this  were  so  with  Sarawak,  the  Govern- 
ment would  not  find  it  so  easy  to  put 
down  any  wars  that  might  occur  in  the 
far  larger  territory  comprised  in  the 
Charter.  Besides,  he  did  not  approve  of 
these  grants  by  the  Sultans  of  Borneo 
and  Sulu.  There  were  other  persons  to 
be  considered  besides  those  two  Poten- 
tates; there  were  the  Natives  themselves, 
who  had  rights  of  their  own,  and  who 
might  object  to  a  transfer  from  one  (Go- 
vernment to  another.  They  might  ob- 
ject, and  they  might  resist,  and  then  the 
Gt>vernment  womd  very  likely  be  called 
upon  to  support  their  fellow- subjects, 
and  would  be  committed  to  another  of 
those  wars  with  semi -barbarous  nations 
of  which  they  had  lately  some  experience. 
They  all  knew  how  the  Spaniards  had 
dealt  with  the  Natives,  and  they  would 
be  obliged  to  enter  upon  atill  more 
cruelties  in  order  to  conquer  them^ — ^for 
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conquer  them  they  would  be  compelled 
to  do.  This  Treaty  had  also  attached 
to  it  some  yery  aggressiye  conditions. 
Clause  15,  paragraph  5,  gave  the  Com- 
pany power  to  acquire,  by  purchase  or 
other  lawful  means,  certain  territory  in 
addition  to  that  ceded.  In  other  words, 
the  Company  were  to  have  a  Boving 
Commission  to  seize  other  lands,  a  power 
which  would  be  resented  by  the  Natives, 
They  would  be  told,  perhaps,  that  the 
people  of  these  countries  were  only 
savages,  and  that  our  dealings  with  them 
were  a  very  light  matter.  Did  the  House 
think  they  were  a  light  matter  ?  [Mr. 
OuLDSTONE :  No,  no.]  Let  them  re- 
member the  experience  they  had  had  in 
Afghanistan,  Zululand,  and  the  Trans- 
vaal. They  had  gone  into  them  with  a 
very  light  heart,  and  he  was  afraid  they 
had  not  a  very  light  heart  about  them 
now.  He  therefore  hoped  they  would 
pause  and  consider  very  seriously  before 
they  annexed  territory,  or  gave  powers 
to  a  Corporation  which  would  enable 
them  to  embark  in  aggressive  wars,  as 
he  thought  they  distinctly  did  by  this 
Charter.  With  all  that  his  hon.  and 
learned  Friend  had  said  on  slavery  he 
heartily  concurred,  and  he  agreed  also 
with  his  remarks  on  the  opium  mono- 
poly that  would  be  enjoyed  by  the  Com- 
pany ;  because  he  felt  sure  that,  opium 
being  a  source  of  revenue,  the  annual 
growth  would  be  encouraged  rather  than 
checked  or  controlled.  He  wished  to 
know  whether  the  country  was  willing 
to  pay  in  character  as  well  as  in  men 
and  money  for  the  enterprize  it  was 
called  upon  to  undertake,  and,  indeed, 
whether  it  was  ready  to  embark  in  the 
undertaking  at  all?  His  own  belief 
was  that  the  country,  if  it  were  consulted, 
would  refuse  to  venture  upon  the  scheme. 
That  the  result  would  be  simple  annexa- 
tion there  could  be  no  doubt,  and  he,  for 
one,  earnestly  demanded  that  the  country 
should  be  consulted  before  further  steps 
were  taken.  A  Liberal  Government 
might  reasonably  be  expected  to  accord 
the  public  a  voice  in  such  a  matter  ;  but 
whether  they  were  allowed  a  voice  or 
not  the  concession  of  a  Charter  was 
equally  to  be  condemned.  He  could  not 
help  contrasting  the  present  attitude  of 
the  Members  of  the  Government  with 
their  declarations  when  they  were  in 
Opposition.  It  was  in  the  recollection 
of  everyone  that  hon.  Gentlemen  who 
were  now  in  the  Cabinet  denounced  the 


position  assumed  by  the  late  Government 
in  similar  cases  with  regard  to  Native 
populations.  And  that  fact  made  their 
present  error  all  the  more  regretable. 
Only  two  years  ago  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman the  Prime  Minister,  speaking  on 
the  Motion  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
Merthyr  (Mr.  Biohard),  said — 

'*  Nothing  can  be  so  ruinous  to  a  country 
....  as  to  he  in  the  position  which  we  have 
too  often  witnessed  in  the  case  of  the  inhabitants 
of  our  own  Colonies  in  later  times,  of  having  the 
privilege  of  provoking  wars  for  which  they  were 
not  called  upon  to  pay." — [3  Mantard,  coliii. 
103.] 

That  was  one  grave  objection  to  the 
Charter;  and  he  hoped  that  even  now 
some  modification  might  be  introduced 
into  it  which  might  prevent  the  evils  he 
anticipated.  He  trusted  that  the  trans- 
action might  be  explained  away,  and 
that  it  might  be  shown  to  be  either  an 
error  in  judgment  or  an  act  of  loyalty  to 
the  intentions  of  the  late  Oovernment. 
It  seemed,  from  the  letters  of  Lord 
Salisbury,  that  the  late  Government  had 
committed  themselves  to  the  scheme. 
In  1879  Mr.  Bent  was  informed,  by 
direction  of  Lord  Salisbury,  that  *'the 
matter  was  under  consideration" — a 
dilatory  phrase — and  that  ''he  should 
be  informed  as  soon  as  possible  of  the 
decision."  Just  before  the  late  Govern- 
ment went  out  of  Office,  Mr.  Dent,  who 
not  unnaturally  thought  he  had  a  better 
chance  of  getting  concessions  from  the 
Conservatives  than  from  the  Liberals, 
was  particularly  anxious  to  get  the 
Charter  sanctioned  by  the  Government. 
Had  he  been  in  Mr.  Dent's  place,  after 
the  declarations  made  in  Opposition 
by  right  hon.  Gentlemen  now  on  the 
Treasury  Bench,  he  should  have  alto- 
gether despaired  of  getting  them  to  grant 
the  Charter.  As  he  had  said,  he  hoped 
it  was  no  more  than  an  error  or  an  act  of 
loyalty  to  the  policy  of  their  Predecessors. 
However,  the  matter  remained  unsettled 
up  to  the  very  last  moments  of  the  exist- 
ence of  the  late  Government,  and  on 
April  22,  1880,  Lord  Tenterden  informed 
Mr.  Dent  from  Lord  Salisbury  that  the 
question  should  be  left  to  be  dealt  with 
by  his  Successor.  The  course  taken  by 
the  present  Government  ought,  if  pos- 
sible, to  be  excused  and  explained,  but 
certainly  not  to  be  justified.  Such  a  step 
taken  without  the  sanction  of  Parliament 
was  not  susceptible  of  justification  ;  and 
some  assurances  which  would  be  most  wel- 
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come  to  many  of  the  most  earnest  Suppor- 
ters of  the  Gt)yemment  would,  he  hoped, 
be  given  that  in  future  no  territory 
would  be  annexed  without  the  previous 
knowledge  and  consent  of  Parliament. 

The  attorney  GENERAL  (Sir 
Henbt  James)  complained  that  it  was 
not  until  15  minutes  before  the  close  of 
his  hon.  and  learned  Friend's  speech 
that  he  had  touched  upon  the  subject  of 
his  Amendment.  Up  to  that  moment  he 
had  attacked  the  foreign  policy  of  the 
Government,  and  had  found  fault  with 
it  in  every  possible  way.  If  his  hon. 
and  learned  Friend  had  intended  to  take 
that  course,  it  would  have  been  more  con- 
venient if  he  had  embodied  his  views  in 
the  Amendment ;  because,  as  it  stood, 
it  simply  appeared  that  objection  was 
taken  to  the  clause  in  the  Charter  con- 
nected with  the  question  of  domestic 
slavery.  That  was  his  indictment ;  but 
he  had  introduced  many  different  counts, 
and  objected,  apparently,  to  the  whole 
Charter  itself  and  to  the  principle.  He 
wished  to  recall  to  the  Mouse  the  pre- 
cise point  at  issue;  but  first  to  notice 
one  or  two  of  the  general  remarks  of  his 
hon.  and  learned  Friend.  Some  fear, 
apparently,  existed  in  his  mind  that  he 
would  not  be  credited  with  perfect  in- 
dependence in  regard  to  the  matter ;  but 
he  could  assure  his  hon.  and  learned 
Friend  that  he  had  been  independent 
enough.  He  did  not  wish  to  refer  to 
what  had  occurred  in  ''  another  place  " 
as  to  the  extraordinary  unanimity  dis- 
played on  the  subject  of  this  Charter. 
Not  one  of  those  with  whom  his  hon. 
and  learned  Friend  acted  found  it  op- 
portune on  that  occasion  to  express  the 
slightest  dissent  from  any  portion  of  the 
Charter.  His  hon.  and  learned  Friend 
must  know  that  in  that  '^  other  place  " 
there  was  no  objection  expressed  to  the 
granting  of  the  Charter.  Throughout  his 
speech  there  had  run  an  error  in  assum- 
ing that  the  occupation  of  Borneo  by  this 
Company  was  in  virtue  of  the  Charter. 
It  was  no  such  thing.  On  the  2nd  of 
December,  1878,  Mr.  Dent  communicated 
to  Lord  Salisbury  a  statement  of  the 
real  position  of  this  trading  Company. 
Mr.  Dent  stated  that  in  1877  concessions 
had  been  made,  three  in  number,  by 
virtue  of  which  the  Company  obtained 
those  rights  which  his  hon.  and  learned 
Friend  had  termed  '*  Sovereign  rights." 
These  were  granted  to,  and  legally 
became  the  property  of,  the  Company. 

Mr.  Dillwyn 


The  Foreign  Office,  he  presumed,  would 
have  had  no  power  to  object  to  a  trading 
Company  obtaining  those  rights.  But  if 
there  were  objections  to  such  rights, 
was  it  not  the  duty  of  Lord  Salisbury 
so  to  have  dissented  either  by  action, 
or,  if  not  by  action,  by  moral  repre- 
sentation, as  to  have  prevented  the 
Company  getting  such  powers  as  they 
had  obtained?  But  he  (the  Attorney 
General)  would  ask  whether  it  would 
have  been  consistent  with  the  frankness 
which  should  exist  between  a  Minister 
and  the  subjects  of  the  Crown  to  allow 
this  Company  to  continue  investing 
large  sums  of  money  if  there  had  been 
an3rthing  illegal  in  their  obtaining  the 
larg^  powers  which  they  had  obtained ; 
also  whether  the  present  Government 
could  have  abstained  from  affording 
them  that  protection  which  every  sub- 
ject of  the  Crown  was  entitled  to  ?  In- 
stead of  making  any  objection  or  pro- 
test. Lord  Salisbury  listened  with  a 
willing  ear  to  every  representation 
made  by  Mr.  Dent.  As  early  as  the 
12th  of  February,  1879,  Messrs.  Dent 
and  Overbeck,  in  a  letter  addressed  to 
Lord  Salisbury,  said — 

*'  Without  entering  here  into  the  merits  of 
the  Treaty  ahove  alluded  to  concluded  between 
Spain  and  Sulu  on  the  24th  of  July,  1878, 
which  gives  Spain  the  Sovereignty  over  all  the 
Sulu  Possessions,  we  think  it  is  evident  that, 
even  assuming  that  Treaty  to  be  valid  and  in 
force,  a  part  of  the  Sulu  Dominions  ceded  by 
the  Sultan  and  Chiefs  in  the  most  formal  and 
binding  manner  six  months  previous  to  that 
Treaty,  cannot  possibly  be  held  to  be  included 
in  and  form  part  of  the  Sulu  Possessions  at  the 
time  the  Treaty  in  question  was  made,  and 
therefore  cannot  be  affected  by  the  provisions  of 
the  same  or  give  it  any  retrospective  effect*' 

Founding  his  remonstrance  to  Spain  on 
that  representation  of  Mr.  Dent,  Lord 
Salisbury,  writing  to  Baron  von  den 
Brincken  on  the  24th  of  April,  1879, 
said — 

'*  I  have  the  honour  to  communicate  to  yoa 
a  draft  copy  of  a  despatch  which,  with  the 
concurrence  of  the  German  GK)vemment,  Her 
Majesty*s  Qovemment  propose  to  addrass  to 
Her  Majesty's  Minister  at  Madrid,  in  which 
they  reserve  to  themselves  the  right  of  declin- 
ing to  recognize  the  new  Treaty  between  Spain 
and  Sulu,  so  far  as  its  provisions  purport  to 
confer  on  Spain  any  rights  over  the  Sulu 
Archipelago  not  expressly  conceded  to  her  by 
the  Protocol  of  the  Uth  of  March,  1877,  and 
which  may  conflict  with  British  interests.'' 

And  when  asked  for  an  answer  to  the 
question  whether  a  Charter  would  be 
granted,  Lord  Salisbury  said,   on  the 
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7th  of  April,  that  the  reason  he  oould  to  them,  but  the  narrow  issue  whe- 
not  give  one  was  because  he  was  making  ther  it  was  better  that  the  Company 
a  representation  to  Spain  which  ren-  should  exist,  exercising  those  irrespon- 
derea  it  advisable  to  postpone  making  sible  powers,  or  whedier  they  should 
a  reply.  Was  there  not  moral  respon-  have  placed  upon  them  certain  obliga- 
sibility,  when  from  1877  until  May,  tions  which  would  be  found  to  be  in 
1880,  this  question  was  before  the  con-  every  instance  in  restraint  of  that  power, 
fiideration  of  the  foreign  Office,  and  The  simple  matter  which  the  Oovem- 
Lord  Salisbury's  immediate  considera-  ment  had  to  decide  was,  he  repeated, 
tion  ;  when  there  was  not  one  word  of  whether  they  should  leave  the  Company 
dissent  and  complaint  to  the  trading  to  act  unfettered  and  entirely  without 
Company  in  relation  to  the  position  they  control  or  not.  His  hon.  and  learned 
had  thus  occupied,  and  the  rights  they  Friend  quoted  from  documents  to  show 
had  acquired ;  and  when  the  explanation  in  the  district  under  the  Company's  con- 
given  as  to  why  a  determination  was  trol  the  existence,  at  one  time,  of  slavery 
not  arrived  at  was  that  the  absorbing  iniquitous  and  degrading.  But  the  GK>< 
position  of  affairs  in  Continental  Europe  vernment  knew  from  those  very  docu- 
prevented  Lord  Salisbury  from  deter-  ments  that  three  years  after  the  acquisi- 
mining  the  question  ?  Under  such  a  tion  of  Borneo  by  this  trading  Company 
condition  of  things  he  must  cast  upon  everything  had  changed.  The  condition 
Lord  Salisbury  the  burden  of  allowing  of  the  people  had  been  altered  without 
the  Company  to  be  in  the  position  it  the  interference  of  a  soldier  or  policeman 
occupied.  He  might  remind  the  House  under  the  influence  of  the  British  ex- 
that  long  before  this  application  was  ample  and  of  British  humanity.  Well, 
made  to  the  late  Government,  or  before  were  the  people  to  pass  again  under  the 
it  came  under  the  consideration  of  the  control  oi  those  who  had  imposed  such 
present  Government,  the  Company  had  degradation  upon  them  ?  The  hon. 
proceeded  to  exercise  its  powers.  They  Member  for  Swansea  (Mr.  Dillwyn) 
had  proceeded  to  act  under  their  grants ;  feared  that  the  power  of  the  Company 
and,  therefore,  when  the  present  Govern-  had  been  exercised  with  tyrannical 
ment  became  seized  of  this  question,  effect,  and  he  regretted  that  the  people 
and  had  cast  upon  them  the  respon  si-  had  not  been  allowed  any  voice  in  a 
bility  of  saying  what  course  they  would  transfer  which  affected  them  so  much, 
take,  they  found  an  irresponsible  Com-  His  hon.  Friend,  however,  would  find 
pany,  unchecked  and  unrestrained,  with  that  something  like  what  was  done  in  a 
no  power  in  this  country  able  to  con-  civilized  country  was  done  there.  If  he 
trol  them — exercising  all  those  powers  turned  to  page  131  of  the  Blue  Book  he 
which  his  hon.  and  learned  Friend  said  would  find  this  passage — 
were  so  injurious  that  the  Company  « i^  order  to  convey  to  the  Natives  informa- 
ought  never  to  have  been  permitted  to  tion  of  the  grants,  each  of  the  two  Sultans 
obtain  them.  What  power  had  Her  deputed  a  high  officer  to  accompany  a  represen- 
Majesty's  Government  to  prevent  the  tative  of  the  Association  in  a  voyage  round  the 
Company  from  being  placed  in  that  posi-  co?**-  ^t  each  of  the  places  touched  at,  those 
..  otpxua  'Aj-i.  aj  officers  assembled  the  Chiefs  and  people  and  read 
*'^V  Fo^^i^V^'"'^^''  existed,  it  rested  ^^  ^hem  a  solemn  proclamation  of  tW  Sultan 
in  Lord  Salisbury  s  hands,  and  yet  it  announcing  the  grants  and  exhorting  and  com- 
was  never  exercised.  Her  Majesty's  manding  Uiem  to  obey  the  new  authorities. 
Government  had  no  power  to  enter  into  This  was  done  at  six  different  places,  and  every- 

the  general  question  of  the  expediency  7^^\^,.*^^  °®''"  """  ^^^""^^  '"^  *  ^^""^^ 

of  a  trading  Company  occupying  Borneo.  ^ 

It  would  have  been  confiscation  of  their  He  was  anxious  to  make  perfectly  clear 
property,  if,  after  what  had  occurred,  what  would  have  been  the  position  of 
the  Government  had  attempted  to  take  this  trading  Company  as  regarded  our- 
firom  them  the  rights  they  had  acquired,  selves  and  foreign  nations  had  it  con- 
and  they  could  not,  if  they  had  sought  tinued  to  exist  without  a  Charter.  Sup- 
so  to  do,  have  done  more  than  use  a  posing  the  Company  had  been  interfered 
a  most  ineffectual  remonstrance.  The  with  by  Spain,  and  its  settlements  at- 
question  the  Government  had  to  deter-  tacked,  could  this  country  have  stood  by 
mine  was,  not  the  broad  question  of  and  have  seen  British  subjects  molested 
the  expediency  of  the  Company  acquir-  without  our  taking  any  action  in  the  mat- 
ing or   exercising   the  powers  granted  ter  ?  The  granting  of  this  Charter,  there- 
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fore,  had  carried  our  obligations  yery 
little  further  than  they  extended  before. 
What  were  the  objections  which  his  hon. 
and  learned  Friend  raised  to  the  provi- 
sions of  the  Charter  itself?  He  presumed 
that  his  hon.  and  learned  Friend  said,  in 
the  first  place,  that  the  Gbvemment  had 
not  introduced  into  the  Charter  suffi- 
ciently strong  provisions  with  regard  to 
slavery.  But  in  this  instance  we  were 
confronted,  not  with  the  Slave  Trade, 
with  which  we  could  cope  and  doubtless 
suppress,  but  with  a  system  of  domestic 
servitude,  which  existed  as  part  of  the 
law  of  the  country,  with  which  we  had  no 
right  to  interfere  by  force.  What  was  the 
course  that  a  Government  like  ours  could 
take  in  dealing  with  an  institution  of  this 
kind  ?  Were  we,  with  a  strong  hand, 
suddenly  to  set  aside  the  law  of  the  land 
as  regarded  the  rights  of  property,  in 
order  to  put  down  this  system  of  domestic 
slavery  ?  There  was  one  view  of  this 
subject  which  was  presented  by  Lord 
John  Bussell,  in  dealing  with  the  do- 
mestic slavery  that  existed  at  the  Cape 
Coast.     He  said — 

*'If  the  law  and  usages  of  the  coantry  in 
which  sach  slavery  exists  tolerate  slavery,  we 
have  no  right  to  set  aside  those  laws  and  usages 
except  by  persuasion,  negotiation,  and  other 
peaceful  means." 

That  was  written  in  1841,  and  it  was 
quoted  with  approbation  on  the  21st  of 
August,  1874,  by  Lord  Carnarvon,  then 
the  Secretary  of  State  for  the  Colonies 
under  a  Conservative  Government,  when 
referring  to  the  case  of  the  Cape  Coast 
Protectorate.  It  would  be  in  the  recol- 
lection of  the  House  that,  when  the 
Protectorate  was  extended  to  certain 
portions  of  the  Gold  Coast,  the  Secre- 
tary to  the  Board  of  Trade  (Mr.  Evelyn 
Ashley)  brought  forward  a  Motion  in 
that  House  to  the  e£Pect  that  slavery  in 
no  form  bhould  either  directly  or  in- 
directly be  recognized  by  this  country. 
The  then  Prime  Minister,  the  right  hon. 
Member  for  North  Lincolnshire  (Mr.  J. 
Lowther),  and  many  others  pressed  upon 
the  House  the  view  that  it  was  impossible 
that  we  could  by  force  cast  the  institution 
of  domestic  slavery  on  one  side,  and  even- 
tually the  Hesolution  of  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber was  withdrawn.  Everyone  must 
have  read  with  g^at  satisfaction  the  elo- 
quent address  which  was  made  by  Captain 
btrachan,  as  the  representative  of  the 
English  nation,  to  the  Natives  of  the 
€h>ld  Coast,  over  which  we  then  had  the 

Th  AiUfrney  General 


Ml  power  of  a  Protectorate.  He  re- 
minded them  of  all  the  Queen  had  done 
for  them ;  how  she  had  sent  her  officers 
and  her  soldiers  to  fight  their  battles ; 
how  she  had  spent  ten  times  more  gold 
in  protecting  them  than  their  country 
possessed;  and  that  all  she  desired  in 
return  was  to  express'  the  wish  that  they 
should  obey  the  law  and  would  abolish 
slavery  within  their  territories.  But  no 
order  was  issued  or  force  employed  to 
enforce  such  wishes.  If  now  the  House 
condemned  this  Borneo  Charter,  it  would 
be  passing  censure  on  the  course  that 
had  been  pursued  with  re^rd  to  the 
Gold  Coast.    What  did  this  Charter  pro- 

C?  In  the  first  place,  if  it  had  never 
L  granted,  slavery  would  have  con- 
tinued in  Borneo,  with  all  the  horrors 
which  his  hon.  and  learned  Friend  had 
depicted.  The  Charter  contained  a  pro- 
vision to  the  efioct  that  the  Company 
should  ''discourage  and,  as  far  as  pos- 
sible, abolish  by  degrees,  any  system  of 
servitude  which  existed  amongst  the 
tribes."  What  more  could  have  been  done 
unless  the  Government  had  said  there 
should  be  no  such  thing  as  slavery  ?  Un- 
less that  had  been  done,  the  Government 
could  have  followed  no  other  course  than 
that  which  it  had  adopted.  It  must  be 
remembered  that,  even  when  we  were 
abolishing  slavery  in  our  own  posses- 
sions, we  were  oblig^  to  prepare  the 
way  for  the  change  by  instituting  a  sys- 
tem of  so-called  apprenticeship.  The 
obligation  was  distinct  so  far  as  the  Com- 
pany was  concerned,  that  no  foreigner 
should  be  allowed  to  own  slaves.  That  obli- 
gation sprang  from  that  Charter  alone ; 
and  yet  his  hon.  and  learned  Friend 
asked  the  House  to  condemn  the  (Govern- 
ment for  having  allowed  the  7th  clause 
to  be  inserted  in  the  Charter  at  all.  It 
was  a  question  whether  the  Government 
could  possibly  do  more  than  they  had 
done  in  the  matter?  There  was  one 
other  matter  to  which  he  must  refer. 
The  officers  that  had  been  alluded  to 
were  not  officers  of  the  Government,  but 
of  the  Company.  The  House  was  asked 
to  say  that  the  judicial  officers  of  the 
Company  should  be  recognized  without 
the  aid  of  the  Government,  and  without 
the  moral  influence  which  could  be 
brought  to  bear  by  the  Government.  It 
was  impossible  that  that  could  be  the 
case.  His  hon.  and  learned  Friend 
had,  moreover,  spoken  of  the  evils  of  an- 
nexation.     He  thought  that  it  was  time 
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enough  to  deal  with  that,  and  to  censure 
the  Government  when  annexation  did,  in 
fact,  take  place.  That  would  be  a  ques- 
tion for  the  House  to  decide  according  to 
its  merits.  The  gpranting  of  this  Charter 
would,  he  believed,  be  attended  with 
advantageous  results.  Prior  to  it  the 
inhabitants  of  the  country  had  been  sub- 
jected to  slavery,  and  reduced  to  a  state 
of  degradation,  without  any  proper 
government  or  guidance.  Now  the 
country  had  passed  into  the  hands  of 
men  who  held  a  Charter  from  our 
government,  which  Charter  would  be 
revoked  if  the  slavery  that  had  existed 
before  was  not  put  an  end  to. 

Sir  JOHN  HAY,  as  one  who  had 
served  in  Borneo,  and  as  one  of  the  few 
Members  who  knew  the  country,  ex- 
pressed the  opinion  that  the  Motion  of 
nis  hon.  and  learned  Friend  (Mr.  Gorst) 
was  one  which  ought  not  to  be  supported. 
Had  the  Forms  of  the  House  permitted, 
he  had  intended  to  ask  them  to  alter  the 
Motion  to  these  words — 

"  The  House  views  with  satisfaction  the  ex- 
tension of  power  to  the  British  North  Borneo 
Company  as  bein^  likely  to  promote  commerce 
and  exterminate  piracy  and  slavery." 

His  hon.  and  learned  Friend  was  mis- 
taken in  the  views  he  entertained  in  re- 
gard to  the  Charter  which  had  been 
granted.  He  (Sir  John  Hay)  believed 
that  civilization  would  be  advanced  by  it, 
just  as  it  was  advanced  in  the  case 
of  Sarawak,  which  was  a  portion  of  the 
Kingdom  of  the  Sultan  of  Brunei.  He 
had  the  honour  of  serving  in  Borneo 
when  the  foundations  of  civilization 
were  laid  in  that  part  of  the  Island  by 
Sir  James  Brooke,  Sir  Thomas  Cochrane, 
Sir  Rodney  Mundy ,  and  Sir  Harry  Keppel. 
The  territory  of  Sarawak  was  then  con- 
ceded by  the  Sultan  to  Rajah  Brooke, 
just  in  the  same  way  as  he  and  the 
Sultan  of  Sulu  had  now  conveyed  their 
rights  over  North  Borneo  to  the  present 
Company.  It  seemed  to  him  that  in 
the  arranp^ements  which  had  been  made 
every  difficulty  had  been  fenced  round, 
while  the  advantages  which  it  secured 
must  be  manifest  to  all.  The  Treaty  gave 
them  two  of  the  best  harbours  in  those 
seas — Sandakan  and  Gay  a — besides  nu- 
merous other  natural  advantages  for 
trade.  With  regard  to  the  claims  of  Hol- 
land, it  was  merely  with  reference  to  the 
south-eastern  portion  of  the  territory 
which  was  granted  ;  and  they  knew  very 
well  that  the  Government  of  the  Nether- 


lands was  a  Gt>y6mmont  which  did  not 
always  yield  to  Treaty  rights  when  they 
were  demanded.  As  Canning  said — ''A. 
very  peculiar  people  the  Dutch,  both 
giving  too  little  and  asking  too  much.'' 
As  to  the  gain  to  this  country,  he 
would  only  say  that  the  acquisition  of 
a  rich  territory,  with  a  population  of 
something  less  than  150,000  on  18,000 
square  miles,  showed  that  there  was  a 
very  large  field  for  enterprize ;  and  they 
had  the  assurance  that  the  Natives  desired 
that  they  should  be  placed  under  the  con- 
trol of  British  gentlemen  and  officers,  such 
as  those  who  were  to  be  the  guaranteed 
servants  of  the  Company.  The  harbours 
which  would  be  obtained  were  of  the 
greatest  possible  service  and  advantage 
to  this  country  ;  and  although  the  whole 
of  the  Islands  in  the  neighbouring  seas 
were  in  the  possession  of  the  Dutch, 
they  were  not  occupied  by  them,  and 
many  of  them  were  still  in  a  state  of 
savagery.  The  Dutch  had  long  been  in 
possession  of  the  Southern  portion  of 
Borneo ;  yet  no  one  could  say  that  the 
territory  there  was  at  all  to  be  compared 
in  civilization  with  the  territory  of  Sara- 
wak. He  anticipated,  by  the  action  of 
the  Company,  that  Northern  Borneo 
would  become  as  fertile  and  as  prospe- 
rous and  well-conducted  a  territory  as 
that  of  Sarawak  was  now.  Thirty  years 
ago  there  was  not  one  of  the  rivers  or 
harbours  there  that  was  not  swarming 
with  pirates,  who  preyed  on  the  trade  of 
the  Eastern  seas ;  but  the  result  of  the 
English  settlement  had  been  that  there 
was  not  now  a  pirate  known  on  the  whole 
of  the  North- West  or  the  North-East 
Coast  of  Borneo.  He  confessed  that, 
looking  at  this  matter  from  a  naval  point 
of  view,  and  as  one  who  had  actually 
served  in  those  seas,  and  in  that  portion 
of  the  world,  he  deprecated  entirely  the 
suggestion  of  the  hon.  and  learned 
Member,  and  cordially  approved  of  the 
action  of  this  and  the  late  Government 
with  reference  to  the  granting  of  the 
Charter,  and  the  co-operation  of  the 
Government  with  the  Company  on  the 
Northern  Coast  of  Borneo. 

Mr.  cropper  said,  he  thought  they 
must  all  feel  glad  that  the  discussion  that 
evening  had  gone  far  ahead  of  the  Mo- 
tion before  the  House,  and  that  it  had 
touched  a  number  of  subjects  which  the 
Motion  did  not  cover.  They  must  also 
feel  much  obliged  to  the  lion,  and  learned 
Member  fur  Chatham  (^Mr.  Gorst),  the 
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hon.  Member  for  Swansea  (Mr.  Dill wyn),  Borneo,  if  they  rewarded  the  touching 
and  other  hon.  Members,  who  had  simplicity  with  which  the  Natives  were 
directed  such  pointed  attention  to  the  confiding  in  our  nde  by  exercising  an 
institution  of  Slavery.  He  (Mr.  Cropper)  influence  over  them  which  must  do  diem 
sincerely  hoped  that  the  effect  of  the  harm  instead  of  good.  He  was  bound 
discussion  would  be  to  induce  the  Go-  to  say  that  some  of  the  names  which  he 
yemment,  rather  than  to  slacken  their  had  heard  in  connection  with  this  Com- 
vigilanoe  in  regard  to  the  Slave  Trade,  pany  were  not  altogether  free  from  sus- 
to  look  closely  after  the  Company  to  picion  on  that  point.  He  was  sorry  to 
which  the  Charter  had  been  g^ranted.  say  that  the  head  of  the  Company  came 
If  he  might  be  allowed  for  a  few  mo-  from  a  great  house  which  had  long  been 
ments  to  take  up  the  time  of  the  House,  connected  with  the  opium  trade  in  China, 
he  would  like  to  allude  to  another  matter  and  Sir  Hutherford  Alcock  himself, 
which  would  require  great  care  from  the  although  once  strongly  opposed  to  the 
Government  of  this  country  in  superin-  opium  trade  in  China,  had  lately  taken 
tending  the  action  of  the  Company,  to  apologize  for  it.  The  gentlemen  whose 
There  had  been  introduced  into  the  names  were  attached  to  the  Charter 
Charter  power  to  grow  and  to  deal  in  were  persons  who  were  not  likely  to 
opium.  He  presumed  the  Company  ex-  take  a  philanthropic  view  of  the  trade ; 
pected  to  derive  as  large  an  income  as  and  they  might  possibly  find,  in  the 
possible  from  the  growth  of  opium.  It  course  of  time,  that  the  country  was  en- 
was  in  their  power  to  compete  with  us  gaged,  not  only  in  a  profitable  opium 
for  the  China  trade,  and  to  extend  the  trade  with  China,  but  in  Borneo  as  well, 
consumption  of  the  drug  in  Borneo  He  trusted  that  this  question  of  the 
itself.  He  happened  to  hold  in  his  hand  opium  traffic  would  receive  the  careful 
a  letter  from  a  Dutch  gentleman,  refer-  consideration  of  Her  Majesty's  Gt>vem- 
ring  to  the  effect  of  the  introduction  of  ment.  He  did  not  wish  to  enter  into  the 
opium  into  Java,  where  a  similar  popu-  question  of  the  annexation  of  that  terri- 
lation  to  that  of  Borneo  existed.  He  tory.  There  had  been  times  when  the 
said —  exercise  of  the  power  of  annexation  of 

"  Opium  eating  seems  to  be  in  correlation  this   Empire   had  given  to   the   people 

with  gambling.    A  high  functionary  reports,  they  had  taken  under  their  rule  a  pros- 

•  Their  wives  have  to  work  the  rice  fields  while  perity  which  they  never  before  enjoyed. 

Joy  are  eating  opium  ^d  gaming.'  No  wonder  g^^  ^^  ^^g  certainly  the  case  that  of  late 

that  some  Native  Chiefs  and  legislators  have  .1                   x*         />          x  x       'x     • 

imposed  the   self-same   punishment-that   of  years  the  annexation  of  great  territories, 

penal  servitude  for  life— on  betting  defalcations  whether  in  the  Mediterranean  or  m  South 

and  opium  eating.    A  Dutch  Colonial  Minister  Africa,  had  detracted  rather  from  their 

quoted  a  well-known  Japanese  proverb,  *  The  honour  than  added  to   it :  but.  at  the 

gchinvor  (opium  eater) »  not  to  be  trusted.  ^^^  jj^,^^  ^j^^y  ^^^  not  read  the  Blue 

When  he  saw  that  the  power  to  g^w  Book,  and  see  what  possible  commerce 

and  to  deal  in  opium  was  to  be  brought  might  be  derived  from  the  gpranting  of 

within  the  provisions  of  the  Charter  of  this  Charter,  without  feeling  some  sym- 

the  new  Company,  he  felt  that  there  pathy  with  the  new  foundation,  and  some 

would  be  a  great   need   of  control  in  hope  that  the  magnificent  resources  of 

order  to  prevent  the  drug  from  becom-  the  country  would  now  be  opened  up, 

ing  as  great  a  curse  and  evil  in  Borneo  aiid  that  the  results  of  their  rule  would 

as  it  had  proved  to  be  in  Java.     The  prove  a  great  blessing,  and  not  a  curse, 

Eeport  of  the   High  Commissioner  of  both  to  this  country  and  to  the  people 

British  Burmah  said—  of  Borneo. 

"  There  can  be  no  conception  on  the  part  of  ,    ^%  ?^5^f^?  '  ^  !^!^  ^'^^  .f T 

the   Government  of  the   fearful  strides  with  hon.  *nend  who  has  just  sat  down,  that 

which  the   demoralization   of  the  Arakanese  we  are  greatly  indebted  to  the  hon.  and 

portion  of  this  district  is  progressing,  mainly  leamedMember  for  Chatham  (Mr.  Gorst) 

owing  to  the  indulgence  of  the  inhabitante  in  for  bringing  this  question    before  the 

opium  smokmg.  ^^^^^     «>j   ^j^j^^   .^^^^^^    ^^  ^^^   ^^ 

This  country  came  into  their  hands  i^m  mitted  to  us  a  Eesolution  of  a  broader 

a  simple,  unsophisticated  Indian  race,  character ;  for,  undoubtedly,  the  course 

and  it  would  be  a  terrible  blot  upon  he  has  taken  is  open  to   the  objection 

their  character,  and  upon  the  country  raised  by  the  Attorney  General,  that  his 

which  had  introduced  this  Company  into  speech  covered  far  wider  ground  than 

Mr.  Crogpor 
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his  Amendment.  I  sympathiEe  tho-  will  fall  out  with  some  of  their  neijth- 
ronghly  with  this  Amendment  ahout  hours,  of  with  their  own  subjects.  We 
slavery ;  and  I  do  not  think  the  At-  know  that  Holland  and  Spain  have 
tomey  General  has  dispoaed  of  the  ob-  large  pretensions  in  that  part  of  the 
jection,  for  here  we  have  slavery  again  world,  as  the  hon.  and  learned  Member 
placed  undertheprotectionoftheBritieb  for  Chatham  has  already  shown,  to  say 
nag,  and  the  price  of  slaves  will  he  fixed  nothing  of  the  revelations  made  ae  to 
hj  a  British  Court,  or,  at  least,  by  an  the  United  States.  If  anybody  is  satis- 
officer  who,  it)  one  capacity,  will  exercise  tisfied  with  the  vague  general  under- 
juriadiction  as  theHepresentativeof  Her  standing  we  have  come  to  with  Spain, 
Majesty  the  Queen.  But  I  very  much  and  thinks  that  it  affords  adequate  se- 
prefer  the  form  of  Besolution  put  on  the  ourity  against  the  danger  of  future  con- 
Paper  by  my  hon.  Fiiend  the  Member  flicts  with  that  Power  in  those  regions, 
for  Swansea ;  for  I  believe  with  him  he  must  be  of  a  far  more  sanguine  dis- 
that —  position  than  I  am.    Indeed,  these  two 

"It  iB  ineipediant  that  anj  annetation.  Blue  Books  placed  in  OUT  hands  are  not 
direct  or  mdireot,  ahould  take  place  without  the  to  me  very  pleasant  or  edifying  reading ; 
full  previouB  imowledge  and  coiuent  (%Fulia-  for  they  exhibit  three  so-called  civilized 
""f"'"  and  Christian  nations — England,  Hol- 
1  hold  this  opinion  on  the  simple  prin-  1*°'*.  ^^^  Spain— scrambling  againrt 
oiple  that  all  such  annexations  involve  ^^''^  other  for  the  possession  of  a 
national  responsibilities,  and  generally  country  which  belongs  to  none  of  them, 
responsibilities  of  a  very  grave  charac-  They  appear  like  birds  of  prey  bovenng 
ter;  and  that,  therefore,  the  Eopre-  over  a  weak  or  wounded  animal,  soream- 
sentativBs  of  the  people  ought  to  'ng  viciously  at  each  other,  but  all  ready 
have  a  voice  io  deciding  whether  the  »'tli  '>eat  and  claw  to  fall  upon  thoir 
nation  should  incur  those  responsi-  unfortunate  victim.  But  if  this  Chattered 
bilities.  At  present  it  seems  to  be  in  Company  do  not  fall  out  with  Spain  or 
the  power  of  any  petty  officer  represent-  Holland,  they  are  sure  to  quarrel  with 
ing  the  Government^or,  indeed,  of  any  t^^ir  barbarian  subjects  or  other  Native 
private  adventurer—to  take  over  large  Tribes.  EngUahmen  always  do  so.  For 
territories  and  saddle  the  duty  of  main-  amid  the  many  admirable  qualities  of 
taining  and  defending  them  upon  the  the  Anglo-Saxon  character  it  has  this 
British  people.  There  are  many  who  cardinal  defect— that  it  has  not  the 
believe  that  our  Empire  is  already  big  '"''"B  faculty,  if  by  ruling  you  mean 
enough— that  we  have  as  many  tern-  attaching  to  you  in  wilhng  allegiance 
tories  in  all  parts  of  the  world  as  we  can  ^^°^''  "'«''  ^^o°*  ?■>"  exorcise  sway.  As 
administer  wisely  or  defend  effectually,  «  conquering  race,  ae  a  colonizing  race. 
The  Duke  of  Wellington  said,  many  ^^  a  commercial  race,  Englishmen  are 
years  ago,  in  regard  to  India,  what  without  their  equals  in  the  world.  But 
seems  applicable  to  our  whole  Empire—  "  *  ruling  race  they  foU,  as  is  proved 
"  In  my  opinion,"  he  said,  "  the  exten-  *»?  tte  fact  that  there  is  scarcely  an  in- 
sion  of  our  territory  and  influence  has  "*«"°*'  '"  O"^  history  m  which  we  have 
been  greater  than  our  means."  But,  at  «0'"*'  '"t"  <^°t*'^*  ^'"'  any  other  nation, 
any  rate,  whether  it  is  expedient  or  not  °^  *""'«■  !>^  "^e,  m  any  part  of  the 
to  enlarge  our  boundaries,  surely  it  is  world  without  quarrelling  and  fighting 
right  that  such  extensions  should  be  the  with  them.  That  we  may  be  pretty  sure 
doliberate  act  of  the  nation,  and  that  we  will  be  the  case  in  North  Borneo.  In- 
should  not  be  inveigled  into  thorn  by  'f  «<^'  '*  "  "[^^^  ^^^'^  *''«  advocates  of 
personal  interests  or  ambitions.  It  may  the  scheme  before  us  themselves  anti- 
be  said— and,  indeed,  has  been  said-in  ^'P^^e  this.  A  significant  hint  is  given 
regard  to  this  particulor  Company,  that  ^y  Consul  General  Treacher,  who  calls 
wo  81-0  not  bound  to  defend  them  or  give  lumself  the  friend  of  Baron  Overbeck 
them  military  assistance,  except  that  WritmgfromLabuan  in  a  despatch  dated 
which  we  give  to  all  Englishmen  en-  January  2,  1878,  that  gentleman  says- 
gaged  in  trade  in  uncivilized  countries.  "  If  Bupported  by  the  occasional  preaence  of  a 
But  that  exception  covers  everything,  gunboat,  I  think  tho  propoaed  Company  would 
Instructed  by  past  experience,  we  may  not  havo  much  difBculty  with  Nahvee. 
very  confidently  predict  that  what  will  Now,  I  do  not  believe  in  government  by 
happen  will  be  this — These  new  rulers  gunboats. 

VOL.  CCLXYU.     [thikd  seeies.]  -j.  U 
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Mr.  QLADSTONE  :  Hear,  he^r ;  and 
yet  the  misdionaries  are  conBtantlj  ap- 
plying for  them. 

Mb.  EIOHAED  :  Well,  I  am  very 
Borry  that  missionaries  so  far  forget 
their  own  character  as  servants  of  the 
Prince  of  Peace  as  to  apply  for  gun- 
boats. We  must  remember  that  the 
people  of  these  ceded  Provinces  have 
not  been  consulted  in  regard  to  this 
transference ;  and  nothing  is  more  likely 
than  that  they  will  rebel  against  the 
authority  of  the  foreign  adventurers  to 
whom  they  have  been  handed  over  with- 
out their  consent  and  possibly  without 
their  knowledge.  Indeed,  we  are  not 
without  a  warning  example  even  in 
Borneo.  We  know  what  took  place 
before  under  Bajah  Brooke.  It  has  now 
become  the  fashion  to  eulogize  and  al- 
most to  canonize  this  gentleman,  and  to 
represent  the  course  taken  in  regard  to 
him  by  Mr.  Hume  and  Mr.  Oobden  as 
the  persecution  of  a  great  and  good 
man.  I  believe,  on  the  contrary,  that 
no  men  ever  rendered  a  greater  service 
to  humanity  than  Mr.  Hume  and  Mr. 
Cobden  did  in  the  check  they  imposed 
on  the  proceedings  of  that  unscrupulous 
adventurer.  He  also  got  possession  of 
a  certain  Province  in  Borneo,  very  much 
as  I  suspect  this  Company  has  done, 
partly  by  cajolery  and  partly  by  violence 
or  menace.  And  almost  as  soon  as  he 
was  insttdled  in  authority,  he  quarrelled 
with  neighbouring  tribes.  And  what 
happened  then  ?  Why  this  happened — 
that  there  were  certain  ships  of  our 
Navy  wandering  about  in  those  seas, 
having  nothing  to  do,  and  looking  out 
for  a  job,  and  Eajah  Brooke  called  them 
in,  and  they  promptly  obeyed  the  call  to 
fifcht  his  battles,  a  proceeding  which  the 
Prime  Minister  has  characterized 

"  As  the  least  justifiable  of  all  the  proceedings 
carried  on  in  the  British  name  within  the  last 
half  century." 

Mr.  GLADSTONE :  I  meant  the  least 
justifiable  that  had  then  taken  place. 

Mr.  EIOHAED :  These  ships  attacked 
a  Native  fleet,  and  there  followed  one  of 
the  most  frightful  and  wholesale  mas- 
sacres of  Natives  that  is  recorded  in 
history.  And  as  Eajah  Brooke  thought 
fit  to  brand  these  Natives  as  pirates,  the 
people  of  this  country  had  the  pleasure 
of  pa3ring  £20,000  as  head  money  to 
our  officers  and  men,  so  much  a  head 
for  each  man  they  had  killed.  Well, 
when  this  new  Company  gets  into  diffi- 

Mr,  Richard 


culties  with  their  subjects  or  other  Na- 
tive Tribes,  what  will  then  happen? 
Why,  a  loud  outcry  is  sure  to  be  raised 
in  the  country,  and  we  shall  be  told — 
"There  are  our  dear,  helpless  country- 
men attacked  or  besieged  by  barbarous 
savages,  and  we  must  so  to  their  rescue." 
And  so  we  shall  be  obliged  to  espouse 
their  quarrels  and  to  fight  their  battles, 
just  or  unjust.  Now,  I  protest  against 
being  dragged  into  these  responsibilities. 
I  say  again,  what  I  said  last  year,  when 
I  brought  forward  a  Motion  on  a  similar 
subject — this  nation  of    35,000,000   of 

Seople  ought  to  be  master  of  its  own 
estinies,  instead  of  its  blood  and  trea- 
sure and  reputation  being  placed  at  the 
mercy  ^  others  without  the  knowledge 
or  consent  of  people  or  Parliament. 

Mr.  GLADSTONE:  Sir,  I  cannot 
help  supposing  that  the  very  clear  and 
candid  statement  of  my  hon.  and  learned 
Friend  the  Attorney  General  may  have 
sufficed  to  very  much  narrow  the  field 
of  this  debate.  Indeed,  I  draw  that  in- 
ference from  the  tone  of  the  speech 
which  followed  his  statement  compared 
with  a  portion  of  debate  which  went 
before  it.  But  I  am  anxious  to  do  what 
I  can  in  furtherance  of  the  same  task, 
for  I  think  nothing  but  a  clear  view  of 
one  or  two  fimdamental  facts  in  this 
case  is  necessary  in  order  to  satisfy  the 
House,  and  in  order,  I  almost  thiiJi:,  to 
satisfy  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman 
opposite  (Mr.  Gorst),  that  he  will  not 
do  wisely  in  endeavouring  to  persuade 
the  House  to  adopt  his  Amendment.  I 
have  no  intention  of  quarrelling  with  any 
of  the  principles  laid  down  by  the  hon. 
Gentleman  who  has  just  sat  down,  any 
more  than  I  did  when  he  moved  a  Eeso- 
lution  on  a  kindred  subject  nearly  two 
years  ag^.  Nor  have  I  any  intention  to 
enter  into  the  question  as  to  how  far  the 
Marquess  of  Salisbury  is,  or  is  not,  re- 
sponsible in  this  matter.  My  own  im- 
pression is  that  if  the  Marquess  of 
Salisbury  had  had  views  in  the  slightest 
degree  like  those  declared  by  the  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
Ohatham,  it  is  clear  that  he  could  not 
have  entertained  the  question  of  this 
Oharter  as  he  did ;  he  must  have  felt 
that,  instead  of  keeping  it  on  hand,  it 
was  his  duty  at  once  to  enter  his  Jarotest 
against  the  continuance,  even  un^er  the 
Oharter,  of  a  Oompany  such  as  hak  been 
described.  But  I  believe  it  is  probable 
that  the  Marquess  of  Salisbury,  loLldn^ 
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at  this  case,  saw  that,  though  it  might 
have  a  limited  scope  in  itself,  yet  it  in- 
volved principles  of  delicacy  and  import- 
ance, and  that  in  the  dying  days  of  his 
Government  it  would  not  be  well  for 
him  to  deal  with  it.  Therefore,  I  do 
not  wish,  in  the  slightest  degree,  to 
throw  responsibility  on  the  Marquess  of 
Salisbury  beyond  the  moderate  extent 
to  which  I  have  stated  it;  and  I  am 
willing  on  the  part  of  my  noble  Friend 
the  Foreign  Secretary,  and  on  my  own 
part,  to  take  the  responsibility  of  this 
transaction,  and  to  state  to  the  House 
why  we  are  willing  to  take  it.  My  hon. 
Friend  did  not  do  justice  to  the  attitudes 
of  the  different  countries.  He  said  it 
was  painful  to  see  Holland,  Spain,  and 
England  rushing  into  competition  and 
quarrelling  in  order  to  obtain  possession 
of  a  country  like  Borneo,  to  which  none 
of  them  had  any  right.  But  my  hon. 
Friend  should  recollect  that  England 
has  never  claimed  any  right  to  the 
possession  of  any  part  of  Borneo,  nor 
has  she  done  any  act  which  she  could 
avoid  leading  to  that  possession.  [Mr. 
Richabd:  What  about  the  Charter?] 
I  will  come  to  that  directly,  and  I  shall 
contend  that  it  had  a  directly  contrary 
effect.  What  would  be  the  advantage 
of  adopting  this  Amendment  ?  We  are 
asked  to  adopt  an  Address  praying  the 
Crown  to  revoke  or  alter  so  much  of  the 
Charter  as  gives  and  implies  sanction  to 
slavery.  If  we  only  alter  provisions  of 
the  Charter  relating  to  slavery,  it  is 
perfectly  clear  that  if  we  modify  their 
form,  any  question  of  the  sanction  of 
slavery  still  remains  in  principle  in  the 
Charter.  Suppose  we  struck  slavery 
out  of  the  Charter,  what  follows  ?  That 
slavery  is  abolished  ?  Not  in  the  least. 
Slavery  continues  without  restraint  and 
without  the  slightest  obligation  from 
without  upon  the  Company  ;  whereas,  as 
the  matter  now  stands,  in  case,  in  the 
judgment  of  the  Crown,  the  Company 
fail  to  execute  the  engagement  into 
which  they  have  entered  to  temper 
slavery,  to  qualify  slavery,  to  put  an 
end  to  slavery  so  soon  as  it  shall  be 
practicable — if  they  fail  in  the  execution 
of  these  engagements,  the  Crown  is  em- 
powered legally  to  revoke  the  Charter. 
I  say  that  is  in  the  nature  of  a  security 
against  slavery,  and  not  of  implied 
countenance  to  it.  I  am  not  entering 
upon  the  question  with  regard  to  opium, 
except  that  I  believe,  should  the  Com. 


pany  misuse  its  powers  in  respect  of 
opium,  the  power  of  negative  interfer- 
ence on  the  part  of  the  Crown  will  en- 
able the  Minister  to  check  any  miscon- 
duct in  that  respect  also.  My  hon. 
Friend  the  Member  for  Swansea  (Mr. 
DiUwyn)  asked  me  to  give  a  pledge  that 
no  annexation  of  territory  should  take 
place  without  the  consent  of  the  House 
of  Commons.  As  far  as  consent  is  con- 
cerned, I  am  rather  disposed  to  think  it 
is  an  affair  not  only  for  the  House  of 
Commons,  but  for  the  whole  of  the 
Legislature  of  the  country,  and  if  I 
gave  an  abstract  pledge  it  would  be  in 
that  form.  I  do  not,  however,  propose 
to  give  any  such  pledge,  and  my  hon. 
Friend  will  find  that  it  is  time  enough 
to  make  demands  upon  us  with  respect 
to  annexation  when  there  is  on  our  part 
any  tendency  towards  favouring  or  affect- 
ing it.  Throughout  the  whole  of  my 
political  life,  whether  under  Sir  Eobert 
Peel  or  as  a  Member  of  the  Liberal 
Fartv,  I  cannot  recollect  an  occasion  on 
which  I  gave  a  vote  or  took  a  step  in  a 
controverted  matter  except  on  the  side 
which  was  opposed  to  annexation.  I 
trust,  therefore,  I  am  not  likely  to  be 
suspected  in  the  matter.  In  truth,  for 
the  first  20  years  of  my  political  life, 
opposition  to  annexation — I  do  not  mean 
simply  on  abstract  grounds,  but  extreme 
indisposition  to  annexation — was  cha- 
racteristic of  the  two  political  Parties  in 
the  State  alike,  and  they  heartily  co- 
operated in  that  sense.  There  has  been 
some  amoimt  of  change  since,  on  which 
I  need  not  dwell ;  but  we  undoubtedly 
adhere,  and  I,  for  one,  adhere  in  full, 
and,  if  possible,  with  growing  strength 
of  conviction,  to  the  views  upon  that 
subject  that  I  have  always  entertained. 
I  believe  that  the  expression  of  these 
views,  not  only  on  my  own  part,  but  on 
the  part  of  others  who  sit  near  me,  and 
with  whom  I  am  associated,  is  better 
security  than  my  hon.  Friend  could  have 
in  any  abstract  declaration  on  the  sub- 
ject. We  believe  that  the  responsi- 
bilities of  this  great  Empire,  which  we 
have  inherited  with  all  their  burden 
and  with  all  their  glory,  and  with 
all  their  duty  as  well  as  with  all 
their  glory  —  we  believe  those  respon- 
sibilities are  sufficient  to  exhaust  the 
ambition  or  the  strength  of  any  Minister 
or  of  any  Parliament,  and  we  do  not 
wish  to  overload  them  and  to  break 
them  do  WD,  apart  from  other  questions, 

'J  Ci  2 


1191        BritUh  North  Bortm        tOOMMONS]         Company  {CharUr).        1193 


by  gratuitous,  not  to  say  by  pruiliy  addi- 
tions. The  question  is — "Have  we  in 
this  instance,  by  any  act  of  the  Govern- 
ment, augmented  its  responsibility  in 
respect  to  the  British  Settlement,  if  so 
I  may  call  it,  on  the  Northern  Coast  of 
Borneo,  or  aggravated  a  danger  con- 
nected with  that  Settlement  ?  "  I  think 
that  is  not  an  unfair  statement  of  the 
case.  How  does  this  arise  ?  Do  not  let 
the  hon.  and  learned  Member  who 
brought  forward  this  Hesolution,  or  my 
hon.  Friend  who  seconded  it,  suppose 
for  one  moment  that  I  deny  the  exist- 
ence of  responsibilities  and  dangers. 
The  responsibilities  and  dangers  which 
were  largely  stated  by  the  Mover  of  the 
Amendment  unquestionably  exist.  The 
relations  with  Foreign  States,  the  rela- 
tions with  foreign  residents,  the  rela- 
tions with  the  Natives  of  the  Island  are 
all  of  them  matters  full  of  responsibility, 
and  not  apart  from  danger.  But  these 
thingps  have  not  arisen  by  the  act  of 
Her  Majesty's  Government,  and  our 
contention  is  that  the  act  of  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Government  does  not  extend,  but 
qualifies  and  reduces,  those  dangers. 
Sir,  the  case  is  one  of  gpreat  interest.  I 
am  not  about  to  use  language  of  mis- 
trust and  condemnation  as  regards  the 
Company  which  has  settled  itself  in 
Borneo,  and  which  has  obtained  these  re- 
markable powers — powers  involving  the 
essence  of  Sovereignty,  though  covered 
by  the  Suzerainty  of  the  Native  Chief.  I 
must,  however,  lodge  a  protest  against 
the  statements  of  the  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman,  for  these  powers  are  totally 
different  from  the  case  of  the  East  India 
Company,  which  was  under  a  different 
system,  and  assumed  different  rights  in 
its  relation  to  the  Native  Sovereigns  and 
the  Queen,  whose  Dominions  fikewise 
extended  into  India  where  the  East 
India  Company  went.  The  fact  is  this. 
Let  the  Government  adopt,  with  mathe- 
matical rigour  if  you  like,  an  opposition 
to  annexation,  and  what  does  it  effect  ? 
It  does  nothing  to  check  that  tendency 
—that,  perhaps,  irrepressible  tendency 
— of  British  enterprize  to  carry  our 
commerce  and  the  range  and  area  of 
our  Settlements  beyond  the  limits  of  our 
Sovereignty  in  those  countries  where 
civilization  does  not  exist.  I  am  not 
prepared  to  say  that  that  is  altogether 
an  illegitimate  object.  I  am  inclined  to 
hope  that,  duly  regulated,  it  may  be 
made  an  almost  unmixed  good ;   and 
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that  even  where  not  so  happily  regu- 
lated, yet  in  some  cases,  as  in  the  case 
of  the  New  Zealand  Company,  on  the 
whole,  a  balance  of  good  has  been  ob- 
tained for  the  happiness  of  mankind. 
At  any  rate,  there  the  thing  is,  and  you 
cannot  repress  it.  If  the  views  of  the 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  are  to  be 
fully  carried  out,  he  must  bring  in  a 
new  penal  law.  He  must  make  it  penal 
for  British  subjects  to  go  and  settle 
themselves  beyond  the  limits  of  the 
Empire,  and  he  must  devise  the  means 
of  executing  that  law.  ["No,  no!"] 
The  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  must 
have  his  choice.  He  must  have  his  pre- 
ventive law,  which  I  caU  a  penal  law, 
with  the  means  of  its  execution,  or  else 
be  prepared  to  see  these  things  happen. 
They  have  happened  during  all  my  life. 
The  oldest  controversy  I  remember  took 
place  more  than  40  years  ago  about 
taking  possession  of  an  island — I  forget 
its  name — in  order  to  prosecute  the 
South  Sea  Fisheries ;  but  it  is  needless 
to  enter  into  details.  It  cannot  be 
denied  that  there  is  this  continual  ten- 
dency on  the  part  of  the  enterprizing 
people  of  this  country  to  overpass  the 
limits  of  the  Empire,  and  not  only  to 
carry  their  trade,  but  to  form  their 
settlement  in  other  countries  beyond  the 
sphere  of  regular  organized  government, 
and  there  to  constitute  establishments, 
and  even  to  constitute  a  certain  civil 
government  of  their  own.  Now,  Sir, 
the  question  is  whether,  if  abuses  spring 
up,  it  is  wise  for  the  Government  to 
establish  for  itself  a  rule  of  sitting  by 
with  folded  arms,  and  allowing  these 
things  to  go  on  without  the  slightest 
attempt  to  regulate  them  ?  It  so  happens 
that  we  have  in  Borneo  a  good  exajiple 
of  the  old  system,  and  a  g^od  example 
of  what  I  may,  perhaps,  call  the  new 
system.  Sir  James  Brooke  went  into 
Borneo  without  asking  or  obtaining  aid 
or  sanction  from  anyone.  By  his  own 
remarkable  energy  he  established  him- 
self in  that  country  ;  and  I  am  not  sure 
my  hon.  and  learned  Friend  was  right 
if  he  meant  to  say  that  Mr.  Hume  and 
Mr.  Cobden  ever  objected  to  Sir  James 
Brooke's  enterprize  ab  initio.  They  took 
an  honourable  part  in  the  discussion 
that  then  arose  upon  the  subject,  and  I 
myself  gave  them  my  humble  aid  at  the 
time  to  prevent  any  sanction  being  g^ven 
to  certain  unhappy  proceedings  that  then 
took  place ;  but  I  do  not  recollect  that 
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they  ever  attempted  to  take  objection, 
which  would  have  been  futile,  to  that 
tendency  of  British  enterprize  to  pass 
into  those  remote  and  uncivilized  coun- 
tries. But  what  happened  in  the  case 
of  Sir  James  Brooke  was  that  we  let  it 
alone.  And  did  that  prevent  us  irom 
mixing  in  its  affairs  ?  No  ;  on  the  con- 
trary, a  very  questionable  undertaking 
— in  my  opinion,  a  very  guilty  under- 
taking, but,  to  state  it  moderately,  a 
most  questionable  undertaking,  was  the 
consequence.  Not  only  was  he  permitted 
to  pursue  his  course,  but  he  was  assisted 
by  the  Fleet  of  Her  Majesty ;  and  not 
only  so,  but  when  his  course  was  chal- 
lenged in  this  country,  and  when  the 
intervention  of  the  Fleet  was  challenged, 
a  large  majority  of  this  House  voted  in 
his  support.  So  you  did  not  escape  any 
responsibility  by  endeavouring  to  have 
no  relations  with  those  people  who  found 
themselves  in  those  remote  regions.  Now, 
what  has  been  done  in  the  present  case  ? 
We  have  thought  it  better  to  make  an 
experiment  of  some  wise  and  moderate 
method  of  preserving  control  over  a 
Company  of  the  nature  of  this  North 
Borneo  Company.  What  have  we  given 
and  what  have  we  got  ?  It  was  asked 
by  the  hon.  and  learned  Member  for 
CQiatham  (Mr.  Gorst),  if  no  good  would 
be  done  by  this  Company,  why  was  the 
Charter  given  at  all  ?  The  benefits  ac- 
tually conferred  upon  the  Company  were 
extremely  small.  It  was  established 
simply  as  a  body  corporate,  with  per- 
petual succession ;  but  I  believe  that 
in  the  view  of  the  law  it  obtained  no- 
thing else  whatever.  I  doubt  very  much 
whether  obtaining  that  legal  privilege 
would  of  itself  have  been  sufficient  to 
induce  the  Company  to  enter  into  rela- 
tions with  Her  Majesty's  Government. 
What  else  did  it  get  ?  Sir,  it  may  seem 
strange  and  paradoxical  to  say  it  got 
nothing  else.  What  it  got  was  restraint, 
not  privilege.  There  is  not  a  single 
privilege  given  to  it  by  the  Charter  over 
and  above  what  it  had  already  acquired 
upon  a  title  sufficient  to  enable  it  to 
enter  into  the  exercise  of  all  its  powers. 
I  am  sorry  that  the  speech  of  the  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman  never  brought 
into  view  that  paramount  and  funda- 
mental fact  that  we  were  dealing,  in 
granting  this  Charter,  with  a  pre- existent 
Uompany.  We  were  not  calling  a  Com- 
pany intQ  existence.  We  were  not  in- 
citing people  to   go  and  do  a  certain 


thing.  They  were  in  possession  of  every 
power  that  the  Charter  gives  them,  and 
the  question  is,  did  we  worsen  or  did  we 
better  the  state  of  things  ?  You  say — 
Why  did  the  Company  submit  to  this 
restraint?  I  venture  to  give  my  own 
reason.  The  restraint  exercised  on  the 
conduct  of  the  Company  by  the  power 
of  the  Crown  to  interfere  was  a  guarantee 
of  considerable  power  against  miscon- 
duct on  the  part  of  the  Company.  That 
there  should  be  such  a  guarantee  against 
misconduct  on  the  part  of  the  Company's 
a^ent  would  tend  to  raise  the  character 
of  the  Company,  and  to  improve  the 
credit  of  the  Company ;  and  it  was  that 
indirect,  but  still,  as  I  hope,  very  consi- 
derable advantage  obtained  by  the  Com- 
pany in  the  most  legitimate  manner,  by 
submitting  itself  to  restraint,  which 
formed,  as  far  as  I  can  see — but  I  have 
no  title  from  the  Company ;  I  have  had 
no  communication  with  them — their 
principal  inducement.  But,  Sir,  we  have 
undertaken  no  new  responsibility  what- 
ever. We  shall  have — and  this  was  a 
matter  which  was  carefully  considered 
by  the  Foreign  Office  and  by  the  Govern- 
ment— we  shall  have  no  more  respon- 
sibility, as  it  is  perceived  by  my  hon. 
Friend  who  spoke  last,  not  one  grain 
more  responsibility  with  regard  to  the 
North  Coast  of  Borneo  than  we  have 
with  regard  to  the  territory  of  Sarawak. 
Wherever  your  subjects  go,  if  they  are 
in  pursuit  of  objects  not  unlawful,  you 
are  under  moral  obligations  towards 
them  that  you  cannot  possibly  forget  or 
ignore  ;  and  their  objects  being  lawful, 
you  afford  them  all  the  protection  which 
your  powers  enable  you  to  give.  Well, 
Sir,  that  is  precisely  the  case  in  regard 
to  British  North  Borneo,  and  there  is  not 
the  slightest  addition  to  our  responsi- 
bility beyond  what  we  incurred  with  re- 
gard to  Sarawak.  The  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  says  we  have  incurred  serious 
responsibilities  with  Spain,  the  Nether- 
lands, and  the  United  States  of  America. 
I  think  he  considerably  exaggerated 
those  dangers ;  but  I  do  not  deny  that 
difficulty,  and  even  danger,  may  exist ; 
but  I  say  two  things.  First  of  all,  that 
we  are  under  no  obligation  whatever  to 
settle  the  existing  controversies  with 
those  Governments  for  the  Company; 
and,  secondly,  that  we  are  in  a  condition 
to  render  difficulties  far  less  likely  to 
occur  in  future,  by  using  our  negative 
and  restrictive  powers  to  shield  the  Com- 
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pany  from  the  temptation  to  be  led  into 
unwise  and  aggressive  action;  so  that 
our  contention  is,  there  is  not  a  point 
from  which  you  can  look  at  this  ques- 
tion at  which  you  do  not  find  that»  what- 
ever our  responsibilities  are  in  regard  to 
these  uncivilized  foreign  countries,  they 
are  likely  to  be  limited  rather  than  ex- 
tended by  the  grant  of  Charters  such  as 
this.  My  hon.  Friend  who  spoke  in  so 
excellent  a  spirit  in  seconding  this  He- 
solution,  and  my  hon.  Friend  also  who 
spoke  last,  say  this  is  virtually  an  an- 
nexation. Now,  Sir,  I  am  very  sorry 
to  hear  hon.  Members  in  this  House 
say  it  is  virtually  annexation,  because 
the  day  may  possibly  arise  when  their 
speeches  will  be  quoted  in  support 
of  its  being  considered  to  have  been  an- 
nexation. But,  first  of  all,  I  do  not 
admit  in  the  slightest  degree  that  it  is 
an  annexation  in  effect  or  an  annexation 
in  right.  In  right,  I  will  not  allow  that 
there  is  the  slightest  tendency  to  annex- 
ation ;  in  fact,  I  will  make  to  you  this 
admission — that  wherever  your  subjects 
have  settled  themselves,  and  have  be- 
come virtually  masters  of  the  territory, 
there  may  be  a  seed  of  possible  future 
annexation.  That  I  cannot  deny.  But 
I  say  the  danger  of  that,  the  danger  at- 
tending it,  you  cannot  escape,  unless 
you  are  prepared  to  support — what  even 
the  hon.  and  learned  Member  opposite 
does  not  seem  inclined  to  bring  in — a 
penal  law  to  prevent  British  subjects 
from  going  beyond  the  limits  of  the 
Queen  s  Dominion.  I  do  not  think  the 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  can  realize 
the  effect  of  his  own  Motion.  Tou 
can  only  prevent  British  subjects  from 
settling  in  foreign  countries  by  prohibit- 
ing them  from  going  beyond  tiie  limits 
of  the  Empire,  and  you  can  only  do  that 
by  penal  legislation.  These,  then,  are 
the  grounds  for  our  course  of  action  in 
this  matter,  which  we  have  not  entered 
upon  without  scruple  and  consideration. 
It  is  a  matter  which  we  do  not  attempt 
to  place  too  high.  The  motives  which  I 
have  supposed  may  have  deterred  Lord 
Salisbury  and  the  late  Government  from 
settling  it  with  rapidity  was  a  sense  that 
the  whole  subject  was  beset  with  diffi- 
culty, and  that,  go  which  way  you  will, 
it  is  a  choice  of  difficulties.  We  have 
seen  what  has  happened  from  the  neutral, 
or,  as  it  is  sometimes  called,  laiesMfaire 
policy,  and  we  are  not  satisfied  with  the 
revolts.    I  venture  to  believe  that,  if  we 
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had  had  a  greater  control  over  the  pro- 
ceedings of  the  New  Zealand  Company, 
we  might  have  postponed  annexation. 
We  cannot  tell  whether  we  might  have 
avoided  it  or  not ;  but  it  might  have  been 
in  our  power  to  prevent  precipitate  and 
unwise  proceedings.  We  do  not  say 
this  is  a  system  of  which  the  success  has 
been  demonstrated.  It  may  break  down. 
What  we  say  is,  that  it  is  an  experiment 
we  are  trying,  the  whole  matter  being 
full  of  responsibility,  and  that  responsi- 
bility not  being  apart  from  peril.  After 
the  many  great  imperfections  and  defects 
of  our  previous  methods  of  proceeding, 
it  is  worth  our  while  to  make  a  modest 
and  well-considered  trial  of  this  new 
method  of  proceeding.  For  that  pur- 
pose we  ask  the  indulgence  of  the  House. 
We  protest  against  the  immediate  con- 
demnation of  our  plan.  We  say,  let  it 
stand  the  test  of  experience,  which  will 
soon  prove  whether  it  is  wise  or  unwise; 
and,  in  order  that  it  may  do  so,  I  hope 
the  House  will  not  assent  to  the  Besolu- 
tion  of  the  hon.  and  learned  Member 
for  Chatham. 

Sib  GEOEGE  CAMPBELL  said,  it 
was  exceedingly  difficult  to  resist  the 
charm  of  the  eloquence  of  the  Prime 
Minister,  and  especially  so  for  a  Mem- 
ber who  counted  himself  one  of  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman's  humble  followers.  But 
he  grieved  to  confess  that  he  very  much 
wished  that  the  eloquence  of  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  had  not  been  exerted 
on  an  occasion  which  seemed  like  sailing 
very  near  the  wind  in  regard  to  the 
matter  of  annexation,  of  which  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  had  been  so  strong  an 
opponent.  It  seemed  to  him  that  in  this 
case,  whateverlawyers  might  call  it,  what- 
ever technical  arguments  might  be  used, 
it  was  very  difficult  to  believe  that  the 
recognition  of  the  North  Borneo  Com- 
pany was  not  an  annexation — it  was  the 
same  recognition  of  territory  passing  to 
the  British  Crown  as  took  place  when  a 
trading  Company,  acting  under  a  Hoyal 
Charter,  possessed  themselves  of  India. 
There  was  a  parallel  and  an  analogy 
between  the  two  cases  which  was  very 
striking.  It  might  be  said  that  he,  who 
had  spent  his  life  in  administering  and, 
in  some  cases,  pushing  forward  British 
annexations  in  India,  might  not  be 
unfavourable  to  the  granting  of  this 
Charter ;  but,  on  the  contrary,  his  argu- 
ment was  that  we  had  so  much  already 
that  we  ought  to  pause  and  hesitate  be- 


1 1 97^  ^British  North  Borneo         |  March  17,  1882)         Company  (  Charter).      1 1 98 


fore  we  took  more.  Whatever  arguments 
miebt  be  used,  he  should  continue  to 
believe  that,  having  once  taken  in  hand 
the  North  Borneo  Company,  the  agis  of 
British  protection  was  thrown  over  the 
country.  His  alarm  had  not  been  quieted, 
but  further  alarm  had  been  occasioned 
him,  by  the  eloquent  speech  of  the  Prime 
Minister.  From  that  speech  he  gathered 
that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  rather 
disliked  what  had  been  done,  but  that, 
there  being  only  a  choice  of  evils,  the 
grant  of  the  Charter  was  inevitable.  It 
really  seemed  to  him  a  matter  of  deep 
moment  that  in  the  eyes  of  the  present 
Prime  Minister,  an  advocate  of  peace 
and  an  opponent  of  annexation  and  ex- 
tension, our  political  position  was  such 
that  the  British  Government,  whether 
Conservative  and  aggressive,  or  Liberal 
and  opposed  to  annexation  and  Jingoism, 
was  bound  by  an  insatiable  necessity  to 
follow  and  protect,  he  would  not  say 
every  British  filibuster,  but  every  British 
adventurer,  and  take  possession  of  the 
territory  bought  by  him  from  some 
foreign  Prince  or  savage  King,  and  that 
this  country  must  submit  to  the  exten- 
sions of  territory,  whether  it  desired  it 
or  not.  He  doubted  very  much  the 
soundness  of  the  arguments  both  of  the 
Prime  Minister  and  of  the  Attorney 
General.  They  had  told  the  House  that 
the  Company  was  an  accomplished  fact, 
and  that  the  Charter  only  secured  it  in 
the  possession  of  the  territory  which 
it  had  acquired.  This  was  a  terri- 
tory half  as  large  as  France ;  but,  so 
far  as  he  could  gather  from  the  Papers, 
the  Company  was  really  in  posses- 
sion of  nothing  but  a  few  petty  points 
upon  the  coast.  The  Charter  not  only 
confirmed  the  whole  of  the  immense 
grants  of  territory  which  had  been  given 
to  the  Company  by  Rulers  who  did  not 
possess  it,  but  it  authorized  the  Com- 
pany, under  British  protection  and  under 
the  British  flag,  to  take  possession  of 
those  territories  in  the  best  way  they 
could — that  was,  either  by  fair  moans  or 
foul,  for  Companies  were  not  necessarily 
over-scrupulous.  They  were  further  au- 
thorized to  take  possession  of  any  more 
territories  they  could  in  that  quarter  of 
the  globe.  That  was  a  most  startling 
authorization,  and  was  simply  a  roving 
commission.  Nothing  like  so  wide  an 
authority  was  given  to  the  East  India 
Company.  Parliament  was  always  re- 
straining that  Company.     Although  he 


had  personally  taken  part  in  some  an- 
nexations of  territory,  he  thought  that 
those  in  which  he  was  concerned  ought 
to  be  about  the  last,  and  that  we  ought 
to  go  no  further.  We  were  a  compara- 
tively small  Island,  and,  speaking  with 
reference  to  the  great  Asiatic  popula- 
tions, a  comparatively  small  population, 
and  possessed  but  a  small  standing 
Army.  For  his  part,  he  believed  that 
the  Constitution,  the  unwillingness  to 
serve,  and  the  occupations  of  the  people 
rendered  it  unlikely  that  Great  Britain 
would  ever  have  a  powerful  Army  or 
become  a  great  military  Power.  One 
of  his  greatest  objections  to  bluster  and 
Jingoism  was  that  they  had  not  an 
Army  powerful  enough  to  bear  them 
out.  Why  should  we  assert  a  right  and 
a  claim  to  occupy  every  part  of  the 
globe,  to  the  exclusion  of  other  people  ? 
It  would  be  much  better  if  we  should 
take  an  example  from  the  view  expressed 
in  a  very  statesmanlike  manner  by  the 
Dutch  on  this  question — that  our  policy 
should  be  rather  concentration  than  fur- 
ther progress.  There  was  already  plenty 
of  opening  for  our  surplus  population 
in  the  various  Colonies.  In  this  Eastern 
quarter,  between  Assam  and  Singapore, 
was  a  vast  district,  sufficient  to  afford 
ample  scope  for  the  energetic  young  men 
of  the  upper  classes  who  could  not  pass  for 
the  Army.  He  confessed  to  a  feeling  of 
sadness  and  regret  at  hearing  the  Prime 
Minister  enunciate  views  which  came  so 
very  near  the  *'Ilule  Britannia"  kind 
of  policy  which  boimd  us  to  follow  every 
British  subject  who  chose  to  follow  an 
aggressive  course  in  any  part  of  the 
world.  He  had  hoped  that  this  country 
had  abandoned  the  Palmerstonian  policy 
of  looking  upon  every  person  calling 
himself  a  British  subject  as  entitled  to 
their  protection,  wherever  he  might  go 
and  whatever  he  might  do.  It  had  been 
said  that  this  was  a  peculiar  case,  in 
which  the  advantages  counter-balanced 
the  disadvantages.  What  was  there  in 
this  case  which  made  it  peculiar?  It 
seemed  to  him  that  Lord  Granville  and 
the  Attorney  General,  representing  the 
Government,  had  been  very  easily  satis- 
fied as  to  the  extraordinarily  beneficent 
character  of  this  Company.  They  had 
the  statement  of  a  gentleman  named 
Lees,  who  was  the  agent  of  this  very 
Company,  and  of  two  or  three  naval  offi- 
cers, who  had  visited  several  small  points 
on  the  coast.     That  was  the  whole  evi- 
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dence  on  which  this  case  was  taken  out 
of  the  category  of  objectionable  annexa- 
tions. That  being  so,  he  greatly  doubted 
the  wisdom  or  expediency  of  entering 
on  a  new  region  of  annexation  which, 
heretofore,  had  been  closed  against  us. 
Why  should  we,  alone  among  all  coun- 
tries in  the  world,  undertake  to  protect 
the  human  race — sometimes  to  protect 
them  ofiP  the  face  of  the  earth?    He 
had  looked  over  the  Blue  Books,  and 
had  not  found  anything  in  them  that 
rightly    exempted    this    country    from 
the  policy  of  non- annexation.    We  had 
the  great  territory  of  India ;  we  had  not 
rid  ourselves  of  responsibility  in  South 
Africa — he  did  not  know  whether  we 
ever  should — and  Egypt  was  still  on  our 
hands.    Why  should  we  enter  on  this 
great  region  of  the  earth?    It  was  a 
very  dangerous  policy  to  enter  upon  a 
course  of  something  which,  if  not  annexa- 
tion, was  affiliation,  because  it  was  im- 
possible to  say  where  it  was  to  stop.  He 
oould  not  help  thinking  that  Her  Ma- 
lesty's  Government  had  found  that  they 
had  very  considerable  difficulty  in  justi- 
fying themselves.    He  was  disappointed 
that  the  Prime  Minister  did  not  get  up 
at  once,  instead  of  leaving  the  case  in 
the  hands  of  a  great  forensic  Advocate — 
the  Attorney  General.  If  it  was  desirable 
to  add  to  our  territories,  it  was  better 
that  that  should  be  done  directly  by  Her 
Majesty's  Government,  and  not  by  giving 
a  Charter  to  a  Joint  Stock  Company  to 
do  so.    He  had  great  doubt  whether 
India  was  better  administered  now  by 
Her  Majesty's  Government  directly  than 
it  was  by  the  East  India  Company.  But 
things  went  on ;  you  could  not  go  back- 
wards. Parliament  thought  it  right  to  put 
an  end  to  that  Company ;  and  now  were 
they  going  to  create  another  Company  of 
this  kind  in  its  place,  when  financiers  in 
the  City  were  much  less  scrupulous  than 
they  were  in  the  time  of  the  East  India 
Company  ?    They  were  going  to  give 
power  to  this  Company  to  raise  an  Army, 
to  borrow  money,  to  make  laws,  and  to 
annex  territories  wherever  it  coiild  ?    It 
seemed  to  him  that  that  was  a  very  dan- 
gerous policy.     They  had  been  told  that 
the  effect  of  this  Charter  was  only  to 

five  to  this  Company  a  moral  support, 
t  seemed  to  him  that  the  gpiving  of  the 
Charter  implied  a  great  deal  more— 
namely,  the  support  of  Her  Majesty's 
ships  in  the  first  place,  and  financial 
lapport  in  the  second  place.    The  Oom- 
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Sany  could  go  into  the  City  with  Her 
[ajesty's  Charter,  and  obtain  money 
which  it  could  not  get  if  left  to  stand 
by  itself.  The  East  India  Company,  he 
would  point  out,  had  followed  the  course 
of  passing  a  law  desiring  their  Courts  and 
servants  not  to  recognize  or  enforce  any 
right  founded  on  the  practice  of  slavery ; 
and  he  could  not  see  why  that  precedent 
should  not  be  followed  in  the  present 
case.  Though  he  differed  from  much 
that  had  fiEillen  from  the  hon.  and  learned 
Member  for  Chatham  (Mr.  Gorst),  he 
should,  nevertheless,  g^ve  him  his  sup- 
port if  a  division  were  taken,  for  he  was 
of  opinion  that  the  Charter  ought  not 
to  have  been  granted. 

Mb.  ONSLOW  said,  he  was  surprised 
at  the  opposition  of  the  hon.  Member 
who  had  just  spoken.    He  shoidd  have 
expected  from  a  Gentleman  who  had  filled 
many  high  offices  in  India  an  apprecia- 
tion of  tne  great  benefits  conferred  by 
English  rule  on  Native  races.    He  could 
not,  therefore,  help  thinking  that  his 
hon.  Friend  had  a  Itadical  constituency 
in  view,  instead  of  the  House  of  Com- 
mons, when  he  delivered  his  speech,  and 
that  he  might  have  to  regret  ever  having 
made  that  speech.    It  was  said  by  those 
who  objected  to  this  Charter  that  the 
East  India  Company's  Charter  was  at 
first  similarly  limited  in  scope.     Well, 
no  doubt  that  was  so ;  but  who  oould  deny 
that  the  Charters  gpranted  to  the  East 
India  Company  were  the  origin  of  gpreat 
benefits  enjoyed  at  the  present  time  by 
the  Native  races  ?    The  policy  which  he 
had  in  view  when  he  approved  the  Gk>- 
vemment's  consent  to  the  North  Borneo 
Charter  had  been  characterized  as  a 
'*  Eule  Britannia  "  policy.     He  was  not, 
however,  ashamed  to  affirm  his  adher- 
ence to  a  policy  of  that  kind ;  and  having 
seen  the  great  social  and  moral  effect 
of  what  was  called  ^'Jingoism,"  he  hoped 
he  should,  as  long  as  he  lived,  always 
be  a  "  Jingo."  How,  he  asked,  would  our 
commercial  interests  have  been  extended 
so  largely,  if  an  element  of  **  Jingoism  " 
had  not  always  been  prevalent  among 
the  English  people  ?  It  was  noteworthy 
that  the  '*  peace- at-any-price"  politicians 
were  always  ready  to  reap  the  fruits  of 
a  successful  "Jingo"  policy.     To  his 
mind  there  was  a  ch)se  analogy  between 
the  extension  of  our  commerce  and  what 
had  been  called  "  Jingoism."  He  hoped 
that  any  barbarous  customs  that  might 
exist  in  North  Borneo  would  be  abolished 
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in  the  course  of  the  next  few  years. 
They  must  remember  that  it  was  not  so 
very  long  ago  that  sutteeism  and  infan- 
ticide were  abolished  in  India ;  and 
however  abhorrent  these  practices  had 
always  been  to  us — the  dominant  Power 
in  India — yet  it  had  taken  years  tho- 
roughly to  eradicate  such  barbarities. 
The  process  of  abolition  ought,  however, 
to  be  gradual,  for  by  showing  an  impatient 
hostility  to  the  traditions  of  the  Native 
population  an  unfavourable  impression 
would  probably  be  created.  The  First 
Lord  of  the  Treasury  had  said  that  the 
Charter  did  not  throw  any  new  responsi- 
bility on  the  country.  He  could  not 
accept  that  view  of  the  case.  If  he  could 
believe  that  the  Charter  was  a  sham,  and 
that  we  were  never  to  defend  it,  if  neces- 
sary, by  force  of  arms,  he  certainly 
should  not  support  the  Government  on 
that  occasion.  He  intended,  however, 
to  do  so,  because  he  believed  that  the 
Charter  was  not  to  be  a  sham.  In  his 
opinion,  it  was  impossible  to  have  a 
Charter  with  the  Queen's  Sign  Manual 
without  responsibility.  He  agreed, 
however,  with  much  the  Prime  Minis- 
ter had  said,  for  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman had  swallowed  a  good  deal  of 
what  he  had  said  at  Mid  Lothian; 
and  the  speech  of  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman delivered  to-night  was  the  first 
tinge  of  a  national  policy  which  this 
great  Government  had  yet  shown.  If 
the  Charter  carried  with  it  no  new  re- 
sponsibility, what  was  the  use  of  this 
storm  in  a  teacup?  The  East  India 
Company,  when  in  existence,  was  sup- 
ported by  the  forces  of  this  country  over 
and  over  again ;  and  he  trusted  that 
similar  support  would  be  accorded  to 
the  North  Borneo  Company  in  case  of 
need.  The  Attorney  General,  seeing 
that  the  step  taken  by  the  Government 
did  not  meet  with  universal  approval  on 
the  Ministerial  side  of  the  House,  had 
endeavoured  to  make  the  Marquess  of 
Salisbury  responsible  for  the  Charter. 
He  did  not  say  that  the  Marquess  of 
Salisbury  would  have  sanctioned  the 
Charter  exactly  as  it  stood  ;  but  he  had 
no  doubt  the  late  Foreign  Secretary 
would  have  sanctioned  it  in  principle, 
and  he  thought  he  was  justified  in  this  as- 
sertion from  the  perusal  of  the  Blue  Books. 
Still,  he  (Mr.  Onslow)  objected  to  any 
Member  of  the  Government,  when  they 
found  they  were  in  difficulties  and  were 
likely  to  offend  some  of  their  stanchest 


supporters,  trv  to  throw  the  blame  upon 
their  political  opponents.  They  had 
heard  the  strange  words  ''British  in- 
terests "  from  the  Attorney  General.  He 
had  thought  the  Liberal  Party  was  never 
going  to  use  those  words  again ;  but  he 
was  glad  they  had  cropped  up.  But  the 
remarks  of  the  Attorney  General  and  the 
Prime  Minister  were  at  total  variance 
with  everything  said  in  Mid  Lothian 
two  years  ago.  The  remarks  made  from 
the  Treasury  Bench  were  totally  at 
variance  wim  not  only  the  speeches  in 
Mid  Lothian,  but  at  variance  with  the 
remarks  of  every  Member  of  the  Go- 
vernment, whose  sole  object  two  years 
ago  was  to  turn  out  that  great  states- 
man the  Earl  of  Beaoonsfield  and 
place  themselves  in  Office.  The  speech 
of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  rrime 
Minister  recalled  that  little  word  **  pres- 
tige." Two  years  ago  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  said  '*  prestige  "  was  a 
hateful  word.  [Mr.  Gladstoive  :  Hear, 
hear !]  He  differed  from  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  now,  as  then ;  and  he  was 
glad  the  word  had  been  recognized  now 
in  the  granting  of  this  Charter.  The 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for  Swansea 
(Mr.  Dillwyn)  said  that  it  was  done  out 
of  loyalty  to  the  late  Government.  He 
had  never  seen  the  slightest  loyalty  from 
the  Prime  Minister  to  the  late  Govern- 
ment ;  and  he  thought  the  hon.  Member 
for  Swemsea  must  have  been  poking  fun 
at  the  House  when  he  spoke  of  the 
granting  of  the  Charter  being  an  act  of 
loyalty  to  the  Earl  of  Beaoonsfield  and 
the  Marquess  of  Salisbury.  He  did  not 
believe  the  Prime  Minister  was  capable 
of  loyalty  towards  his  political  opponents. 
He  (Mr.  Onslow),  however,  believed  that 
the  Charter  would  work  well  for  the 
country,  and  that  the  Natives  who  were 
friendly  disposed  to  us  would  greatly 
benefit  by  the  change.  It  had  been  said 
that  steps  might  be  taken  in  future  years 
to  annex  this  territory  to  the  Crown. 
The  only  doubt  he  had  in  his  mind  was 
whether,  rather  than  grant  this  Charter, 
the  Government  ought  not  at  once  to 
have  annexed  the  territory.  There  would 
be  difficulties,  no  doubt,  but  they  had 
had  difficulties  in  India ;  and  he,  for 
one,  did  not  quail  because  of  **  difficul- 
ties." To  his  mind,  the  overcoming — 
and  that,  too,  so  successfully — so-called 
difficulties,  insuperable  as  they  had  often 
been  considered,  in  India,  was  one  of 
tlie   grandest  deeds  in  the  annals    o£ 
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British  history.  Do  not,  then,  let  us 
Yield  to  this  bugbear  of  difficulties.  He 
believed  the  Natives  in  India  and  else- 
vhere  preferred  English  rule  to  the  rule 
of  their  own  Rajahs.  He  believed  there 
was  a  great  future  in  the  country  to 
which  this  Oharter  had  been  granted 
for  the  trader,  the  engineer,  and  the 
missionary.  He  could  only  account  for 
the  policy  of  the  Government  on  this 
question  by  supposing  that  the  right 
hon.  Oentleman  was  coming  back  to  a 
sense  of  true  national  responsibility  ; 
and  if  he  went  on  in  that  policy  many 
Members  on  that  side  of  the  House 
would  give  the  Government  their  cordial 
support.  He  did  not  know  how  the  Under 
Secretaries  of  State  for  the  Colonies  and 
for  Foreign  Affairs  could  reconcile  to 
their  views  support  of  the  policy  of  the 
Government  in  this  matter.  It  was  a 
g^eat  concession  that  had  been  made  to 
the  Company,  and  he  believed  the  policy 
pursued  with  regard  to  it  was  a  national 
policy.  There  might,  no  doubt,  be 
difficulties  in  dealing  with  the  country ; 
but  it  must  be  remembered  that  they 
had  not  acquired  it  by  coercion  or  fight- 
ing, but  wholly  by  peaceful  means — a 
ffreat  guarantee  that  the  Natives  would 
be  peaceable  and  abide  by  the  laws 
laid  down.  He  was  sorry  that  on  this 
occasion  he  could  not  vote  with  his  hon. 
and  learned  Friend  the  Member  for 
Chatham  (Mr.  Gorst).  Considering  the 
policy  of  the  Tory  Party  in  bygone  years, 
it  did  seem  to  him  strange  that  an  hon. 
Member  sitting  on  that  side  of  the  House 
should  bring  forward  a  Resolution  of 
that  kind.  No  doubt  he  was  induced 
to  do  so  by  the  interest  he  took  in  the 
Slave  Question ;  but,  for  his  own  part, 
he  believed  that  slavery  would  be  in  no 
way  encouraged  in  Borneo  by  the  grant- 
ing of  the  Charter.  If  he  had  the 
lightest  idea  that  the  Company  would, 
by  any  means,  encourage  slavery,  of 
course  he  would  not  vote  with  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Government ;  but  so  great  was 
the  aversion  to  slavery,  by  politicians  in 
this  country  of  every  hue,  that  he  felt 
confident  that  in  a  few  vears  slavery  in 
Borneo  would  be  a  thmg  of  the  past. 
This  Charter  would  much  more  pro- 
bably lead  to  the  granting  to  North 
Borneo  those  glorious  institutions  which 
we  had  been  the  means  of  introducing 
into  our  Indian  Empire ;  and  it  was  be- 
cause he  believed  there  was  in  the  future 
of  that  country  great  oommerolal  pros- 
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perity,  and  a  wide  field  for  all  kinds  of 
civilization  under  British  rule,  that  he 
now  supported  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment. 

Mb.  R.  BIDDULPH  MARTIN  said, 
that,  as  one  of  the  filibusters  to  whom 
so  much  reference  had  been  made,  and 
one  of  those  to  whom  the  Charter  was 
granted,  he  thoroughly  appreciated  the 
position  which  had  been  laid  down  by 
the  Prime  Minister  with  reference  to 
this  grant.  In  taking  the  limitations 
imposed  upon  them,  the  Company 
accepted  the  responsibility  of  those 
limitations,  which  they  would  endea- 
vour to  carry  out  to  the  best  of  their 
ability.  With  regard  to  the  question 
of  slavery,  they  would  not,  in  deal- 
ing with  the  subject,  have  possibly 
adopted  stronger  measures.  It  was  their 
firm  intention  and  wish  to  extirpate  this 
curse  as  soon  as  they  possibly  could.  It 
was  only  a  question  of  practicability  that 
limited  their  so  doing.  They  would  like 
to  wipe  it  out  with  one  sweep  of  the 
pen ;  out  it  was  absolutely  impossible,  in 
a  country  of  which  they  knew  practically 
nothing,  to  do  that.  Slaves  were  gene- 
rally made  by  the  dhows,  which  swooped 
down  and  carried  off  as  many  as  they 
could.  The  only  effectual  method  of 
preventing  them  was  to  send  a  gunboat 
or  an  armed  steamer  to  protect  the  de- 
fenceless Native  villages  on  the  coast. 
The  Company's  settlements  could  protect 
themselves,  but  the  Native  villages  could 
not.  Slavery  was  a  recognized  institution, 
and  it  was  impossible  to  put  it  down  at 
once.  They  were  compelled  to  suffer  it, 
but  to  suffer  it  only  for  a  limited  time. 
In  reference  to  what  had  been  said  of 
opium  growing  in  the  Island,  he  believed 
that  the  soil  was  not  favourable  to  its 
cultivation.  So  far  as  their  own  terri- 
tory was  concerned,  the  Company  would 
try  and  keep  it  out  by  imposing  the 
highest  tax  upon  it  they  could.  One  of 
their  first  acts  was  to  take  off  the  tax 
upon  rice,  a  tax  which  weighed  very 
heavily  on  the  people,  and  place  it  upon 
opium.  On  the  other  hand,  the  Island 
would  be  benefited  by  the  introduction 
of  English  credit.  European  manufac- 
tures would  be  brought  in,  and  the 
people  of  North  Borneo,  who  had  a  great 
inchnation  towards  commerce,  would 
gladly  take  the  opportunity  of  extending 
tiieir  trade.  They  had  no  difficulty  at 
all  with  the  Natives.  A  circumstance 
illustrative  of  their  feeling  came  to  the 
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knowledge  of  the  Company  a  fortnight 
ago.  Two  tribes  living  beyond  the 
limits  of  their  boundary  had  sent  a  mes- 
sage to  the  Besident  saying  that  they 
wished  their  territory  to  be  annexed 
also.  The  answer  was  that  they  were 
beyond  the  boundary  line,  and  it  was 
therefore  impossible.  Notwithstanding 
this,  however,  they  sent  a  reply  saying 
they  would  send  their  wives,  their  chil- 
dren, and  their  movable  goods  into  the 
district,  and  when  they  could  not  bear  the 
tyranny  of  their  Native  Rulers  they  them- 
selves would  follow.  They  had  already 
carried  out  the  first  part  of  their  undertak- 
ing, and  all  that  remained  to  be  seen  was, 
whether  they  would  carry  out  the  rest. 
Of  course,  he  admitted  that  the  object 
of  the  Company  was  a  commercial  one ; 
but  he  thought  all  these  circumstances 
should  be  considered  in  connection  with 
the  undertaking. 

Du.  CAMERON  said,  he  did  not  wish 
to  criticize  anything  that  had  been  said 
as  to  the  action  of  the  Company  by  the 
hon.  Member  who  had  just  spoken ;  but 
he  maintained  that  in  not  one  single  re- 
mark did  the  hon.  Gentleman  lay  oefore 
the  House  the  smallest  reason  why  this 
Charter  should  be  granted.  They  were 
told  that  orders  had  been  sent  out  for 
a  gradual  and  speedy  suppression  of 
slavery ;  butthe  date  of  those  orders  was 
not  mentioned.  If  he  understood  the 
matter  aright,  they  were  sent  out  before 
the  granting  of  the  Charter  ;  therefore, 
of  whatever  effect  they  might  be,  that 
effect  was  in  no  way  dependent  on  the 
Charter.  Then,  as  to  the  cultivation  of 
opium,  that  appeared  to  him  also  to  be 
a  matter  which  in  no  way  concerned  the 
grant  of  the  Charter  at  all.  Slavery, 
unfortunately,  existed  already  in  some 
of  our  Dependencies  in  its  domestic  form, 
and  in  other  Dependencies  they  had  what 
approached  it  very  nearly — forced  ap- 
prenticeships. The  opium  trade  they 
had  in  India ;  but  he  did  not  think  it 
was  necessary  to  enter  into  those  ques- 
tions. They  appeared  to  him  to  be 
totally  irrelevant  to  the  Charter.  The 
real  question  that  would  make  him  vote 
against  the  Government,  if  the  matter 
went  to  a  division,  was  the  point  of  an- 
nexation. When  the  Liberals  were  in 
Opposition,  and  when  they  appealed  to 
the  country  at  the  last  General  Election, 
they  all  protested  against  annexation. 
He  protested  against  annexation  then, 
and  he  protested  against  it  now.     The 


sole  question  was,  how  far  this  action  of 
the  <jk>vemment  was  a  step  in  the  direc- 
tion of  annexation  ?  Let  them  examine 
into  it  for  a  moment.  They  were  told, 
in  the  firstplace,  that  the  inducements 
which  led  Her  Majesty's  Gbvemment  to 
grant  this  Charter  were  that  it  was  re- 
strictive, and  would  give  the  Govern- 
ment an  opportunity  of  controlling  the 
operations  of  this  Company.  B^  did 
not  exactly  see  to  what  extent  it  would 
do  this ;  but  he  knew  that  the  British 
law  gave  Her  Majesty's  Government  very 
wide  powers  inaeed  to  prevent  wrong- 
doing on  the  part  of  her  subjects  abroad. 
They  were  told  of  the  attachment  of  the 
people  of  Borneo  to  Her  Majesty  the 
Queen ;  but  that  was  hardly  a  reason  for 
annexation.  He  had  no  doubt  they 
would  get  up  as  good  a  show  of 
attachment  to  Her  Majesty  in  any  bar- 
barous part  of  the  globe.  As  to  &e  in- 
ducement held  out  to  the  House  that  the 
Charter  would  foster  missionary  en- 
terprize,  he  thought  that  only  required 
to  oe  looked  at  for  one  moment  to  be 
seen  through.  The  fact  of  the  matter 
was  that  if  they  had  not  exactly  annexed 
this  territory,  tiiey  had  given  a  Charter 
which  confirmed  Sovereign  rights;  a 
Charter  under  which  the  policy  of  this 
trading  Company  was  controlled  by  the 
Government.  They  had  given  a  juris- 
diction over  British  subjects,  the  power 
of  peace  and  war,  of  raising  an  Army 
and  a  Navy ;  and  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment reserved  the  power  of  negativing 
the  appointment  of  a  Governor.  He 
could  not  see  that  any  Company  could 
be  instituted  under  any  document  which 
would  more  clearly  render  the  Govern- 
ment responsible  for  its  operations  than 
was  the  case  with  this  Company.  The 
Prime  Minister  admitted  that  he  did  not 
much  like  the  Charter,  but  that  the  Go- 
vernment had  simply  before  it  the 
choice  of  two  evils.  He  agpreed  with 
that,  but  did  not  think  they  had  qiade 
the  right  choice.  They  were  told  by  the 
Attorney  General  that  the  Marquess  of 
Salisbury,  in  a  despatch  to  the  Spanish 
Government,  had  referred  to  British 
interest49  in  those  parts  that  required  to 
be  protected ;  and  the  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  spoke  as  if  they  were  bound 
to  regard  every  British  interest  which 
the  Marquess  of  Salisbury  considered  as 
such  in  precisely  the  same  light.  Now, 
he  could  quite  understand  how  Members 
on  the  other  side  of  the  House  should 
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consider  themselves  bouu  J  by  any  views 
expressed  by  the  Marquess  of  Salisbury ; 
but  they  on  that  side  of  the  House  had 
repeatedly  ridiculed  and  disavowed  the 
yiews  of  the  noble  Marquess  as  to  Bri- 
tish interests,  and  he  thought  they  would 
only  be  acting  consistency  if  they  re- 
pudiated that  belief  in  those  British  in- 
terests in  Borneo  to  which  he  had  re- 
ferredy  and  allowed  this  Company  to 
protect  its  own  interests.  On  the  one 
hand,  they  had  the  choice  of  giving 
the  Charter,  whichrendered  them  as  com- 
pletely responsible  for  the  Company  in 
good  and  evil  fortune  as  any  document 
could  mc^e  them ;  and,  on  the  other  hand, 
they  could  have  said  to  the  Company — 
''  You  are  a  trading  Company,  trading 
under  the  Limited  Liability  Statute ;  you 
Bay  you  have  done  very  good  work 
under  that  Statute;  continue  to  do  it. 
Tou  know  your  rights ;  you  must  look 
after  them  in  your  own  way.  You  have 
purchased  certain  rights  of  Sovereignty 
nrom  the  Brummagem  Sultans  of  Borneo, 
who  sold  you  their  rights  over  3S,000 
square  miles.  You  must  have  known 
they  could  not  be  of  much  worth.  You 
bought  them  at  your  own  risk,  and  you 
must  look  after  them  and  protect  them ; 
and  if  in  doing  that  you  violate  those 
laws  of  Great  Britain  which  regulate  the 
conduct  of  British  subjects  in  savage 
countries  we  shall  hold  you  responsible." 
The  idea  of  British  interests  in  such  a 
matter  appeared  to  him  to  be  prepos- 
terous. Those  British  subjects  went  to 
Borneo  and  acquired  certain  rights  as 
traders,  and  this  country  might  have 
been  bound  to  protect  them;  but 
those  were  not  the  rights  from  which 
our  dangers  would  arise.  The  rights 
from  which  our  danger  as  a  nation 
would  arise  were  the  Sovereign  rights, 
and  these  Sovereign  rights  in  a  trading 
Company  we  should  never  have  recog- 
nized or  listened  to.  They  had  been 
told  that  in  the  course  of  negotiations 
which  had  taken  place  between  the 
Sultan  of  Borneo  and  this  Company,  the 
Sultan  of  Sulu  granted  a  concession 
which,  when  the  Spanish  Forces  had 
subdued  him,  he  was  compelled  to  re- 
call. Without  any  Charter  the  Com- 
pany had  gone  on  with  its  work  and 
nad  any  question  arisen  as  to  Sove- 
reignty the  Oovemment  of  Spain  and 
the  Sultan  of  Sulu  would  have  been 
obliged  to  settle  it  between  themselves. 
What  would  be  the  oonsequenoe  now  if 

Dr.  Cameron 


that  Company,  incorporated  by  Hoyal 
Charter,  having  the  power  of  raisins  an 
Army  and  a  Navy,  floating  the  British 
flag  over  it,  were  to  have  a  dispute  with 
Spain  ?  It  would  be  impossible  for  this 
country  to  remain  neutral.  He  would 
not  enter  into  the  question  of  State 
policy  of  annexation.  It  might  be 
that  the  attitude  of  Spain  had  been 
such  that  we  could  not  allow  it  to  pass 
without  some  action  on  our  part,  and 
that  such  action  rendered  annexation  al- 
most a  matter  of  necessity ;  but  what  he 
protested  against  was  this  form  of  annexa- 
tion, which  appeared  to  him  to  be  by  far 
the  most  insidious  and  dangerous  form 
of  annexation  they  could  adopt,  and  on 
that  ground  he  should  be  constrained  to 
vote  against  Her  Majesty's  Government 
on  this  Hesolution  if  the  matter  went  to 
a  division. 

Sib  HENEY  HOLLAND  desired  to 
state  in  a  few  words  why  he  should 
support  the  action  of  Her  Majesty's  Go- 
vernment in  granting  this  Charter.  He 
entirely  dissented  from  the  hon.  and 
learned  Member  for  Chatham  (Mr. 
Oorst)  in  calling  this  a<}tion  "  filibuster- 
ing." Surely  the  granting  a  Charter 
with  certain  carefully  considered  condi- 
tions to  a  trading  Company  which  had 
been  established  for  two  or  three  years 
was  not  a  ** filibustering'^  act.  Nor 
could  he  admit  that  the  Company  was 
a  political,  and  not  a  commercial.  Com- 
pany. The  very  rights  which  were  trans- 
ferred to  this  Company  had  been  granted, 
in  the  first  instance,  by  the  Sultan  to  a 
Company  which  was  admitted  by  thehoD. 
and  learned  Member  for  Chatham  to  be  a 
**  trading"  Company.  And  the  condi- 
tions imposed  by  this  Charter  were,  as 
he  (Sir  Henry  Holland)  would  show, 
intended  to  keep  it  a  commercial,  and 
to  prevent  it  becoming  a  political  Com- 
pany. Her  Majesty's  Oovemment  ex- 
pressly reserved  a  right  to  interfere  and 
decide  in  any  questions  which  might 
arise  between  the  Company  and  the 
Sultans  or  any  Foreign  Power.  Two 
points  must  be  admitted  in  this  discus- 
sion— first,  that  this  part  of  Borneo  was 
very  rich  in  resources  and  very  capable 
of  development;  and,  secondly,  that  it 
was  desirable  that  it  should  be  so  de- 
veloped by  British  subjects,  looking  to 
the  proximity  of  the  district  to  our 
Colony  of  Labuan.  No  Oovemment 
could  properly  object  to  this  district 
being  worked  by  a  trading  Company. 
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Indeed,  when  he  (Sir  Henry  Holland) 
was  in  the  Colonial  Office,  in  1873,  when 
a  German  Company  proposed  to  open  a 
trade  in  Borneo  —  he  believed  in  this 
very  North-Eastem  district — the  Earl  of 
Kimberley  said  in  a  despatch  that  he 
saw  no  ground  for  ofiPering  opposition  to 
the  attempt  of  the  German  merchants  ; 
and  all  he  could  do  was  to  suggest  that 
the  Sultan  should  be  requested  not  to 
grant  to  them  any  monopoly  of  trade. 
If,  then,  no  objection  could  be  made  to 
a  trading  Company,  surely  it  was  not 
unreasonable  to  show  some  favour  to  a 
British  trading  Company,  considering, 
as  he  had  before  said,  the  nearness  of 
this  district  to  Labuan,  a  Colony  which 
was  increasinfi^  in  importance,  and  which 
in  war  would  be  still  more  important 
owing  to  the  coal  found  there.  What, 
then,  were  the  disadvantages  which  were 
to  be  set  off  aeainst  the  above  advan- 
tages ?  Difficulties  with  Foreign  Powers 
had  been  put  forward.  These  might  be 
considered  under  two  heads — time  of 
peace  and  time  of  war.  Now,  as  to 
oifficulties  in  time  of  peace,  what  had 
we  to  fear  ?  He  (Sir  Henry  Holland) 
would  not  follow  the  hon.  and  learned 
Member  for  Chatham  in  discussing  the 
Spanish  claim ;  but,  although  he  would 
not  ask  the  House  to  accept  his  opinion 
against  that  of  the  hon.  and  learned 
Member,  he  might  fairly  set  against  him 
the  different  opinions  of  Law  Officers  and 
the  decisions  of  eminent  statesmen — in- 
cluding Lord  Aberdeen — who  had  pre- 
sided over  the  Foreign  Office.  At  all 
events,  Spain  had  contented  herself  with 
a  protest.  As  regarded  the  Netherlands 
Government,  it  was  clear  that  no  diffi- 
culty need  be  anticipated  from  them,  as 
the  Correspondence  in  the  Blue  Book 
ends  with  an  expression  of  hope  on  the 
part  of  the  Minister — 

**  That  the  new  undertaking  may  contribute 
to  the  happiness  of  the  Native  population,  and 
be  fruitful  in  useful  results." 

The  hon.  and  learned  Member  for  Chat- 
ham referred  to  the  United  States ;  but 
there  was  no  information  before  the 
House  to  lead  it  to  suppose  that  any 
claim  had  been  made ;  and  the  House 
might  be  satisfied  that  such  information 
would  have  been  given,  if  there  had  any 
serious  claim  been  advanced.  So  far  for 
difficulties  in  time  of  peace.  As  regards 
difficulties  in  time  of  war,  any  danger 
was  greatly  lessened,  if  not  altogether 
done  ftway  with,  by  the  fact  that  Her 


Majesty  did  not  claim  Sovereignty,  or 
even  a  Protectorate,  over  this  district ; 
indeed,  it  would  be  found  that  any  such 
Sovereignty  was,  over  and  over  again, 
disclaimed  in  the  Correspondence  with 
the  Netherlands.  An  attack,  then,  on 
the  British  settlers  would  not  be  an 
attack  oh  her  Sovereignty,  and  would 
not  in  itself  necessitate  reprisals.  In 
truth,  these  settlers  had  taken  all  risks 
upon  themselves,  just  as  British  traders 
did  who  went  up  the  rivers  in  West 
AMca  and  settled  there.  They  had  no 
claim  to  be  protected,  although  special 
circumstances  might  render  it  desirable 
to  grant  such  protection.  It  must  be 
observed,  moreover,  that  any  difficulties, 
either  in  peace  or  war,  would  be  greatly 
obviated  by  the  stringent  provisions  in 
the  6th  Article  of  the  Charter,  which 
imposed  a  useful  check  upon  the  dealings 
of  the  Company  with  Foreign  Powers. 
He  (Sir  Henry  Holland)  might,  there- 
fore, fairly  assume  that  the  disadvan- 
tages did  not  equal  the  advantages  of 
having  a  British  trading  Company  in 
this  part  of  Borneo ;  and  he  would,  there- 
fore, pass  to  a  consideration  of  the 
Charter.  Now,  in  the  first  place,  he 
thought  the  hon.  and  learned  Attorney 
General  pointed  out  with  great  force  the 
true  position  of  the  case  presented  to 
the  Government.  Here  were  British 
subjects  who  might  have  continued  to 
trade  as  partners  without  any  resort  to 
the  Government ;  who  might  also  have 
placed  themselves  under  the  Companies' 
Acts  without  any  conditions  imposed 
upon  them,  except  such  as  were  pro- 
vided  by  those  Acts.  But  they  applied 
for  a  Charter  ;  and  surely  it  was  a  wise 
thing  for  the  Government  to  take  that 
opportunity  of  securing  the  peace  of  the 
country  and  the  happiness  of  the  Natives, 
and  of  placing  some  general  check  upon 
British  subjects  settling  down  in  a  foreign 
country.  What,  then,  were  the  checks 
which  a  Government  would  desire  to  see 
imposed  ?  Just  such  checks  as  we  find  se- 
cured by  the  following  Articles — namely, 
by  Article  3,  that  the  British  character 
of  the  Company  should  be  maintained  ; 
by  Article  4,  that  a  transfer  of  powers 
should  not  be  made  without  consent 
of  a  Secretary  of  State ;  by  Article  6, 
that  the  decision  of  a  Secretary  of  State 
should  be  taken  in  any  case  of  difiPerence 
with  a  Sultan ;  by  Article  6,  that  the 
Company  should  be  bound  to  adopt  any 
suggestion  of  the  Secretary  of   State 
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with  reference  to  the  dealings  of  the 
Company  with  any  Foreign  Power ;  and, 
lastly,  by  Article  7,  that  the  Company 
shoiUd  gradually  pat  an  end  to  domestic 
slavery.  Upon  this  last  Article  he  (Sir 
Henry  Holland)  heartily  concurred  in 
what  had  fallen  from  the  hon.  and 
learned  Attorney  General ;  and  he  only 
desired  to  add  a  few  words  upon  the 
question,  as  almost  the  last  work  he  did 
in  the  Colonial  Office  was  to  render  his 
humble  assistance  to  Lord  Carnarvon 
when  that  noble  Lord  took  the  first 
steps  to  putting  an  end  to  domestic 
slavery  on  the  Gold  Coast.  No  one  had 
done  more  than  the  Earl  of  Carnarvon 
in  this  respect ;  but  he  would  not  have 
succeeded,  had  he  not  proceeded  with 
judgment  and  patience.  He  knew  that 
to  abolish  domestic  slavery  at  once 
would  have  led  to  violence,  and,  perhaps, 
bloodshed,  in  a  country  where  domestic 
slavery  was  a  deeply-rooted  institution, 
and  where  the  relations  between  master 
and  slave  were  naturally  looked  on  with 
favour  by  the  inhabitants.  In  a  des- 
patch of  August,  1874,  the  Earl  of  Car- 
narvon required — 

'*  The  immediate  abolition  of  slave-dealing 
and  the  importation  of  slaves,  to  be  followed  by 
such  reffolations  of  the  relations  between  mas- 
ters ana  slaves  as  shall  ultimately,  and  in  no 
long  course  of  time,  effect  the  extinction  of 
slavery  itself." 

Now,  this  careful  mode  of  proceeding 
had  been  wisely  followed  in  the  Charter. 
The  House  would  observe  that,  if  this 
Article  of  the  Charter  were  to  be  re- 
voked as  desired  by  the  hon.  and  learned 
Member  for  Chatham,  the  settlers  and 
Native  Chiefs  might  continue  domestic 
slavery  for  ever.  He  would  not  detain 
the  House  any  longer,  but  conclude  by 
stating  his  concurrence  in  the  hope  ex- 
pressed by  the  Netherlands  Minister  that 
the  new  undertaking  might  contribute  to 
the  happiness  of  the  Native  population, 
and  his  belief  that  it  would  do  so  ;  and 
that  it  would  open  up  a  trade  alike 
profitable  to  the  Natives  as  to  this 
country. 

Mr.  EYLANDS  said,  he  had  come  to 
the  conclusion,  after  reading  the  Papers 
presented  on  that  subject,  that  the  claims 
of  Spain  were  of  the  most  shadowy  de- 
scription, and  that  it  was  hardly  possible 
for  her  to  put  forward  any  reasonable 
ground  upon  which  she  had  a  right  to 
interfere  with  the  Sultan  of  Sulu  giving 
the    concession  to   tho    British    North 

Sir  Henry  TToUaind 


Borneo  Company.  At  the  same  time, 
our  Government  appeared  to  have  re- 
garded the  claims  of  Spain  as  of 
some  weight,  and  to  have  thought  there 
was  some  reason  why  they  should  seek 
to  conciliate  that  country.  Our  Govern- 
ment had  intimated  to  Spain  that  they 
would  be  disposed,  in  return  for  the  re- 
cognition by  the  Spanish  GK>vemment  of 
the  action  of  the  British  Government,  to 
recognize  the  claims  of  Spain  to  influ- 
ence and  authority  in  the  Sulu  Archi- 
pelago. As  to  the  Netherlands,  they 
were  a  weak  country  and  did  not  like  to 
be  treated  with  indifference  and  almost 
with  contempt ;  yet  they  had  no  right 
to  complain  of  the  course  of  our  Go- 
vernment, in  regard  to  the  Charter  of 
that  Company ;  he  was,  however,  sur- 
prised that  these  Papers  contained  no 
reference  to  the  United  States  of 
America  in  connection  with  the  ar- 
rangements with  the  Sultan  of  Borneo ; 
and  he  hoped  that  the  Under  Secretary 
of  State  for  Foreign  Affairs  would  ex- 
plain why  the  despatch  mentioned  by 
the  hon.  and  learned  Member  for  Chat- 
ham (Mr.  Gorst)  was  not  alluded  to  in 
the  Blue  Book.  It  might  be  the  fashion 
to  sneer  at  American  diplomacy;  but 
where  the  United  States  had  trade  inte- 
rests, those  interests,  if  touched,  would 
be  looked  after  in  a  manner  that  would 
admit  of  no  neglect.  He  was  not  surprised 
at  the  line  taken  by  the  hon.  Member  for 
Guildford  (Mr.  Onslow)  in  that  matter. 
It  was  natural  for  hon.  Gentlemen  op- 
posite to  talk  of  promoting  British  inte- 
rests, of  the  great  highways  of  British 
trade,  of  national  prestige,  and  of 
securing  strategical  advantages  over 
other  Powers.  It  was  quite  clear  from 
the  Papers  that  the  late  Gt>vemment 
were  prepared  to  confirm  the  Charter  of 
that  Company.  He  did  not  blame  them 
for  that ;  but  it  was  not  consistent  with 
the  policy  of  that  (the  Ministerial)  side 
of  the  House.  If  the  late  Government 
had  done  that  before  they  went  out  of 
Office  he  should  have  denounced  it  in 
Lancashire,  had  he  been  speaking  at  a 
public  meeting,  as  a  part  of  their  dan- 
gerous policy  of  adventure,  and  possibly 
a  much  greater  man  than  he  might  ha?e 
denounced  it  also.  The  speeches  ^de 
in  Mid  Lothian  by  the  Prime  Mini^ 
had  been  read  by  millions  of  his  countr^. 
men  with  the  greatest  satisfaction  ;  aud^ 
he  liinidelf  looked  upon  them  as  a  sort 
of  vade  uiecum   and  pocket  compauiou. 
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He  had  read  those  Mid  Lothian  speeches 
again  and  again  with  the  highest  ad- 
miration; he  thoroughly  agreed  with 
them,  and  he  believed  they  had  struck 
deep  into  the  mind  and  touched  the  con- 
science of  the  country.  [**  Question !  "] 
That  was  the  question.  He  was  not 
using  any  taunt,  or  insinuating  the  small- 
est doubt  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman's 
perfect  sincerity  ;  but  he  said  that  his 
own  intellect  was  not  sufficient  to  enable 
him  to  see  that  all  the  views  expressed 
in  those  speeches  had  been  carried  out 
in  Office.  He  could  understand  the  posi- 
tion taken  up  by  the  right  hon.  and  gal- 
lant Gentleman  opposite  (Sir  John  Hay) 
and  the  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member 
for  Guildford  (Mr.  Onslow),  because 
they  believed  that  by  stretching  out  our 
hands  and  seizing  points  of  vantage  we 
were  strengthening  the  Empire.  They 
were  consistent  in  supporting  any  an- 
nexation which  would  have  that  end. 
But  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Prime 
Minister,  in  Mid  Lothian,  said  that  those 
annexations,  instead  of  strengthening, 
overloaded  the  Empire;  and  he  com- 
pared the  case  to  that  of  Gulliver,  whom 
a  number  of  Liliputians  with  a  midti- 
plicity  of  threads  was  able  to  tie  down, 
though  each  of  the  threads  was  so  minute 
that  he  could  break  it  in  a  moment. 
This  Borneo  affair  was  another  thread 
tying  down  the  British  Gulliver.  The 
Attorney  General's  argument  came  to 
this — that  if  a  private  Company  had  got 
a  concession  from  a  barbarian  Potentate 
we,  as  a  country,  were  bound  to  back 
them  up.  That  was  the  old  PaJmer- 
stonian  doctrine  of  Civis  Jiomanut  sum. 
But  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Duchy  of  Lancaster  op- 
posed Lord  Palmerston  in  the  height  of 
his  power,  because  he  endangered  this 
country  by  a  system  of  intermeddling  all 
over  the  world.  If  we  were  bound  to 
protect  all  adventurous  Englishmen  who 
in  any  part  of  the  world  obtained  grants 
from  barbarian  Potentates,  where  were 
we  to  draw  the  line  ?  Let  them  take  the 
consequences  of  their  conduct.     Those 

gentlemen  with  their  guns — and  the 
overnment  had  sold  them  several — 
might  get  into  a  war.  Nobody  knew 
that  there  were  not  Sovereigns  in  Borneo 
who  did  not  submit  to  the  Sultan  of 
Borneo  or  Sulu,  and  then,  what  of  the 
Natives  who  were  said  to  be  delighted 
with  this  annexation?  What  did  we 
know  about  the  Natives,  touching,  as 


we  did,  only  the  firing  of  that  enor- 
mous G0unti7  ?  Li  this  annexed  terri- 
tory there  were  150,000  inhabitants 
spread  over  18,000  square  miles — some- 
thing like  eight  people  to  the  square 
nule.  Of  course,  the  population  of  the 
sea  coast,  who  thought  they  might  get 
some  advantage  by  it,  were  delisted  at 
the  annexation ;  but  would  the  people 
inland  receive  equally  well  a  Govern- 
ment which  might  introduce  customs 
objectionable  to  them  ?  Mr.  Dent  asked 
the  Marquees  of  Salisbury  to  grant  the 
Charter  as  soon  as  possible,  because  cer- 
tain Spaniards  were  treating  with  the 
Hulers  of  the  country  to  obtwi  territory 
for  themselves.  And  there  was  a  pas- 
sage in  a  despatch  from  Mr.  Dent  to  the 
Marquess  of  Salisbuiy,  which  would  be 
found  at  page  164  of  the  Blue  Book,  in 
which  he  spoke  of  '' lawless-characters" 
as  likely  to  be  collected  to  fight  against 
the  Natives  and  the  representatives  of 
the  Company.  Therefore,  it  appeared 
that  we  might  have  a  war  not  only  with 
the  people  within  the  districts,  but  with 
people  adjacent.  But,  whether  that  was 
so  or  not,  it  was  impossible  for  the  House 
not  to  see  that  this  was  an  additional  re- 
sponsibility taken  by  this  country.  Earl 
Granville,  in  a  despatch  which  would  be 
found  at  page  203  of  the  Blue  Book,  told 
them  why  the  Government  had  resolved 
to  support  this  Charter.    He  said — 

"  North  Borneo  lies  in  the  fairway  of  an 
immense  British  maritime  trade  between  China, 
Australia,  India,  and  the  United  Kingdom. 
Its  occupation  by  a  Foreign  Power  would  be  a 
source  of  disquietude  to  this  country,  and  for 
that  reason  clauses  were  inserted  in  the  British 
Treaties  of  1847  and  1879  with  the  Sultans  of 
Sulu  and  Brunei  under  which  they  respectively 
engaged  not  to  make  any  cession  of  territory  tK> 
any  other  nation  than  Gveat  Britain  without 
the  consent  of  Her  Majesty's  Government/' 

We  wanted  to  get  a  foothold,  because 
we  thought  it  necessary  for  the  protec- 
tion of  our  trade.  But  that  was  the  old 
tale — the  tale  which  had  been  so  often 
told  by  hon.  Members  now  sitting  on 
the  opposite  side  of  the  House,  and  which 
had  been  so  often  denounced  as  based 
upon  a  doctrine  of  selfishness.  But,  in 
his  opinion,  we  ought  to  seek  in  the 
legitimate  channels  of  trade  to  secure 
those  interests,  which  could  be  promoted 
without  involving  us  in  the  dangers  of  a 
spirited  foreign  policy. 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUE  said,  that  this 
debate  was  one  of  the  most  singular 
that  he  had  ever  listened  to.    There 
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were  a  great  many  able  speeolies  deli- 
vered in  defence  of  Her  Majesty's  Go- 
yemment;  but  those  speeches  had  all 
come  from  the  Opposition  side  of  the 
House.  There  had  been  seyeral  Jingo 
speeches ;  but  the  most  remarkable  of 
them  came  from  the  Treasury  Bench. 
The  only  hon.  Gentleman  on  the  other 
side  of  the  House,  in  an  independent 
position,  who  had  supported  the  policy 
of  Her  Majesty's  Government,  was  one 
whom  they  were  all  very  elad  to  hear 
to-night  for  the  first  time,  but  who,  he 
believed,  had  some  direct  pecuniary  in- 
terest in  the  concerns  of  the  Company 
which  the  Government  had  taken  imder 
their  especial  protection.  If  the  Besolu- 
tion  which  his  hon.  and  learned  Friend 
the  Member  for  Chatham  (Mr.  Gorst) 
brought  forward  with  so  much  ability 
at  the  beginning  of  the  evening  had 
served  no  other  purpose,  it  had  proved, 
at  all  events,  that  the  independence  of 
the  Liberal  Party,  which  some  sup- 
posed to  be  a  thing  of  the  past,  was 
still  a  practical  reality.  In  the  earlier 
speeches  that  evening  one  or  two  Gentle- 
men on  the  other  side  of  the  House  showed 
a  most  unusual  and  surprising  reverence 
for  the  Marquess  of  Salisbury's  policy. 
Great  reverence  for  the  Marquess  of 
Salisbury's  policy  was  also  attributed 
to  Her  Majesty's  Government  by  hon. 
Gentlemen  below  the  Gangway.  The 
hon.  Member  for  Swansea  (Mr.  Dillwyn) 
attributed  the  whole  of  the  action  of 
the  Government  to  the  principle  of  con- 
tinuity, and  to  the  fact  that  they  were 
following  out  the  policy  which  the  Mar- 

Suess  of  Salisbury  advocated.  Hon. 
[embers  opposite  appeared  to  go  far 
beyond  himself  in  their  admiration  for 
the  Marquess  of  Salisbury,  because  they 
admired  not  merely  what  he  had  done 
or  what  he  had  said  he  would  do,  but 
what  they,  without  the  slightest  shadow 
of  evidence,  chose  to  imagine  he  would 
have  done.  It  was  alleged  that  when 
the  Marquess  of  Salisbury  resigned  Office 
he  had  formally  left  this  matter  to  be 
dealt  with  by  his  successor,  but  had  pre- 
viously held  out  such  hopes  to  the  Com- 
pany that  practically  the  incoming  Go- 
vernment were  pledged  to  grant  this  Char- 
ter. That,  however,  was  not  the  view  of 
the  then  situation  which  was  taken  by 
the  Company  itself ;  because  Mr.  Alfred 
Dent,  writing  on  the  12th  of  April, 
18b0,  stated  wat,  owing  to  the  insecurity 
of  their  position,  it  was  impossible  for 
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the  Company  to  organize  any  regular 
trade.  The  hon.  and  learned  Gentle- 
man who  opened  the  debate  had  dealt 
not  only  with  the  question  of  slavery, 
but  with  the  diplomatic  antecedents  of 
the  present  action  of  the  Government. 
The  Papers  which  were  in  the  hands  of 
hon.  Members  represented  the  diplomatic 
conduct  of  Her  Majesty's  Government  in 
a  very  unfavourable  light.  Their  action 
had  evidently  g^ven  deep  umbrage  to 
the  Dutch  (it>vemment ;  and,  whether 
just  or  unjust,  the  Charter  was  of  such  a 
character  that  Her  Majesty's  Gt>vem- 
ment  must  have  known  that  it  would 
give  the  deepest  umbrage  to  that  Go- 
vernment. The  Prime  Minister  had 
tried  to  give  the  transaction  a  com- 
mercial, and  not  a  political  character. 
But  Earl  Granville,  in  the  House  of 
Lords,  speaking  on  this  subject,  laid 
strength  on  the  fact  that  it  would  ex- 
clude foreigners  from  North  Borneo, 
and  that  that  country  was  one  of  our 
great  trade  routes.  Was  there  nothing 
of  a  political  character  in  these  considera- 
tions ?  By  the  Charter  Her  Majesty's 
Government  recognized  the  right  of  this 
Company  to  levy  taxes,  to  enforce  the 
law,  especially  the  law  of  slavery,  and 
to  establish  a  monopoly  over  an  area 
nearly  as  large  as  France.  Could  this 
be  represented  as  a  purely  commercial 
arrangement  ?  It  appeared  that  we  had 
practically  annexed  this  large  territory. 
And  how  had  we  obtained  it  ?  It  was 
obtained  through  an  Austrian  subject 
acting  as  the  agent  of  an  English  firm, 
who  appeared  to  have  bought  precisely 
the  same  article  from  three  different 
persons — namely,  from  an  American 
gentleman,  the  Sultan  of  Sulu,  and  the 
Sultan  of  Brunei — who  could  not  pos- 
sibly have  all  owned  it  at  the  same  time ; 
and  none  of  whom,  as  a  matter  of  fact, 
had  completely  owned  it  at  any  time, 
since  a  large  part  of  the  territory  in 
question  was  held  by  Native  Chiefs,  who 
cared  nothing  for  the  American  citizen 
and  very  little  for  the  two  Sultans.  He 
wished  to  draw  the  attention  of  the 
House  to  the'  relation  which  the  present 
action  of  the  Government  bore  to  their 
professions  when  out  of  Office.  When 
out  of  Office  the  present  Ministry  ridi- 
culed and  denounced  the  policy  of  secur- 
ing our  communications  with  India,  yet 
they  now  defended  this  Charter  on  the 
ground  that  Borneo  was  on  one  of  our 
great  trade  routes.     In  1879  the  pre- 


1217     British  North  Borneo        {  Mabch  17,1 882 )         Company  ( Charter),      1218 


sent  Under  Secretary  of  State  for 
Foreign  Affairs  denounced,  most  un- 
justly, it  is  true,  the  late  Government 
for  countenancing  slavery  in  Cyprus. 
But  where  now  was  the  zeal  of  the  hon. 
Gentleman  for  the  abolition  of  slavery  ? 
Perhaps  he  would  explain  how,  in  the 
interval  of  1879  and  1881,  that  zeal  had 
gone  through  so  effectual  a  process 
of  cooling.  Then,  again,  the  Prime 
Minister,  when  in  Mid  Lothian,  had  de- 
clared that  the  most  fatal  course  we 
could  pursue  would  be  to  increase  our 
responsibilities.  How  did  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  attempt  to  reconcile  his 
preaching  with  his  practice  ?  He  said 
that  the  responsibilities  in  this  case 
arose  from  the  fact  that  British  subjects 
had  gone  to  Borneo,  and  that  the  only 
effect  of  the  Charter  had  been  to  limit  the 
extent  of  those  responsibilities.  If  that 
were  so,  the  Government  ought  to  hurry 
after  any  body  of  British  subjects  who 
made  a  settlement  anywhere,  and  should 
pray  of  them  to  accept  a  Charter  in  order 
our  responsibilities  might  be  limited. 
Did  not  this  difference  between  the  pro- 
fessions of  Gentlemen  when  out  of  Office 
and  their  action  when  in  Office  strike  a 
heavy  blow  at  political  morality  ? 

Mb.  GLADSTONE :  There  were  pe- 
culiar circumstances  in  this  case. 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUE  said,  if  that  were 
the  case  hon.  Members  opposite  had  care- 
fully refrained  from  touching  upon  them. 
Nothing  could  be  plainer  than  that  our 
responsibilities  were  greatly  increased 
by  the  Charter.  When  the  electors 
throughout  the  country  became  ac- 
quainted with  the  course  the  Govern- 
ment had  adopted,  how  could  they  avoid 
coming  to  the  conclusion  that  tlie  pre- 
sent Ministers  were  carried  away  at 
the  late  General  Election  by  Party  pas- 
sions, and  that  they  had  now  thrown 
over  a  policy  which  was  convenient  when 
they  wanted  to  get  into  Office,  but  very 
inconvenient  when  they  got  there  ?  Cer- 
tainly, they  would  have  great  difficulty, 
like  the  hon.  Member  for  Burnley  (Mr. 
Rylands),  in  reconciling  the  action  of  the 
Prime  Minister  in  this  case  with  the  words 
which  he  used  when  a  candidate  for  Mid 
Lothian.  He  supposed  that  this  was 
another  ''hateful  incident"  of  their 
policy.  He  feared,  however,  that  these 
incidents  were  becoming  so  frequent  as 
to  make  it  difficult  to  distinguish  them 
from  a  settled  policy.  With  regard  to 
the  actual  Amendment  of  the  hon.  and 
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learned  Member  for  Chatham  (Mr.  Gorst) 
he  intended  to  support  it,  because  he  was 
unable  to  discover  from  the  Papers  that 
the  Government  had  shown  tiie  least 
zeal  about  diminishing  slavery.  There 
was  no  evidence  that  they  had  even 
gone  so  far  as  to  make  inquiries  into 
the  condition  of  the  slaves,  neither  were 
any  Eeports  on  that  subject  laid  upon 
the  Table.  He  could  not  understand 
why  the  Government  had  not  inserted 
in  the  Charter  provisions  which  would 
have  led  in  time  to  the  total  abolition  of 
that  great  curse. 

Sir  CHARLES  W.  DILKE  said,  that 
the  hon.  Member  who  last  addressed  the 
House  had  referred  to  the  debate  as 
being  a  singular  one.  He  agreed  with, 
the  hon.  Member  as  to  that ;  but  it  ap- 
peared to  him  that  the  greatest  singu- 
larity consisted  in  this — that  the  speeches 
had  but  little  to  do  with  the  Amendment. 
The  speeches  were  very  wide;  the 
Amendment  was  a  very  narrow  and 
simple  one.  He  congratulated  the  hon. 
and  learned  Member  for  Chatham  (Mr. 
Gorst)  on  having  imported  one  singu- 
larity in  particular  into  the  discussion. 
He  had  made  the  hon.  Member  for 
Guildford  (Mr.  Onslow)  support  Her 
Majesty's  Administrators  in  a  speech 
which  had  the  effect  of  destroying  the 
nerve  of  the  hon.  Member  for  Burnley 
(Mr.  Rylands).  The  hon.  Member  for 
Burnley  had  made  a  few  observations  on 
foreign  affairs  which  it  was  his  duty  to 
notice.  He  said  also  that  he  believed 
that  some  of  the  people  in  Borneo  did 
not  submit  either  to  the  Sultan  of  Sulu 
or  to  the  Sultan  of  Brunei.  He  could 
not  help  thinking  that  the  hon.  Member 
for  Burnley  must  be  one  of  those  inde- 
pendent individuals.  The  hon.  and 
learned  Member  for  Chatham  dealt  at 
some  considerable  length  with  the 
Spanish  portion  of  the  case.  He  said 
that  the  Government  had  denied  a  per- 
fectly good  **  de  jure'*^  title  on  the  part 
of  Spain.  But  that  title  had  been 
denied  by  the  Earl  of  Carnarvon  and 
other  British  Ministers  at  the  head  of 
the  Foreign  and  Colonial  Departments 
through  an  immense  number  of  years  in 
succession.  It  had  also  been  denied 
specially,  in  the  Papers  now  before  the 
House,  by  the  Earl  of  Derby,  the  Mar- 
quess of  Salisbury,  and  the  Earl  of  Car- 
narvon, in  the  strongest  terms.  He 
thought  it  was  hardly  necessary  to  go 
through  those  different  denials ;  but  he 
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were  a  great  many  able  speeohes  deli- 
vered in  defence  of  Her  Majesty's  Go- 
vernment; but  those  speeches  had  all 
come  from  the  Opposition  side  of  the 
House.  There  had  been  several  Jingo 
speeches ;  but  the  most  remarkable  of 
them  came  from  the  Treasury  Bench. 
The  only  hon.  Gentleman  on  the  other 
side  of  the  House,  in  an  independent 
position,  who  had  supported  the  policy 
of  Her  Majesty's  Government,  was  one 
whom  they  were  all  very  glad  to  hear 
to-night  for  the  first  time,  but  who,  he 
believed,  had  some  direct  pecuniary  in- 
terest in  the  concerns  of  the  Company 
which  the  Gt>vemment  had  taken  \mder 
their  especial  protection.  If  the  Besolu- 
tion  which  his  hon.  and  learned  Friend 
the  Member  for  Chatham  (Mr.  Gorst) 
brought  forward  with  so  much  ability 
at  the  beginning  of  the  evening  had 
served  no  other  purpose,  it  had  proved, 
at  all  events,  that  the  independence  of 
the  Liberal  Party,  which  some  sup- 
posed to  be  a  thing  of  the  past,  was 
stiU  a  practical  reality.  In  the  earlier 
speeches  that  evening  one  or  two  Gentle- 
men on  the  other  side  of  the  House  showed 
a  most  unusual  and  surprising  reverence 
for  the  Marquess  of  Salisbury's  policy. 
Great  reverence  for  the  Marquess  of 
Salisbury's  policy  was  also  attributed 
to  Her  Majesty's  Government  by  hon. 
Gentlemen  below  the  Gangway.  The 
hon.  Member  for  Swansea  (Mr.  DiLlwyn) 
attributed  the  whole  of  the  action  of 
the  Government  to  the  principle  of  con- 
tinuity, and  to  the  fact  that  they  were 
following  out  the  policy  which  the  Mar- 
quess of  Salisbury  advocated.  Hon. 
Members  opposite  appeared  to  go  far 
beyond  himself  in  their  admiration  for 
the  Marquess  of  Salisbury,  because  they 
admired  not  merely  what  he  had  done 
or  what  he  had  said  he  would  do,  but 
what  they,  without  the  slightest  shadow 
of  evidence,  chose  to  imagine  he  would 
have  done.  It  was  alleged  that  when 
the  Marquess  of  Salisbury  resigpied  Office 
he  had  formally  left  this  matter  to  be 
dealt  with  by  his  successor,  but  had  pre- 
viously held  out  such  hopes  to  the  Com- 
pany that  practically  the  incoming  Go- 
vernment were  pledged  to  gprant  this  Char- 
ter. That,  however,  was  not  the  view  of 
the  then  situation  which  was  taken  by 
the  Company  itself ;  because  Mr.  Alfred 
Dent,  writing  on  the  12th  of  April, 
1880,  stated  &at,  owing  to  the  insecurity 
of  their  position,  it  was  impossible  for 
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the  Company  to  organize  any  regular 
trade.  The  hon.  and  learned  Gentle- 
man who  opened  the  debate  had  dealt 
not  only  with  the  question  of  slavery, 
but  with  the  diplomatic  antecedents  of 
the  present  action  of  the  Government. 
The  Papers  which  were  in  the  hands  of 
hon.  Members  represented  the  diplomatic 
conduct  of  Her  Majesty's  Government  in 
a  very  unfavourable  light.  Their  action 
had  evidently  given  deep  umbrage  to 
the  Dutch  (Government ;  and,  whether 
just  or  unjust,  the  Charter  was  of  such  a 
character  that  Her  Majesty's  Gk>vem- 
ment  must  have  known  that  it  would 
give  the  deepest  umbrage  to  that  Go- 
vernment. The  Prime  Minister  had 
tried  to  give  the  transaction  a  com- 
mercial, and  not  a  political  character. 
But  Earl  (jfranville,  in  the  House  of 
Lords,  speaking  on  this  subject,  laid 
strength  on  the  fact  that  it  would  ex- 
clude foreigners  from  North  Borneo, 
and  that  that  country  was  one  of  our 
great  trade  routes.  Was  there  nothing 
of  a  political  character  in  these  considera- 
tions ?  By  the  Charter  Her  Majesty's 
Government  recognized  the  right  of  this 
Company  to  levy  taxes,  to  enforce  the 
law,  especially  the  law  of  slavery,  and 
to  establish  a  monopoly  over  an  area 
nearly  as  large  as  France.  Could  this 
be  represented  as  a  purely  commercial 
arrangement  ?  It  appeared  that  we  had 
practically  annexed  this  large  territory. 
And  how  had  we  obtained  it  ?  It  was 
obtained  through  an  Austrian  subject 
acting  as  the  agent  of  an  English  firm, 
who  appeared  to  have  bought  precisely 
the  same  article  from  three  different 
persons — namely,  from  an  American 
gentleman,  the  Sultan  of  Sulu,  and  the 
Sultan  of  Brunei — who  could  not  pos- 
sibly have  all  owned  it  at  the  same  time ; 
and  none  of  whom,  as  a  matter  of  fact, 
had  completely  owned  it  at  any  time, 
since  a  large  part  of  the  territory  in 
question  was  held  by  Native  Chiefs,  who 
cared  nothing  for  the  American  citizen 
and  very  little  for  the  two  Sultans.  He 
wished  to  draw  the  attention  of  the 
House  to  the*  relation  which  the  present 
action  of  the  Government  bore  to  their 
professions  when  out  of  Office.  When 
out  of  Office  the  present  Ministry  ridi- 
culed and  denounced  the  policy  of  secur- 
ing our  communications  with  India,  yet 
they  now  defended  this  Charter  on  the 
ground  that  Borneo  was  on  one  of  our 
groat  trade  routes.     In  1879  the  pre- 
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sent  Tinder  Secretary  of  State  for 
Foreign  Affairs  denounced,  most  un- 
justly, it  is  true,  the  late  Government 
for  countenancing  slavery  in  Cyprus. 
But  where  now  was  the  zeal  of  the  hon. 
Gentleman  for  the  abolition  of  slavery  ? 
Perhaps  he  would  explain  how,  in  the 
interval  of  1879  and  1881,  that  zeal  had 
gone  through  so  effectual  a  process 
of  cooling.  Then,  ^gain,  the  Prime 
Minister,  when  in  Mid  Lothian,  had  de- 
clared that  the  most  fatal  course  we 
could  pursue  would  be  to  increase  our 
responsibilities.  How  did  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  attempt  to  reconcile  his 
preaching  with  his  practice  ?  He  said 
that  the  responsibilities  in  this  case 
arose  from  the  fact  that  British  subjects 
had  gone  to  Borneo,  and  that  the  only 
effect  of  the  Charter  had  been  to  limit  the 
extent  of  those  responsibilities.  If  that 
were  so,  the  Government  ought  to  hurry 
after  any  body  of  British  subjects  who 
made  a  settlement  anywhere,  and  should 
pray  of  them  to  accept  a  Charter  in  order 
our  responsibilities  might  be  limited. 
Did  not  this  difference  between  the  pro- 
fessions of  Gentlemen  when  out  of  Office 
and  their  action  when  in  Office  strike  a 
heavy  blow  at  political  morality  ? 

M».  GLADSTONE :  There  were  pe- 
culiar circumstances  in  this  case. 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUE  said,  if  that  were 
the  case  hon.  Members  opposite  had  care- 
fully refrained  from  touching  upon  them. 
Nothing  could  be  plainer  than  that  our 
responsibilities  were  greatly  increased 
by  the  Charter.  When  the  electors 
throughout  the  country  became  ac- 
quainted with  the  course  the  Govern- 
ment had  adopted,  how  could  they  avoid 
coming  to  the  conclusion  that  the  pre- 
sent Ministers  were  carried  away  at 
the  late  General  Election  by  Party  pas- 
sions, and  that  they  had  now  thrown 
over  a  policy  which  was  convenient  when 
they  wanted  to  get  into  Office,  but  very 
inconvenient  when  they  got  there  ?  Cer- 
tainly, they  would  have  great  difficulty, 
like  the  hon.  Member  for  Burnley  (Mr. 
Rylands),  in  reconciling  the  action  of  the 
Prime  Minister  in  this  case  with  the  words 
which  he  used  when  a  candidate  for  Mid 
Lothian.  He  supposed  that  this  was 
another  ** hateful  incident"  of  their 
policy.  He  feared,  however,  that  these 
incidents  were  becoming  so  frequent  as 
to  make  it  difficult  to  distinguish  them 
from  a  settled  policy.  With  regard  to 
the  actual  Amendment  of  the  hon.  and 
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learned  Member  for  Chatham  (Mr.  Gorst) 
he  intended  to  support  it,  because  he  was 
unable  to  discover  from  the  Papers  that 
the  Government  had  shown  Uie  least 
zeal  about  diminishing  slavery.  There 
was  no  evidence  that  they  had  even 
gone  so  far  as  to  make  inquiries  into 
the  condition  of  the  slaves,  neither  were 
any  Keports  on  that  subject  laid  upon 
the  Table.  He  could  not  understand 
why  the  Government  had  not  inserted 
in  the  Charter  provisions  which  would 
have  led  in  time  to  the  total  abolition  of 
that  g^eat  curse. 

Sir  CHARLES  W.  DLLKE  said,  that 
the  hon.  Member  who  last  addressed  the 
House  had  referred  to  the  debate  as 
being  a  singular  one.  He  ag^^eed  with 
the  hon.  Member  as  to  that ;  but  it  ap- 
peared to  him  that  the  greatest  singu- 
larity consisted  in  this — that  the  speeches 
had  but  little  to  do  with  the  Amendment. 
The  speeches  were  very  wide;  the 
Amendment  was  a  very  narrow  and 
simple  one.  He  congratulated  the  hon. 
and  learned  Member  for  Chatham  (Mr. 
Gorst)  on  having  imported  one  singu- 
larity in  particular  into  the  discussion. 
He  had  made  the  hon.  Member  for 
Guildford  (Mr.  Onslow)  support  Her 
Majesty's  Administrators  in  a  speech 
which  had  the  effect  of  destroying  the 
nerve  of  the  hon.  Member  for  Burnley 
(Mr.  Eylands).  The  hon.  Member  for 
Burnley  had  made  a  few  observations  on 
foreign  affairs  which  it  was  his  duty  to 
notice.  He  said  also  that  he  believed 
that  some  of  the  people  in  Borneo  did 
not  submit  either  to  the  Sultan  of  Sulu 
or  to  the  Sultan  of  Brunei.  He  could 
not  help  thinking  that  the  hon.  Member 
for  Burnley  must  be  one  of  those  inde- 
pendent individuals.  The  hon.  and 
learned  Member  for  Chatham  dealt  at 
some  considerable  length  with  the 
Spanish  portion  of  the  case.  He  said 
that  the  Government  had  denied  a  per- 
fectly good  **  de  jure^'  title  on  the  part 
of  Spain.  But  that  title  had  been 
denied  by  the  Earl  of  Carnarvon  and 
other  British  Ministers  at  the  head  of 
the  Foreign  and  Colonial  Departments 
through  an  immense  number  of  years  in 
succession.  It  had  also  been  denied 
specially,  in  the  Papers  now  before  the 
House,  by  the  Earl  of  Derby,  the  Mar- 
quess of  Salisbury,  and  the  Earl  of  Car- 
narvon, in  the  strongest  terms.  He 
thought  it  was  hardly  necessary  to  eo 
through  those  different  denials ;  but  he 
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felt  bound  to  g^ve  the  references  to 
them,  as  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentle- 
man the  Member  for  Chatham  had 
built  a  considerable  portion  of  his  case 
on  that  matter.  On  page  63  of  the 
Spanish  Papers  the  Earl  of  Carnarvon's 
words  would  be  found,  in  which  he  al- 
luded not  only  to  the  mainland,  but  also 
to  the  islands.  On  page  70  Earl  Derby 
stated  at  great  length  the  views  of  the 
Government  in  1876  on  the  subject  of 
the  Spanish  case.  Those  views  were 
fully  stated  with  regard  to  the  Treaties 
between  Spain  and  the  Sultan  of  Sulu 
in  pages  70,  71,  and  72.  Earl  Derby 
pointed  out  that  it  was  not  the  case  that 
Spain  had  the  oldest  rights.  There 
were  older  rights  of  this  country  which, 
like  those  of  Spain,  had  lapsed.  We 
had  rights  by  Treaties  made  in  1761, 
1764,  and  1769.  Those  were  the  oldest 
rights  regulating  the  conditions  of  the 
country  in  question.  Earl  Derby  pointed 
out  that  in  1851,  and  after  1851,  the 
Sultan  of  Sulu  had  denied  that  he  had 
surrendered  any  portion  of  his  Domi- 
nions. Then  Earl  Derby  stated  that  the 
Gt)vemment  had  refused  to  recognize 
those  Treaties,  or  that  the  Spaniards  had 
maintained  the  slightest  footing  in  the 
country.  All  those  older  Treaties  he 
considered  to  have  lapsed  by  the  com- 
plete failure  of  the  Spaniards  to  obtain 
a  de  facto  control  over  the  country.  This 
statement  was  borne  out  by  a  further 
statement  on  page  77.  Then  it  appeared 
that  we  had  the  entire  support  of  Ger- 
many for  our  views,  as  regarded  our  de- 
nial of  the  Spanish  rights.  We  had 
fone  hand  in  nand  with  Germany,  who 
ad  expressed  her  absolute  concurrence 
in  our  denial  of  the  slightest  shadow  of 
claim  on  the  part  of  Spain.  Communi- 
cations on  much  the  same  terms  had 
been  exchanged  between  the  two  Go- 
vernments at  Madrid,  and  the  terms  of 
those  communications  had  been  steadily 
adhered  to  by  successive  Governments 
in  this  country.  The  Spaniards  had  dis- 
avowed claims  to  any  portion  of  the 
mainland.  He  declared  that  there  was 
not,  and  never  had  been,  any  intention 
of  the  Spanish  or  Philippine  Govern- 
ments to  lay  claim  to  any  forts  in  the 
islands  or  on  the  coasts.  There  might 
be  some  shadow  in  the  claims  of  Spain 
in  the  Archipelago.  They  had  prose- 
cuted war,  and  had  obtained  de  facto 
possession  of  some  of  the  islands  in  the 
Archipelago.    With  regard  to  the  oldest 
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Treaty,  it  would  be  found  recorded  on 
page  126,  where  mention  was  made  of  a 
Treaty  with  Spain  which  the  Sultan  of 
Sulu  had  been  made  to  enter  into.  The 
Marquess  of  Salisbury  wrote  to  Madrid 
that  this  matter  ought  to  be  pressed 
upon  the  Spanish  Government  with  the 
utmost  force,  and  their  claims  strenu- 
ously denied.  He  wished,  however,  to 
point  out  that  the  action  of  the  Spanish 
Government  was  subsequent  to  the  for- 
mation of  the  Company  which  was  the 
subject  of  the  debate.  Therefore,  the 
Spanish  rights  amounted  to  nothing  at 
all.  The  Charter  of  the  Company  was 
in  January,  1878.  It  could  not,  there- 
fore, be  contended  that  we  had  for  many 
years  denied  rights  which  only  accrued 
subsequently  to  the  formation  of  the 
Company.  The  last  reference  he  should 
make  to  that  part  of  the  subject  regarded 
the  Papers  which  would  be  found  on 
pages  147,  148,  149,  150.  The  Mar- 
quess of  Salisbury  expressed  his  regret 
at  receiving  the  announcement  of  the 
renewed  attempt  on  the  part  of  Spain  to 
assert  rights  of  Sovereignty.  The  Mar- 
quess of  Salisbury  said  that  his  Govern- 
ment  had  received  from  the  Sultan 
himself  a  distinct  statement  that  at  no 
time  had  he  or  his  ancestors  ceded  any 
portion  of  Borneo  to  Spain.  The  Mar- 
quess of  Salisbury's  expressions  on  that 
occasion  were  strong  and  absolute.  He 
would  next  deal  with  the  statements  of 
the  hon.  Member  with  respect  to  the 
Netherlands.  The  hon.  and  learned 
Member  for  Chatham  had  answered  his 
hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  Burnley, 
because  he  passed  over  the  Netherlands 
portion  of  the  case  by  merely  telling 
us  that  we  had  cheated  the  Gt)vemment 
of  the  Netherlands,  though  he  admitted 
that  they  had  no  right  nor  title  in  the 
matter.  It  was  quite  true  that  we  were 
told  on  page  18 — which  was  quoted 
either  by  his  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for 
Burnley,  or  his  hon.  Friend  the  Member 
for  Hertford  (Mr.  A.  J.  Balfour)— that 
the  Dutch  were  aggrieved  at  not  having 
been  consulted  by  us  on  this  subject. 
That  was  in  October,  1880.  The  ffrant 
of  the  Charter  was  much  later,  ana  the 
feeling  of  the  Dutch  on  this  subject  was 
entirely  removed  at  a  later  moment.  On 
page  43  would  be  seen  the  latest  des- 
patch of  the  Dutch  Government  on  the 
subject,  in  which  they  expressed  their 
complete  satisfaction  with  our  explana- 
tions.   They  found  that  Great  ISritaiii 
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had  not  attempted  to  assert  rights  of 
Sovereignty,  and  they  expressed  their 
appreciation  of  the  spirit  manifested  by 
Earl  Granville  in  his  despatches,  which 
they  recognized  to  be  animated  by  a 
desire  to  maintain  cordial  relations  with 
Spain.  Earl  Granville,  in  his  reply, 
expressed  his  pleasure  at  receiving  the 
friendly  assurances  of  the  Government 
of  the  Netherlands.  Hon.  Members 
would  thus  see  that  all  cause  of  offence 
on  the  part  of  the  Netherlands  to  this 
country  had  been  completely  removed. 
The  hon.  and  learned  Member  for  Chat- 
ham had  made  refercuces  to  the  United 
States.  On  that  part  of  the  subject 
some  Heports  appeared  to  have  been 
made  by  a  gentleman  who  was  suiting 
for  the  Government,  though  he  was  not 
in  the  Queen's  Service,  at  a  time  previous 
to  the  accession  of  the  present  Govern- 
ment. That  gentleman  stated  that  he 
had  made  certain  Beports  with  regard  to 
American  views.  Those  American  views 
had  never  been  reported  to  the  Govern- 
ment of  this  country  by  the  Government 
of  the  United  States.  No  representa- 
tion of  any  kind  had  been  made  to  the 
present  Government  as  regards  the 
views  of  the  United  States ;  and  since 
they  came  into  Office  there  had  been 
nothing  to  show  that  the  Government  of 
the  United  States  looked  with  hostility 
on  the  proposed  arrangements.  Any 
protest  which  might  have  been  made  by 
the  captain  of  an  American  man-of-war 
when  the  late  Government  were  in  Office 
would,  of  course,  have  been  founded  on 
the  existence  of  the  American  Company. 
But  it  ought  to  be  borne  in  mind  that 
that  Company  was  afterwards  bought  up 
by  the  English  Company.  He  had  now 
done  with  the  foreign  aspect  of  this  case, 
except  so  far  as  the  Foreign  Office  had 
been  consulted  on  the  purchase  of  arms. 
The  hon.  Member  for  Burnley  had 
alluded  to  the  purchase  of  great  guns 
by  this  trading  Company.  They  were, 
in  point  of  fact,  15  guns  of  an  obsolete 
pattern,  for  signalling  and  saluting  pur- 
poses only.  Indeed,  they  were  not 
Bquivalent  in  force  to  the  armament  of 
the  Castle  of  Walmer.  He  would  now 
ask  the  attention  of  his  hon.  Friend  the 
Member  for  Hertford  (Mr.  A.  J.  Balfour), 
who  addressed  him  personally  with 
regard  to  remarks  made  by  him  in  that 
House  as  to  what  was  called  slavery  in 
Cyprus.  It  was  true  that  he  cadled 
attention  at  that  time  to  the  question  as 


to  whether  domestic  slavery  existed  in 
Cyprus,  and  also  to  the  institution  of 
forced  labour  in  that  Island.  These 
were  two  distinct  questions.  With  re- 
gard to  the  latter,  there  was  a  direct 
charge  against  the  Government  of  having 
introduced  the  practice.  As  to  domestic 
slavery,  he  then  maintained,  as  he  still 
maintained,  that  it  ought  not  to  be 
allowed  in  a  country  which  was  directly 
administered  by  this  country.  But  there 
were  other  countries  not  directly  ad- 
ministered by  this  country  in  which 
slavery  had  existed  for  a  great  number 
of  years.  For  instance,  he  might  refer 
to  the  Gold  Coast.  Of  late  years  steps 
had  been  taken  to  discourage  domestic 
slavery ;  but  it  had  never  been  contended 
that  slavery  ought  to  be  immediately 
put  down  there.  Again,  in  the  Malay 
Peninsula  there  were  several  protected 
States.  In  those  countries  domestic 
slavery  existed  at  present  just  as  it 
existed  on  the  Gold  Coast.  [Sir  Michael 
Hicks-Beach  dissented.]  At  all  events, 
it  was  the  opinion  of  the  Colonial  Office 
that  at  this  moment  domestic  slavery 
still  existed  in  two  out  of  the  three 
States  of  the  Malay  Peninsula.  What 
we  had  to  hold  in  view  in  the  case  of 
these  indirectly  administered  countries 
was  that  every  possible  step  should  be 
taken  in  order  to  diminish  the  length  of 
the  existence  of  domestic  slavery.  In 
that  principle  he  was  entirely  in  accord 
with  the  hon.  and  learned  Member 
for  Chatham.  The  hon.  Member  for 
Tewkesbury  (Mr.  R.  B.  Martin")  had 
said  it  was  the  intention  of  the  North 
Borneo  Company  to  get  rid  of  domestic 
slavery  as  fast  as  they  could ;  and  Her 
Majesty's  Government  had  taken  powers 
in  the  Charter  that  would  enable  them 
to  go  to  any  length  in  putting  down  the 
practice  of  slavery  when  they  thought 
it  was  right  and  proper,  and  when  the 
circumstances  of  the  country  enabled 
them  to  do  so.  He  had  no  desire  to  use 
disagreeable  terms  about  the  Company, 
in  whom  they  had  every  confidence  ;  but, 
at  the  same  time,  he  might  say  that  they 
could  distinctly  punish  the  Company  if 
the  wishes  of  the  Government  in  this 
matter  were  disregarded.  [Mr.  Gorst  : 
How  ?]  [An  hon.  Member  :  Withdraw 
the  Charter.]  It  was  distinctly  in  the 
power  of  the  Government  to  revoke  or 
withdraw  the  Charter.  The  greater 
portion  of  the  speeches  made  to-night 
had  nothing  whatever  to  do  with  the 
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Amendment.  The  hon.  and  learned 
Member  for  Chatham  had  been  singu- 
larly lucky  in  procuring  the  promised 
support  of  his  Amendment  oy  hon. 
Members  whose  speeches  had  really  been 
an  argument  against  it.  Hon.  Members 
appeared  to  be  going  to  vote  with  the 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  for  main- 
taining the  Charter  subject  to  a  slight 
alteration,  although  their  speeches  con- 
demned it  altogether.  It  placed  them 
in  a  most  anomalous  position,  and  he 
could  hardly  think  they  would  follow  up 
their  speeches  by  their  yotes. 

Sir  STAFFOED  NORTHCOTE  : 
Sir,  it  is  perfectly  true,  as  the  hon. 
Baronet  has  observed,  that  at  first  sight 
a  great  deal  of  the  debate  we  have 
heard  has  travelled  far  beyond  the 
Amendment  which  has  been  submitted 
by  my  hon.  and  learned  Friend  (Mr. 
Gforst).  Undoubtedly  the  vote  which 
we  shall  have  to  give  will  be  upon  the 
narrow  question  which  is  submitted  in 
the  terms  of  the  Amendment ;  but  I 
think  I  shall  be  able  to  show  that  the 
discussion  which  we  have  listened  to 
this  evening  springs  naturally  even  out 
of  the  terms  of  the  Amendment,  and 
that  in  discussing  this  question,  or  any 
question  connected  with  future  adminis- 
tration by  the  Company  in  Borneo,  it  is 
quite  impossible  to  avoid  the  importa- 
tion of  such  considerations  as  have  been 
introduced  in  the  debate  to-night.  It 
hasbeena  very  interesting  debate  indeed, 
and  I  think  many  of  us  must  feel  we 
have  had  very  important  additions  made 
to  our  political  education ;  but  I  will 
confine  myself,  for  a  moment,  to  the 
particular  question  which  is  raised  by 
the  Amendment  itself,  and  to  which  the 
hon .  Baronet  has  referred.  The  question 
which  my  hon.  and  learned  Friend  (Mr. 
Oorst)  raises  is  this — that  we  should  pass 
Bome  Eesolution  praying  Her  Majesty  to 
be  graciously  pleased  to  revoke  or.  alter 
so  much  of  the  Charter  as  g^ves  an  im- 
plied sanction  to  the  maintenance  of 
slavery  under  the  protection  of  the 
British  flag.  Everybody  must  feel  that 
if  there  is  any  point  on  which  we  are  all 
at  one,  it  is  that  it  is  the  duty  and  the 
desire  of  every  Government  in  this 
country,  no  matter  from  what  Party  it 
is  drawn,  to  suppress — in  every  possible 
way — slavery  in  any  part  of  the  world, 
which  is  directly  or  indirectly  under 
British  dominion ;  and  if  it  is  possible 
to  do  more  than  is  proposed  *to  be  done 
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in  this  case  by  the  Government  and  the 
representatives  of  the  Company  towards 
the  entire  suppression  of  slavery  in 
Borneo,  this  House  will  be  found  ready 
to  vote  that  that  should  be  done.  But 
I  am  bound  to  say  that  upon  that  par- 
ticular point  we  ought  to  Dear  in  mind 
the  considerations  which  have  been  put 
before  us,  not  only  now  by  the  Bepresen- 
tatives  of  the  present  Government,  but 
in  former  times  by  all  who  have  had 
responsible  duties  in  countries  where 
slaveiy  has  prevailed ;  we  must  bear  in 
mind  the  difficulty  and  delicacy  of  the 
subject ;  and  if  we  see  there  is  a  bond  fide 
endeavour  to  do  that  which  all  English- 
men desire,  and  if  we  see  that  is  being 
carried  into  effect  in  a  proper  and  serious 
spirit,  we  should  not  be  too  hard  upon 
anything  that  may  appear  on  the  Paper 
to  be  a  shortcoming  in  that  respect. 
Well,  but  then  the  hon.  Baronet  (Sir 
Charles  W.  Dilke)  says  we  have  taken 
power  by  this  Charter  which  will  enable 
us  to  punish  the  Company  if  they  fail  to 
do  that  which  one  of  its  Directors  has  told 
us  they  intend  to  do.  The  hon.  Baronet 
was  directly  appealed  to  on  the  subject, 
and  very  naturally  asked  how  he  pro- 
posed to  punish  the  Company  ?  As  far 
as  I  could  make  out,  that  was  a  question 
which  the  hon.  Baronet  was  not  prepared 
to  arg^e  across  the  Table. 

Mb.   GLADSTONE  :    By  the  with- 
drawal of  the  Charter. 

Sib     STAFFORD    NORTHCOTE : 
That  is  an  important  admission  to  make, 
and  I  think  we  had  better  take  notice  of 
it  in  view  of  what  I  may  have  to  say 
later.     Assuming,  then,  that  the  provi- 
sions which  are  inserted  in  the  Charter 
are  sufficient  to  enable  the  Government 
to  revoke  the  Charter  to  promote  the 
desired  object  of  reducing  slavery  to  a 
minimum,  and,  as  far  as  possible,  get 
rid  of  that  blot  upon  civilization  ink  a 
country  either  directly  or  indirectly  unriler 
British  dominion,   I  wish  to  ask  t^fiiis 
question.     How    is  it  that  upon 
Amendment  we  have  embarked   u 
so  large  a  question  as  that  which 
occupied  the  greater  part  of  this  eveni 
and  I  may  point  out  necessarily   sJib? 
This  is  a  question  whether  the  admini 
tration  of  this  country  is  to  be  carried 
in  a  particular  way  or  not.     Let  us  su 
pose  that  the  answer  of  the  Gbvemme 
had  been  even  less  satisfactory  than 
may  be  held  to  have  been.  What  woiuP^.^ 
be  th^  conduct  of  thi^  House?    ^^Wl^l 
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should  call  upon  the  Goyemment  to  take 
some  steps  as  would  insure  that  the  will 
of  the  House  and  of  Parliament  should 
be  carried  into  effect.  The  Government 
say  that  the  administration  of  this  coun- 
try is,  in  some  way  or  other,  under  the 
control  of  the  Government  of  the  day, 
and  is  under  the  control  of  Parliament, 
and  that  it  is  perfectly  beside  the  ques- 
tion, and  gives  an  entirely  false  idea,  to 
say  that  we  have  not  assumed  respon- 
sibility. Tou  are  responsible,  and  you 
admit  your  responsibility  by  the  very 
argument  you  have  used.  If  you  had 
met  us  by  saying — **  This  is  a  matter 
with  which  we  have  nothing  to  do ;  we 
have  not  assumed  responsibility  for  the 
administration  of  this  country,  we  leave 
it  entirely  to  the  Company  which  has 
been  formed ;  we  have  no  doubt  that  the 
gentlemen  who  are  the  Directors  of  that 
Company  will  do  that  which  is  their 
duty ;  but  if  they  do  not  we  cannot  help 
it."  That  would  have  been  an  answer 
which  would  have  satisfied  us  that  there 
was  no  new  responsibility  assumed.  But 
that  is  not  the  answer  given.  The  answer 
given  is  that  there  is  sufficient  provision 
made  for  the  restraint  and  the  abolition 
of  slavery ;  and  if  slavery  is  not  abolished 
by  the  Company,  we  will  take  care  it  is, 
for  we  shall  operate  on  the  Company  in 
a  way  which  is  not  shown  in  the  Char- 
ter. After  that,  do  not  let  us  be  told 
that  the  Government  have  not  assumed 
any  greater  responsibility.  How  would 
it  have  been  if  the  Charter  had  not  been 
granted  ?  How  would  it  have  been,  two 
or  three  years  ago,  if  this  question  had 
been  raised  in  this  House,  and  anything 
had  been  said  with  regard  to  the  exist- 
ence of  slavery  in  this  part  of  the  globe  ? 
The  Government  would  have  been  bound 
to  say  that  that  was  not  a  matter  over 
which  they  had  any  control,  and  they 
could  only  express  their  regret  with  re- 
gard to  it.  But  you  have  altogether 
departed  from  that  position  ;  and,  there- 
fore, it  is  absolutely  impossible  to  con- 
tend that  in  what  you  have  done  you 
have  not  assumed  rosponsibility.  I  do 
not  wish  to  take  any  share  in  blaming 
the  Government  for  assuming  respon- 
sibility in  respect  to  this  country.  I 
think  there  was  a  great  deal  to  be  said 
in  favour  of  taking  some  course  of  the 
kind  ;  but  whether  the  particular  course 
they  have  taken  by  granting  the  Charter 
was,  or  was  not,  the  right  one,  I  am  not 
now  prepared  to  say.     With  regard  to 


the  propriety  of  taking  some  steps  in  the 
matter,  I  am  not  disposed  to  be  one  who 
would  cast  blame  upon  the  Government. 
The  question  wa^  brought  under  the 
consideration  of  the  Foreign  and  Colonic 
officers  of  the  late  Government ;  but  it 
never  was  ripened  sufficiently  to  be 
brought  under  the  consideration  of  the 
Government  as  a  whole,  ft  was  left  by 
the  late  Government  to  be  dealt  with  by 
their  successors  just  as  they  liked.  They 
were  perfectly  free  to  grant  the  Charter 
or  to  withhold  it ;  if  they  preferred  to 
grant  it,  they  were  at  liberty  to  put  in 
whatever  conditions  they  pleased.  I  am 
not  inclined  to  find  fault  with  them  for 
exercising  their  power ;  but  what  I  do 
complain  of  is  that  we  have  not  got 
frankly  before  us  a  real  admission  of  the 
fact  that  they  did  assume  a  greater  re- 
sponsibility. If  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man had  got  up  and  said — ''I  admit  there 
is  something  in  what  we  have  done  on 
this  occasion  which  may  be  said  to  be 
inconsistent  with  the  views  we  expressed 
when  we  were  out  of  Office ;  but  I  must 
point  out  to  the  House  that  there  is  a 
good  deal  of  difference  between  the  free 
criticism  from  an  irresponsible  position 
and  the  action  which  a  responsible  Mi- 
nister is  obliged  io  take,"  we  should  not 
have  been  disposed  to  press  too  hardly 
upon  him.  All  I  should  then  have  been 
disposed  to  say  is — **  We  now  see,  by  the 
acknowledgment  of  those  who  have  been 
our  critics  in  former  times,  there  was  a 
great  deal  more  to  be  said  for  the  con- 
duct of  the  late  Government  than  their 
critics  were  disposed  to  give  them  credit 
for."  Instead  of  taking  a  line  which  I 
think  he  might  very  fairly  and  honour- 
ably have  taken,  I  regret  to  hear  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  drawing  distinc- 
tions which  seem  to  me  to  be  too  subtle, 
and  to  some  extent  unsound.  I  go  the 
length  of  saying  that  the  doctrines  which 
he  laid  down  with  regard  to  responsi- 
bilities of  this  country  for  British  subjects 
who  go  into  foreign  countries  and  into 
uncivilized  countries  are  serious  and 
alarming,  because  it  is  one  thing  for  a 
responsible  Government,  with  full  cogni- 
zance of  all  the  circumstances  of  the 
case,  and  with  a  knowledge  of  what  the 
interests  of  the  country  demand,  to  come 
forward  and  say — **  We  call  upon  you  to 
annex  such  and  such  territory,"  and 
it  is  quite  a  different  thing  to  put  our- 
selves at  the  mercy  of  any  Englishman, 
or  any  body  of  Englishmen,  who  may 
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cliooso  to  go  for  their  own  purposes  into 
a  foreign  country,  and  for  the  Govern- 
ment to  say — '*  These  gentlemen  may 
draw  us  on  when  they  please ;  we  will 
grant  them  a  Charter  which  will  make 
us  responsible  for  the  government  of  the 
country  to  which  they  have  gone."  We 
know  perfectly  well  that  the  gentlemen 
who  aaminister  this  Company  are  gentle- 
men of  high  character,  and  I  have  no 
doubt  that  we  are  safe  to  a  very  g^eat 
extent  in  their  hands ;  but  the  doctrines 
which  are  laid  down  would  cover  the 
case  of  gentlemen  of  a  very  different 
position  and  character.  According  to  the 
doctrines  of  the  Prime  Minister,  we 
really  are  entirely  at  the  mercy  of  any 
number  of  gentlemen  who  may  go  into 
what  we  call  an  uncivilized  country  un- 
less we  pass  a  penal  Statute,  which  the 
hon.  and  learned  Member  for  Chatham 
was  invited  to  produce,  but  which  he 
very  wisely  declined  to  produce.  Unless 
a  penal  Statute  is  passed  preventing 
gentlemen  going  into  these  countries, 
any  men  may  go,  and  having  gone  there, 
the  doctrine  of  Lord  Palmerston,  Civis 
RomanuSf  immediately  applies,  and  the 
Prime  Minister  gave  us  to  understand, 
in  language  which  certainly  recalled  to 
my  mind  the  Civis  Romanua  doctrine,  that 
those  gentlemen  having  gone  into  a 
country  beyond  civilization,  were  still 
entitled  to  the  protection  of  the  British 
Power.  They  may  go  to  uncivilized 
countries,  and  when  they  have  done  so 
it  appears  to  me  there  is  no  power  to 
prevent  them — indeed,  there  is  no  reason 
why  they  should  hesitate  to  form  them- 
selves into  a  Company.  That  is  what 
these  gentlemen  did.  There  is  nothing 
to  prevent  them  acquiring  rights  from 
Native  Princes ;  and  having  done  that 
they  are  certainly  in  a  position  which, 
according  to  the  doctrine  of  the  Prime 
Minister,  entitles  them  to  the  protection 
of  England. 

Mb.  GLADSTONE :  I  never  said  that. 
I  spoke  of  the  general  practice  of  the 
country,  which  did  not  regard  that  as 
excluding  them  from  the  protection  of 
England. 

SiK  STAFFORD  NORTHCOTE : 
Then  they  are  not  excluded  from  the 
protection  of  England.  The  Prime  Mi- 
nister says — *^  What  had  these  gentle- 
men to  gain  by  the  grant  of  a  Charter 
of  Incorporation?  They  had  nothing 
to  sain,  because  by  placing  themselves 
unoar  a  Charter  they  became  restricted. 

Bur  a^gbrd  ITortheoU 


They  had  everything  to  lose  by  it,  and  it 
was  a  very  curious  way  of  gaining  some- 
thing." But  I  suspect  that  the  Company 
will  tell  you  they  gained  a  great  deal  more 
than  that.  There  are  many  hon.  Gen- 
tlemen in  this  House  who  are  perfectly 
well  aware  of  the  reasons  why  vie  grant 
of  a  Charter  of  Incorporation  became  of 
such  great  advantage.  As  we  know,  the 
Companies  Act  was  passed  to  enable 
persons  to  form  themselves  into  Com- 
panies, with  limited  liability,  and  to 
obtain  other  advantages.  Why  was  that 
Act  passed  ?  It  was  in  order  to  get  rid 
of  the  inconvenient  and  misleading  form 
of  Charters  of  Incorporation,  which,  in 
old  times,  was  the  only  way  in  which 
bodies  who  wished  to  associate  them- 
selves together  got  the  privilege  of  per- 
petual succession  and  other  advantages. 
Why  were  these  Charters  of  Incorpora- 
tion given  up  ?  It  was  because  it  was 
said  that  the  very  fact  of  the  Royal 
Assent  being  given,  and  the  Royal  Seal 
being  attached,  and  so  forth,  gave  to 
these  Companies  a  certain  strength  and 
a  certain  interest,  which  was  delusive  in 
some  respects,  because  it  gave  to  them  a 
character  which  they  did  not  possess. 
That  is  exactly  what  these  gentlemen 
got.  By  incorporation,  and  by  obtaining 
a  Charter,  they  got  a  recognition  which 
would  be  held  to  carry  the  Company  a 
good  deal  further  in  the  matter  of  re- 
sponsibility than  otherwise  it  would  have 
gone.  I  must  say  it  seems  to  me  that 
doctrines  such  as  have  been  laid  down 
are  of  a  perplexing  and  bewildering 
character,  and,  to  a  considerable  extent, 
of  an  alarming  character.  I  do  not  wish 
to  criticize  the  action  of  the  Government 
nearly  as  much  as  the  manner  in  which 
that  action  has  been  defended  to-night. 
It  seems  to  me  that  the  defence  has  been 
short  of  the  necessity  of  the  case  in  one 
respect,  and  has  gone  very  far  beyond  it 
in  another.  Now,  Sir,  I  began  by  say- 
ing that  I  am  not  prepared  to  take  pa^ 
in  censuring  the  Government  for  what 
they  have  done.  I  am  not  prepared  to 
say  that  if  we  had  had  the  Charter 
brought  under  our  consideration,  and 
had  deliberately  considered  it,  we  might 
not  have  granted  that  Charter — whether 
with  some  conditions  or  modifications  is 
a  point  on  which  I  am  not  prepared  to 
express  an  opinion.  I  feel  there  is  a 
great  deal  of  force  in  the  arguments 
used  in  different  quarters  as  to  the 
necessity  of  doing  something  to  develop 
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the  resources  of  the  country  and  main-  the  possible  relations  of  this  country 

tain  the  position  of  our  traders  ;  but  I  with  Foreign  Powers.  This  responsibility 

reserve  the  consideration  of  whether  it  I  conceive  to  be  greatly  dinunished  by 

is  better  to  do  it  by  means  of  a  Charter  the  Charter,  for,  according  to  my  view, 

of  Incorporation,  or  in  any  other  way.  we  are  in  much  less  danger  of  being  un- 

I  am  not  prepared  to  express  an  opinion  able  to  correct  or  to  control  the  proceed- 

a^ainst  tne    course    which,    upon  the  ings  of  the  Company  than  we  should 

whole,   has    commended  itself  to  Her  have  been  if  the  Charter  had  not  been 

Majesty's  Government.  The  matter  was  granted, 

one  which,  I  have  no  doubt,  they  fullv  n      t^          i. 

considered.     They  have  gone  into  the  ^^^^on  put. 

question  of  our  relations  with  foreign  The  House  (fm<f«(?:— Ayes  125  ;  Noes 

countries,  and  they  have  disposed  of  the  62  :  Majority  63.— (Div.  List,  No.  51.) 

^es  of  Spain,  Holland,  and  the  United  j^^in  Question,  ''That  Mr.  Speaker 

States.  The  answer  of  the  hon.  Baronet  ^o  now  leave  the  Chair,"  again  pro- 

the  Under  Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign  posed. 
Affairs  has  not  so  completely  dealt  with 

the  case  of  the  United  States  as  my  hon.  Sib  H.  DRUMMOND  WOLFF  said, 

and  learned  Friend  opened  it,  because  it  that  before  the  Speaker  left  the  Chair 

appears,  long  after  the  cessation  of  the  h©  should  like  to  ask  the  Under  Secre- 

American  Company — more  than  a  year  tary  of  State  for  Foreign  Affairs  if  he 

after  the    cessation    of   the   American  was  in  the  receipt  of  a  recent  despatch 

Company — some  of  these  remonstrances  from  Consul  General  Treacher,  and  if  he 

were  made  on  the  part  of  the  United  would  lay  it  on  the  Table  ?    Would  the 

States.     However  that  may  be,  the  Go-  bon.  Gentleman  also  lay  upon  the  Table 

vemment  have  taken  the  trouble  to  in-  the  Correspondence  between  the  United 

Saire  into    and    investigate    all    these  States  and  the  Sultan  of  Borneo  in  1851  ? 

aims  on  the  part  of  foreign  nations ;  Sir  CHARLES  W.  DILKE  said,  that 

and  they    have  given  to  the  country  i^  the  hon.  Gentleman  would  give  Notice 

something  very  much    approaching    a  of  the  Question  he  would  answer  it. 

guarantee  that,  so  far  as  the  relations  Main  Question,    **  That  Mr.  Speaker 

with  foreim  countries    are  concerned,  ^q    ^ow    leave  the  Chair,"    put,    and 

they  are  all  right.    They  have  given  the  agreid  to. 
Company  the   prestige,  which  a  Royal 

Charter  necessarily  gives,  in  placing  a  guppLY-CIVIL  SERVICE  8UPPLE- 
stemp  on  their  dealings  with  the  Indian  meNTARY  ESTIMATES,  1881-2. 
Chiels.     if  that  does  not  amount  to  an- 
nexation, I  really  should  feel  some  diffi-  Supply— con«iV<frtfrf  in  Committee. 

culty  as  to  the  nature  of  the  distinction,  (In  the  Committee.) 

f°<*^^*V'^**.P'«««\Pl''-*«\'?t*°«-  ,1  Class  UI.-Law  and  Jitstice. 
think  if  there  is  any  phrase  which  can  be 

used  to   signify  an    intermediate  posi-  (!•)  Motion  made,  and  Question  pro- 

tion,    it   is   that   adopted  by  the   hon.  posed. 

Member  for   Swansea    (Mr.    DiUwyn),  **  That  a  Supplementary  sum,  not  exceeding 

when  he  described  this  as  a  case,  not  of  ^[,772,  be  granted  to  Her  Majesty,  to  defray  the 

..         V   J.     r     rcT   !.•  Charge  which  will  come  in  course  of  payment 

annexation,  but  of  affihotion.  ^^^^  the  year  ending  on   the  3l8t  diy  of 

Mr.    GLADSTONE  :   If    I    may    be  March  1882,  for  the  Salaries,  Allowances,  and 

allowed  to  offer  an  explanation,  I  must  Expenses  of  various  County  Court  Officers,  and 

admit  that  there  was  some  ambiguity  in  o^  Magistrates  m  Ireland,  and  of  the  Revising 

the  language  I  used  in  speaking  of  dimi-  ^^^^^  ^^  the  City  of  Dublin/' 

nished  responsibility.   As    regards  the  Mr.  SEXTON  said,  he  had  not  been 

actual  exercise  of  internal  power  by  the  aware  what  the  Vote  was  which  was 

Company,  I  must  fully  admit  that  we  coming  on  first.     He  did  not  think  it 

have  undertaken   the  responsibility   of  would  be  proper  to  pass  over  this  Vote 

watching  over  the  exercise  of  that  power,  without  some  comment  upon  the  new 

and  have  thereby  charged  ourselves  with  system  of  appointing  magistrates,  which 

new  interests  and  responsibilities.  What  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Chief  Se- 

I  had  in  view   was  territorial  rosponsi-  cretary  for  Ireland  had  inaugurated  in 

bility,    which  I   take    to  be  the  more  Ireland.     He  did  not  know  whether  the 

serious  part  of  the  matter,  arising  from  public  interests  had  been  benefited  by 
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the  appointment  of  these  magistrates. 
For  some  years  the  administration  of 
justice  in  many  districts  had  been  pre- 
sided over  by  unpaid  magistrates,  who 
naturally  felt  great  displeasure  when 
military  gentlemen  were  set  over  them 
by  the  Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland.  He 
had  never  yet  been  able  to  gather  that 
either  the  unpaid  or  the  resident  ma- 
gistrates in  Ireland  were  considered  to 
be  not  devoted  to  the  maintenance  of 
the  law ;  and,  so  far  as  the  resident  ma- 
gistrates were  concerned,  they  certainly 
did  not  show  any  remarkable  partiality 
for  the  feelings  of  the  Irish  people. 
For  his  own  part,  he  was  entirely  at 
a  loss  to  understand  why  it  had  been 
considered  necessary  to  supersede  the 
authority  of  the  unpaid  magistrates. 
This  was  what  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
had  done.  He  had  divided  certain  dis- 
tricts in  Ireland  into  what,  to  borrow  an 
Oriental  phrase,  might  be  regarded  as 
Pashalics,  and  had  established  Pashas 
with  independent  power  to  subvert  the 
law,  and  to  exercise  arbitrary  powers, 
free  from  all  control.  As  far  as  he  had 
been  able  to  examine  into  the  matter, 
he  was  not  aware  of  any  beneficial 
effects  that  had  followed  from  the  in- 
auguration of  the  new  system.  He 
knew  that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  in 
his  recent  visit  to  Ireland,  paid  many 
visits,  and  took  many  drives  and  lun- 
cheons with  this  new  class  of  officials ; 
but  he  was  not  aware  that  they  had 
done  anything  to  justify  their  appoint- 
ment, or  the  extraordinary  powers  which 
had  been  placed  in  their  hands.  Mr. 
Clifford  Lloyd,  after  a  brief  sojourn  at 
Kilmallock,  had  been  made  superin- 
tendent magistrate.  The  unpaid  magis- 
trates were  inclined  to  feel  that  the  es- 
tablishment of  this  new  authority  con- 
veyed something  like  a  reproach  upon 
the  old  authority,  and  that  it  was  not 
conducive  to  the  preservation  of  law  and 
order.  What  was  likely  to  be  the 
feeling  of  the  resident  magistrates  of 
Ireland,  and  the  unpaid  justices,  when 
they  found  themselves  superseded, 
shelved,  and  set  aside  by  some  military 
or  semi-military  gentleman  who  had  had 
the  equivocal  honour  of  obtaining  the 
approval  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  ? 
The  state  of  the  county  of  Clare  had 
been  worse  since  Mr.  Clifford  Lloyd  was 
appointed  superintendent  magistrate 
t£an  it  was  before.  And  it  was  not  at 
all  a  matter  of  astonishment.    Mr.  Clif- 


ford  Lloyd  made  his  appearance  in  the 
town  of  Killmallock  without  any  warn- 
ing to  the  other  magistrates;  and  the 
first  intimation  they  had  of  his  appoint- 
ment was  the  spectacle  of  a  stfluwart 
gentleman  in  a  suit  of  g^y  tweed, 
walking  about  the  town,  and  inaugu- 
rating himself  into  office  by  laying  his 
cane  over  the  backs  of  the  citizens  in 
the  streets.  One  of  his  first  acts  was  to 
arrest  a  number  of  ladies.  When  Mr. 
Pamell  visited  the  town,  and  was  re- 
ceived with  cordiality,  Mr.  Clifford 
Lloyd  and  his  policemen  instituted  a 
prosecution  against  various  ladies  for 
obstruction  or  intimidation,  or  some  of 
the  other  offences  which  it  was  now  the 
fashion  to  set  up  in  Ireland.  The  result 
was  a  ridiculous  ^a«00.  On  another  oc- 
casion Mr.  Clifford  Lloyd,  going  round 
the  village,  found  himself  shouted  at,  to 
the  danger  of  his  dignity,  by  a  boy  of 
six  years  old,  with  the  portentous  name 
of  Sampson.  The  formidable  enemy 
to  the  British  Crown  was  taken  into 
custody  and  sent  to  prison.  He  might 
go  into  the  acts  of  some  other  gentle- 
men ;  but  he  was  inclined,  on  the  whole, 
to  confine  himself  to  those  of  Mr.  Clif- 
ford Lloyd,  whose  services,  from  a 
Governmental  point  of  view,  were  con- 
sidered to  be  of  such  immense  value 
that,  in  order  to  make  provision  for  him, 
they  had  superseded  without  consulting 
all  the  other  magpistrates  of  the  district. 
He  did  not  think  there  was  anything  in 
the  condition  of  Ireland  to  justify  the 
erection  of  this  new  class  of  magisterial 
semi-Pashalics.  The  result  had  been  to 
excite  the  public  temper  and  inflame  the 
mind  of  the  people  of  Ireland.  The 
policy  of  the  Government  had  excited 
especially  the  reckless  classes,  who  were 
not  under  the  control  of  responsible  poli- 
ticians, to  the  commission  of  midnight 
acts  of  violence  and  illegality  which,  so 
far  from  ceasing,  would,  in  his  opinion, 
continue  and  increase  until  the  Govern- 
ment had  the  courage  to  bring  in  wise 
and  temperate  remedial  legislation,  and 
until  they  had  the  sense  to  appeal  to  the 
good  feeling  of  the  Irish  people,  by 
ceasing  to  apply  unconstitutional  cheolu 
to  public  liberty  in  Ireland. 

Mb.  BIGGAE  said,  this  Vote  was 
composed  of  a  number  of  items  so  badly 
arranged  that,  with  regard  to  many  of 
them,  the  Committee  were  not  in  pos- 
session of  any  explanation  at  all.  He 
had  looked  carefully  into  the  Estimate, 
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and  he  found  that  different  sums  were 
lumped  together  in  such  a  way  as  to 
render  it  perfectly  impossible  to  aisoover 
how  the  various  officials  were  paid  on 
account  of  whom  money  was  charged  for 
salaries.  For  instance,  the  salaries  of 
15  extra  magistrates  and  of  six  special 
magistrates  were  all  lumped  together. 
The  Committee  were  entitled  to  infor- 
mation withregard  to  these  items  ;  and 
he  begged  to  ask  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland 
what  was  the  amount  of  salary  paid  to 
each  of  the  15  extra  and  six  special 
magistrates,  and  whether  that  included 
assistance  and  extra  pay?  He  would 
also  ask  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  as  to 
the  amount  of  success  which  had  fol- 
lowed the  appointment  of  those  two 
classes  of  magistrates  ?  Irish  Members 
were  being  kept  quite  in  the  dark  with 
regard  to  the  action  of  these  officials 
and  the  results  which  followed  it.  Their 
only  source  of  information  was  the  news- 
papers ;  and  when  they  quoted  these  in 
reference  to  any  matter  that  occurred 
and  required  explanation,  Irish  Mem- 
bers were  informed  that  the  newspaper 
reports  were  not  to  be  relied  upon.  For 
that  reason  he  applied  to  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  for  a  special  Heport  as  to  the 
progress  of  affairs  in  the  Department  in 
question. 

Mr.  W.  E.  FOESTER  said,  the  salaries 
of  the  temporary  magistrates  appointed 
were  the  same  as  those  of  the  third  class 
resident  magistrates — namely  £47  lO*. 
per  month.  The  allowance  for  a  clerk 
and  private  secretary  in  the  case  of  the 
special  magistrates  was  £100  and  £150 
respectively  for  each  of  those  assistants. 
With  regard  to  the  opinion  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  Sligo  (Mr.  Sexton)  as  to  the 
feeling  of  the  unpaid  resident  magis- 
trates on  the  subject  of  the  appointment 
of  the  special  magistrates,  he  assured 
him  there  was  no  need  for  anxiety  on 
that  ground.  In  the  present  state  of 
certain  districts  in  Ireland,  where  there 
was  great  difficulty  in  preventing  out- 
rage, it  was  considered  desirable  that 
two  or  three  additional  magistrates 
should  be  appointed,  having  jurisdic- 
tion over  a  large  area,  for  the  purpose  of 
arranging  police  patrols  and  preventing 
outrages  as  much  as  possible.  They  had 
also  to  take  care  that  no  more  men  were 
employed  in  any  district  than  were  neces- 
sary. The  hon.  Member  for  Cavan  (Mr. 
Biggar)  had  asked  what  amount  of  suc- 


cess had  attended  the  appointment  of 
the  temporary  and  special  magistrates. 
A  certain  amount  of  outrage  had  been 
detected ;  but,  as  the  hon.  Member  was 
aware,  the  discovery  of  outrage  was  a 
matter  attended  with  the  greatest  diffi- 
culty. Her  Majesty's  Gbvemment  could 
hardly  look  for  a  great  amount  of  suc- 
cess ;  and,  therefore,  they  were  obliged 
to  be  thankful  for  whatever  good  result 
attended  their  endeavours  to  protect  life 
and  property  in  Ireland. 

Mr.  LEAMY  asked  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Chief  Secretary  for  Ire- 
land whether  it  was  a  fact,  as  stated  by 
the  hon.  and  learned  Member  for  Chat- 
ham (Mr.  Gorst)  some  days  since,  that 
during  the  last  few  months  the  outrages 
committed  in  county  Clare,  while  Mr. 
Clifford  Lloyd  was  there,  were  twice  as 
numerous  as  they  had  been  in  the  corre- 
sponding period  of  last  year  ?  Hon. 
Members  were  informed  that  Mr.  Clifford 
Lloyd  was  invested  with  extraordinary 
powers,  which  appeared  to  make  him 
almost  supreme  in  that  part  of  Ireland ; 
and  they  were  also  told  that  he  was 
selected  because  he  had  brought  some 
districts  of  Ireland  into  something  like 
a  peaceful  condition.  That  being  the 
case,  it  was  very  desirable  that  the  Com- 
mittee should  be  informed  what  was  the 
exact  measure  of  success  that  had  at- 
tended his  administration.  He  believed 
that  no  Member  of  that  House  had  the 
slightest  idea  of  the  absolute  power 
which  had  been  placed  in  the  hands  of 
Mr.  Clifford  Lloyd;  and  he  asked  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  whether  it  was  a 
fact  that  some  time  ago  Mr.  Clifford 
Lloyd  had  threatened  some  tradesmen 
for  not  supplying  goods  to  a  person  in 
their  locality  ;  whether  he  had  said  that 
if  they  continued  in  their  refusal  he 
would  take  steps  to  punish  them ;  and 
whether,  within  the  last  few  days,  three 
persons  had  in  consequence  been  arrested 
by  him  ?  Hon.  Members  were  entitled 
to  know  if  these  things  were  true,  and 
whether  Mr.  Clifford  Lloyd  could  of  his 
own  motion  decree  that  exclusive  deal- 
ing was  an  offence  punishable  by  law. 
He  would  also  like  to  know  whether 
there  was  any  objection  to  state  with 
what  offence  the  persons  who  had  been 
arrested  were  charged  in  the  wanants  ? 
Thehon.  Member  for  Cavan  (Mr.  Biggar) 
had  asked  the  Chief  Secretary  for  Ire- 
land what  was  the  extra  remuneration 
given  to  each  of  the  special  magistrates; 


i 


1235      SuppIf/^Civil  Service,  {COMMONS!       ^e.  JSeUmafes,  \%SU2.     1236 


but  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  in  his  re- 
ply had  not  told  the  Committee  what 
this  amounted  to.  He  (Mr.  Leamj)  would 
therefore  put  that  question  again,  and 
two  or  three  others,  to  the  right  hon. 
Qentleman,  for  the  purpose  of  clearing 
up  the  various  items  of  charge  in  con- 
nection with  the  extra  and  special  magis- 
trates. (1.)  What  was  the  salary  of  the 
special  magistrates?  (2.)  What  was  their 
extra  remuneration  in  addition  to  their 
salaries?  (3.)  What  was  the  subsistence 
allowance  which  each  received?  And, 
finally,  what  was  the  amount  of  salaries 
and  subsistence  allowances  to  the  clerks  ? 

Mr.  W.  E.  F0E8TEB  said,  if  the 
hon.  Member  for  Waterford  (Mr.  Leamy) 
would  ffive  Notice,  as  had  been  sug- 
gested by  him,  of  his  Question  relating 
to  the  condition  of  Clare,  he  would  take 
care  that  the  subject  should  be  inquired 
into  and  an  answer  given.  It  was  per- 
fectly true  that  the  gentleman  so  often 
alluded  to — Mr.  Clifford  Lloyd — had 
worked  a  g^eat  change  in  a  part  of 
Limerick  in  which  there  had  been  a 
great  deal  of  outrage.  The  number  of 
outrages  had  been  less  since  he  was 
there,  and  it  was  to  be  hoped  that  hia 
endeavours  would  be  attended  with  suc- 
cess in  county  Clare.  Mr.  Clifford  Lloyd 
had  no  official  or  magisterial  power  be- 
yond that  of  any  other  magistrates.  The 
official  salary  of  the  special  magistrates 
was  £47  lOs.  per  month ;  private  secre- 
tary's salary,  £150;  and  clerk's  salary, 
£100. 

Mr.  leamy  said,  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  had  not  stated  the  amount 
of  the  extra  remuneration  and  the  sub- 
sistence allowance. 

Mr.  W.  E.  FORSTER  said,  in  addi- 
tion to  the  salary  of  £47  10«.  per  month, 
the  special  magistrates  received  a  per- 
sonal allowance  of  one  guinea  per  day 
and  their  travelling  expenses. 

Mr.  R.  power  said,  that  while  the 
Estimate  contained  charges  for  extra 
remuneration  to  six  special  magis- 
trates, and  for  the  salaries  of  six  clerks 
to  assist  them  in  their  duties,  there 
was  no  charge  for  clerks  to  the  15  extra 
magistrates.  He  would  like  to  know 
why  one  class  of  magistrates  had  clerks 
and  the  other  not  ? 

Mr.  W.  E.  FORSTER  said,  the  reason 
why  clerks  were  given  to  the  special 
magistrates  was  because  it  was  impos- 
cdble  for  them  to  get  through  tilieir  work 
without  such  asostance,  owing  to  the 


very  considerable  extent  of  area  under 
their  supervision. 

Mr.  LEAMY  said,  he  understood  that 
the  special  ma^strate  received,  first,  a 
salary ;  secondly,  extra  remuneration ; 
and,  thirdly,  subsistence  allowance.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  had  stated  the 
amount  of  extra  remimeration ;  but  he 
had  not  told  the  Committee  what  was 
the  original  salary  received.  He  asked 
what  was  the  annual  average  sum  which 
each  of  the  six  special  mag^trates  re- 
ceived ? 

Mr.  W.  E.  FORSTER  said,  the 
special  magistrates  received  an  allowance 
of  one  guinea  per  day,  instead  of  the 
15«.  g^ven  to  other  magistrates.  Travel- 
ling expenses  were  given  to  them  all. 
They  received  £47  10«.  per  month,  in 
addition  to  their  present  salaries,  what- 
ever those  might  be.  They  were  not 
appointed  for  more  than  six  months,  al- 
though, of  course,  it  was  possible  that 
their  services  might  be  required  for  a 
longer  time. 

Mr.  BIGGAR  said,  he  had  listened 
with  attention  to  the  replies  of  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Chief  Secretary  for 
Lreland ;  but  no  answer  had  been  given 
to  the  question  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
Waterford  (Mr.  Leamy),  as  to  whether 
certain  persons  had  been  put  in  prison 
as  ''suspects"  under  the  Coercion  Act 
for  simply  refusing  to  supply  goods  at 
their  shops  to  a  Mrs.  Moroney  ?  It  was 
notorious  that  both  the  Chief  Secretary 
for  Ireland  and  the  Prime  Minister  had, 
over  and  over  again,  declared  that  the 
refusal  to  supply  goods  was  not  an  of- 
fence against  the  law ;  that  no  one  was 
bound  to  supply  goods  or  deal  with  any 
other  person  unless  they  liked  to  do  so, 
although,  of  course,  threatening  a  person 
for  supplying  goods  was  quite  a  different 
thing.  If  it  were  true  that  the  persons 
referred  to  by  the  hon.  Member  for 
Waterford  had  been  treated  as  described, 
he  believed  that  Mr.  Clifford  Lloyd  would 
come  within  the  Act  which  made  it  ille- 
gal for  any  person  to  threaten  another 
with  regard  to  the  sale  of  goods.  It 
seemed  to  him  that  there  was  some  offi- 
cial in  Ireland  who  had  invented  a  new 
offence,  by  making  it  illegal  to  do  what 
the  Prime  Minister  and  Chief  Secretciry 
had  repeatedly  declared  last  year  to  be 
no  offence  at  all. 

Mr.  W.  E.  FORSTER  said,  he  be- 
lieved  the  hon.  Member  for  Waterford 
WEB  not  in  possession  of  the  real  facts 
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relating  to  the  arrests  referred  to ;  but  if  (3.)  £135,000,  Zulu,  &c.  Wars, 

he  would  put  a  Question  on  the  Paper  „        ■.j-mTT  a  t^t     -amva    m?  <  f^-rx 

he  (Mr.  W.  E.  Forster)  would  thence  .^«^  }^^^^^  uFt^^.V"^^^^ 

able  to  give  him  a  definite  lanswer.    As  f^®^  *?  *^  ^^^  °°**r  ^^  "^®    ,     ®' 

regard^  the  question   of  refusing  to  ^^'y  *2  *ff  Treasury  for  some  explana- 

deal,  as  he  had  frequently  stated,  that  *i<"i  <»[  ^^f  ^o*®-  /*  Y?«  t^";^^  j"*" 

was  not  an  offence ;  but  it  was  an  offence,  *'»'«®  '^^^  J  o°® ,  „„^^."\  .  **"^     .  \ 

by  intimidation,  to  prevent  people  from  ^"  »"  »tT  "  ^^^  '  <l  '  <^1"  ^g^mst 

doing  that  which  they  had  a  right  to  do.  ^atal.    It  seemed  to  him  that  this  was 

He  was  not  aware  that  any  legal  steps  »  charge  which  Natal  might  properly 

had  been  taken  against  persons  in  Ire-  P^y,'  *°^.  "P"^  which  the  Qovernment 

land  under  such  circumstances  as  the  "f^^^  "8^*-    ^ub-head  B  contained  the 

hon.  Member  had  alluded  to,    except  •»^."K««  ^-^^  t*^«  ^"I'l  Boundary  Com- 

where  there  had  been  intimidation.  mission ;  and  he  widied  to  Imow  whether 

Mb.  E.  power  asked  the  amount  of  *?'«  country  was  to  pay  the  whole  of 

Major  Bond's  salary,   and  whether  it  those  expenses  ?    On  tlie  item  of  £4,300 

was  included  in  this  Estimate  ?  He  also  "»  Sub-head  0  he  would  also  bke  some 

desired  to  know  the  extent  of  the  dis-  ^fP?"^**'""',,  ^^'^^  ^"   *    ^ot-note 

triet  over  which  he  presided,  and  the  stating  that  the  Government  had  agreed 

number  of  arrests  that  had  taken  place  *^  ^«P*  ^250,000  towards  the  expense 

there  ?  of  these  wars ;  but  that  was  a  contnbu- 

Mr.  W.   E.    forster    said,    the  **??  J«7  ^^'^  ^«^  *^"'  *K*TJ^?* 

salary  of  Major  Bond  was  the  same  as  ^^^''\'  >«»  i"  opinion,  would  be  fairly 

that  of  the  temporary  resident  magis-  i"®  f™™  *^®  ^J^^  Government.    At 

tratos  of  the  third  class.    Major  Bond's  ^}%,  ""T .^'"^^  ^^  quite  recognized  the 

district  was    in   the  neighbourhood  of  difficulty  the  Government  might  have  m 

Loughmask,  in  the  county  of  Mayo.  He  iS""*?"*^  T\*  K*^®'  contribution  from 

might  say  that  no  arrests  had  been  made  ^atal;  and  what  he  wished  to  ask  was, 

there  under  the  Act  for  the  Protection  of  whether  the  agreement  to  contnbuto 

Person  and  Propertv  at  the  suggestion  this  amount  had  been  sanctioned  by  the 

of  Major  Bond.         '  Legislature  of  Natal ;  and,  if  so,  why  the 

Mr:BIGGAR  said,  he  could  not  re-  *?T°*  ^**  not  been  paid  to  the  credit 

member  that  any  expression  of  opinion  ?/*«  Imperial  Government ;  because  if 

had  been  made  by  the  right  hon.  Gentle-  ^*  ^t^  ^^«?  paid  there  would  have  been, 

man  as  to  the  extent  to  which  Major  Bond  ^  be  understood    no  necessity  for  the 

had   given   satisfaction  in  the  position  ^"^1'"^^   "T  ^  ^°*^  t.^«.  «"•?.  f^ 

which  he  held.     He  should  be  glad  to  ^  129,000  which  appeared  in  the  Lsti- 

wrthrifwi^li3y\hat*M'3or'BS  "^'f  .^  ^^ff^^^f  CAVENDISJI 

would  be  continued  in  the  office  of  ma-  «"<1'  '*  might  have  been  a  legitimato 

gistrate  after  the  time  for  which  he  was  co"fse  ^o'  the  Government  to  omit  those 

originally  appointed  had  expired  ?  ?f  °*"J'*'i'"?'  from   the  Estimate  ;   but 

Mr.   W.   i    FORSTER    said,    he  they  had  thought  it  more  fair  to  show 

thought  the  hon.   Member  for  Cavan  ^^^  House  the  whole  cost  of  the  Zulu 

must  be   aware  that  no  reports  were  War,  and  the  amount  of  contributions, 

made  to  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  ^^^  "^«  ^H?''^^^*^!  *'°'*  °^  ^}^  ^^f-' 

Lieutenant  of  Ireland  as  to  the  satisfac  *  ^  S  v  V  ^f    •         wTu"      "^""a^I' 

tory  way  in  which  magistrates  might  }^^  ^^  *^«  Colonies.     With  i-egard  to 

perform  their    duties.      On  the    other  he  question  whether   the  contribution 

Lnd,  ho  had  received  no  complaints  with  ^J  ^'t'^  ^''\  ^T  w    °°Ar  <^^.  *^® 

regard  to  Major  Bond,  whose  continu-  Assembly,  not  only  had   a  Vote   been 

ance  in  office,  like  that  of  other  magis-  P*''«*^'  ^""^  *  ^'"'''}  Act  had  been  passed, 

trates,  would  rest  with  the  discretion  of  *  compromise  as  to  all  the  charges  being 

the  Government  when  the  time  for  which  ^J^'^y  *'^"'^<^  '^^  f '«'  prolonged  nego- 

^^o.  «roa  or^T^«;«+^^  ^^^\^r.A  tiatioii.      The   Colony   wished  for   the 

lie  was  appomtea  expired.  .         i.    p  tt     -ar  •    /  x          k  l  v     ^\ 

.   *^                 ^  Assent  of  Her  Majesty  to  an  Act  tor  the 

Question  put.  raising  of  a  loan,  and  it  was  agreed  that 
The   Committee  divided: — Ayes   124;  that  Assent  should  be  given  on  the  con- 
Noes   6  :     Majority    118.  —  (Div.   List,  dition  that  part  of  the  loan  was  applied 
No.  52.)  to  the  purpose  of  this  contribution.  The 
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but  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  in  his  re- 
ply had  not  told  the  Committee  what 
this  amounted  to.  He  (Mr.  Leamj)  would 
therefore  put  that  question  again,  and 
two  or  three  others,  to  the  right  hon. 
Oentleman,  for  the  purpose  of  clearing 
up  the  various  items  of  charge  in  con- 
nection with  the  extra  and  special  magis- 
trates. (1.)  What  was  the  salary  of  the 
special  magistrates  ?  ( 2 . )  What  was  their 
extra  remuneration  in  addition  to  their 
salaries?  (3.)  What  was  the  subsistence 
allowance  which  each  received  ?  And, 
finally,  what  was  the  amount  of  salaries 
and  subsistence  allowances  to  the  clerks  ? 

Mr.  W.  E.  FORSTER  said,  if  the 
hon.  Member  for  Waterford  (Mr.  Leamy) 
would  give  Notice,  as  had  been  sug- 
gested by  him,  of  his  Question  relating 
to  the  condition  of  Clare,  he  would  take 
care  that  the  subject  should  be  inquired 
into  and  an  answer  given.  It  was  per- 
fectly true  that  the  gentleman  so  often 
alluded  to — Mr.  Cufford  Lloyd — had 
worked  a  g^eat  change  in  a  part  of 
Limerick  in  which  there  had  been  a 
great  deal  of  outrage.  The  number  of 
outrages  had  been  less  since  he  was 
there,  and  it  was  to  be  hoped  that  hi^ 
endeavours  would  be  attended  with  suc- 
cess in  county  Clare.  Mr.  Clifford  Lloyd 
had  no  official  or  magisterial  power  be- 
yond that  of  anv  other  magistrates.  The 
official  salary  of  the  special  magistrates 
was  £47  10«.  per  month;  private  secre- 
tary's salary,  £150;  and  clerk's  salary, 
£100. 

Mr.  leamy  said,  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  had  not  stated  the  amount 
of  the  extra  remuneration  and  the  sub- 
sistence allowance. 

Mr.  W.  E.  FORSTER  said,  in  addi- 
tion to  the  salary  of  £47  10«.  per  month, 
the  special  magistrates  received  a  per- 
sonal allowance  of  one  guinea  per  day 
and  their  travelling  expenses. 

Mr.  R.  power  said,  that  while  the 
Estimate  contained  charges  for  extra 
remuneration  to  six  special  magis- 
trates, and  for  the  salaries  of  six  clerks 
to  assist  them  in  their  duties,  there 
was  no  charge  for  clerks  to  the  15  extra 
magistrates.  He  would  like  to  know 
why  one  class  of  magistrates  had  clerks 
and  the  other  not  ? 

Mr.  W.  E.  FORSTER  said,  the  reason 
why  clerks  were  g^ven  to  the  special 
magistrates  was  because  it  was  impos- 
sible for  them  to  get  through  their  work 
without  such  asiUBtance,  owing  to  the 

Mr.  iMmff 


very  considerable  extent  of  area  under 
their  supervision. 

Mr.  leamy  said,  he  understood  that 
the  special  magistrate  received,  first,  a 
salary ;  secondly,  extra  remuneration ; 
and,  thirdly,  subsistence  allowance.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  had  stated  the 
amount  of  extra  remuneration ;  but  he 
had  not  told  the  Committee  what  was 
the  original  salary  received.  He  asked 
what  was  the  annual  average  sum  which 
each  of  the  six  special  magistrates  re- 
ceived ? 

Mr.  W.  E.  FORSTER  said,  the 
special  magistrates  received  an  allowance 
of  one  guinea  per  day,  instead  of  the 
15«.  given  to  other  magistrates.  Travel- 
ling expenses  were  g^ven  to  them  all. 
They  received  £47  10*.  per  month,  in 
addition  to  their  present  salaries,  what- 
ever those  might  be.  They  were  not 
appointed  for  more  than  six  months,  al- 
though, of  course,  it  was  possible  that 
their  services  might  be  required  for  a 
longer  time. 

Mr.  BIGGAR  said,  he  had  listened 
with  attention  to  the  replies  of  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Chief  Secretary  for 
Ireland  ;  but  no  answer  had  been  given 
to  the  question  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
Waterford  (Mr.  Leamy),  as  to  whether 
certain  persons  had  been  put  in  prison 
as  ''  suspects"  under  the  Coercion  Act 
for  simply  refusing  to  supply  goods  at 
their  shops  to  a  Mrs.  Moroney  ?  It  was 
notorious  that  both  the  Chief  Secretary 
for  Ireland  and  the  Prime  Minister  had, 
over  and  over  again,  declared  that  the 
refusal  to  supply  goods  was  not  an  of- 
fence against  tne  law  ;  that  no  one  was 
bound  to  supply  goods  or  deal  with  any 
other  person  unless  they  liked  to  do  so, 
although,  of  course,  threatening  a  person 
for  supplying  goods  was  quite  a  different 
thing.  If  it  were  true  that  the  persons 
referred  to  by  the  hon.  Member  for 
Waterford  had  been  treated  as  described, 
he  believed  that  Mr.  Clifford  Lloyd  would 
come  within  the  Act  which  made  it  ille- 
gal for  any  person  to  threaten  another 
with  regard  to  the  sale  of  goods.  It 
seemed  to  him  that  there  was  some  offi- 
cial in  Ireland  who  had  invented  a  new 
offence,  by  making  it  illegal  to  do  what 
the  Prime  Minister  and  Chief  Secretary 
had  repeatedly  declared  last  year  to  be 
no  offence  at  all. 

Mr.  W.  E.  FORSTER  said,  he  be- 
lieved the  hon.  Member  for  Waterford 
was  not  in  possession  of  the  real  £Mts 
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relating  to  the  arrests  referred  to ;  but  if  (2.)  £135,000,  Zulu,  &c.  Wars. 

ne  would  put  a  Questiou  on  the  Paper  --        -.^-ri-iTT  a  -t^t     x^t/^t^^    -r.^  .  ^^ 

he  (Mr.  W.  E.  Porster)  would  then^be  .^^  MIOHAEL    HICKS  -  BEACH 

able  to  give  him  a  definite  [tmswer.    As  ^®°  *°  ^^^^  ""H®  ^^  *^®    ,   '®' 

regarded  the  question  of  refusing  to  *f^*^^  T^asuiy  for  some  explana- 

deal,  as  he  had  frequently  stated,  that  l\°^  °l  *•»"  ^°^-  /*  T"  S^"^®^  i°*<' 
was  not  an  ofifenee ;  but  it  was  an  offence,  "»'««  *»«*"" '  °J^t  °^^^^''',°"**'°®*^.  ^' 
by  intimidation,  to  prevent  people  from  ?!"  »»  ^\?^  <>*  £129,000,  daima  M^ainst 
doing  that  which  they  had  a  right  to  do.  ^^^^-  "  *??™~  *<>  T^  *9^}  *»"«  ^?" 
He  was  not  aware  that  any  legal  steps  *  ^^^'R?  ^^»<*  Natal  midtt  properly 
had  been  taken  against  persons  in  Ire-  P*^'  »°*.  'JP®^  which  the  Government 
land  under  such  circumstances  as  the  T^^  ""^*-  J^y^?*^^  contained  the 
hon.  Member  had  alluded  to,  except  charges  for  the  Zulu  Boundary  Corn- 
where  there  had  been  intimidation.  mission ;  and  he  wished  to  know  whether 
Me.  E.  power  asked  the  amount  of  T^  country  was  to  pay  the  whole  of 
Major  Bond's  salary,  and  whether  it  those  expenses?  On  tlie  item  of  £4,300 
was  included  in  this  Estimate  ?  He  also  '"  Sab-head  0  he  would  also  Lke  some 
desired  to  know  the  extent  of  the  dis-  ejcplanation.  There  was  a  foot-note 
trict  over  which  he  presided,  and  the  stating  that  the  Government  had  agreed 
number  of  arrests  that  had  taken  place  to  accept  £250,000  towards  the  expense 
there  ?                                              '^  of  these  wars ;  but  that  was  a  contribu- 

Me.  W.   E.    FORSTER    said,    the  *'??  7®^  F'?"'^  ?®^  ^^  *K  ^T.*^?* 

salary  of  Major  Bond  was  the  same  as  T^'<=^>  "»  ^  opinion,  would  be  fairly 

that  of  the  temporary  resident  magis-  ?"»  ^«»°'  *^«  \^^  Government.    At 

trates  of  the  third  class.    Major  Bond's  *^«  ",^®.^°\|'  ^«  Q^ite  'eoognued  the 

district  was    in   the  neighbourhood  of  difficulty  the  Government  might  have  in 

Loughmask,  in  the  county  of  Mayo.  He  S«'/V°^  ""F"  V  !^*"  contribution  from 

might  say  that  no  arrests  had  been  made  ^atal;  and  what  he  wished  to  ask  was, 

there  under  the  Act  for  the  Protection  of  ^.^ether  the  i^reement  to  contribute 

Person  and  Propertv  at  the  suggestion  this  amount  had  been  sanctioned  by  the 

of  Major  Bond          '  Legislature  of  Natal ;  and,  if  so,  why  the 

Me.  BIGGAR  said,  he  could  not  re-  *ri"°*  ^'^  not  been  paid  to  the  credit 

member  that  any  expression  of  opinion  ?/ *^|  Imperial  Government ;  because  if 

had  been  made  by  the  right  hon.  Gentle-  '*  '^f  ^  ^«^°  paid  there  would  have  been, 

man  as  to  the  extent  to  which  Major  Bond  ?f  te  understood    no  necessity  for  the 

had   given  satisfaction  in  the  position  ^^Z^nnrf*  vT               a  *''*V"'?.  ?-^ 

which  he  held.     He  should  be  glad  to  ^129,000  which  appeared  m  the  Esti- 

wrth^rTiKlTtfaf  M^oi^Brnd  "^'^^   FREDERICK   CAVENDISH 

would  be  continued  in  the  office  of  ma-  «*'^'  ^*  °»if  l^t  have  been  a  legitimato 

gistrate  after  the  time  for  which  he  was  course  for  the  Government  to  omit  those 

originally  appointed  had  expired  ?  ^u'^^'l^",*'??*  from  the  Estimate ;   but 

Me.   W.   E.    FORSTEK    said,    he  ^J^^^^^^  thought  it  more  fair  to  show 

thought  the  hon.   Member  for  Cavan  *^«  House  the  whole  cost  of  the  Zulu 

must  be  aware  that  no  reports   were  War,  and  the  amount  of  contributions, 

made  to  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  ?J''>  ""^^  'H?''®^^?  '^^^  °^  *^®  ^^"^ 

Lieutenant  of  Ireland  as  to  the  satisfac-  ^^^  5*^"^,!  r^f    •         w^H"      """"i^" 

tory  way  in  which  magistrates  might  ^^^^  ^^  ^''^  Colonies.     With  regard  to 

perform  their   duties.      On  the    other  the  question  whether  the  contribution 

Lnd,  ho  had  received  no  complaints  with  \y  ^atal  had  been  sanctioned  by  the 

regard  to  Major  Bond,  whose  continu-  Assembly,  not  only  tad  a  Vote   been 

ance  in  office,  like  that  of  other  magis-  ?««««<*'  *^"*  *  ^'^^  Act  bad  been  passed, 

trates,  would  rest  with  the  discretion  of  2  «°i?P'o°?"»e  as  to  all  the  charges  being 

the  Government  when  the  time  for  which  fj'fy  ""'«<*  ^*  f  *«'  P^longed  nego- 

he  was  appointed  expired.  V**'"";   ,  ^^^  C°W  /"^^^  /»'  *t« 

,^                "^  Assent  of  Her  Majesty  to  an  Act  for  the 

Question  put.  raising  of  a  loan,  and  it  was  agreed  that 

The   Committee  divided: — Ayes  124;  that  ^sent  should  be  given  on  the  con- 

Noes   6  :    Majority    118.  —  (Div.   List,  dition  that  part  of  the  loan  was  applied 

No.  52.)  to  the  purpose  of  this  contribution.  The 
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Act  had  been  passed,  and  tenders  had 
been  obtained ;  and  it  was  expected  that 
within  a  few  weeks  the  first  part  of 
the  loan — £260,000 — would  be  issued. 
As  to  the  various  items,  he  thought  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  would  really  be 
able  to  gire  the  Committee  as  much  in- 
formation as  he  could,  the  entire  ex- 
penses having  been  incurred  while  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  was  in  Office.  Full 
information  was  given  in  the  Beport 
presented  to  Parliament  by  the  Com- 
mission appointed  to  inquire  into  these 
matters.  The  third  item  was  an  advance 
made  for  arming  the  Colonial  troops. 
It  was  thought  absolutely  necessary  that 
they  shoidd  be  armed,  for  the  safety  of 
Natal;  but  the  Colony  had  not  at  the 
time  the  necessary  funds.  Also  in  the 
Transvaal  War  it  was  considered  neces- 
sary to  establish  a  telegraph  system  ; 
and  as  the  Colony  had  not  the  means 
for  doing  that  the  necessary  money  was 
advanced.  The  expense  of  the  Zulu 
Boundary  Commission  also  had  to  be 
advanced ;  and  it  would  be  a  nice  ques- 
tion how  far  the  Natal  Government  were 
interested  in  that  matter.  The  items 
under  Sub-head  C  were  expenses  in- 
curred by  the  Army  in  connection  with 
the  War,  and  those  expenses  had  hitherto 
stood  either  in  the  books  of  the  War 
Office  or  the  books  of  the  Treasury. 
They  had  never  been  finally  adjusted ; 
and  the  Government  considered  that  it 
was  more  fair  to  bring  them  before  the 
attention  of  the  House  by  taking  a  Vote 
for  them. 

Mb.  EYLANDS  said,  he  thought  that 
the  statement  of  the  noble  Lord  was 
very  satisfactory  as  far  as  it  went,  but 
scarcely  embraced  all  the  information 
the  Committee  was  entitled  to  receive. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  opposite  (Sir 
Michael  Hicks-Beach),  having  been  the 
former  Secretary  for  the  Colonies, 
would  no  doubt  recollect  that  in  the  last 
Parliament  he  (Mr.  Bylands)  brought 
forward  a  Besolution  with  regard  to  the 
War  Charges  which  might  fairly  be 
claimed  from  Natal  and  from  the  Cape. 
He  was  met  by  the  late  Government 
with  the  assurance  that  they  entirely 
agreed  with  his  view  as  to  the  justice 
and  necessity  of  pressing  on  the  Go- 
vernments of  Natal  and  the  Cape  the 
claims  this  country  had  upon  them  for 
the  War  expenses.  He  believed  that 
during  the  time  of  the  late  Government 
there  was  some  Correspondenoe  with  the 

Lord  Frederick  CavendUh 


Cape  and  Natal  upon  this  subject ;  but 
the  Gt}vemment  were  unable  to  bring 
the  two  Colonies  to  any  arrangement.  He 
believed  he  was  correct  in  saying  that 
the  late  Government  sent  out  to  South 
Africa  experienced  officers  of  the  Trea- 
sury to  inquire  into  these  charges  and 
report  to  the  Government  at  home  upon 
them.     He  now  desired  to  ask  the  noble 
Lord  what  had  been  done  since  then  by 
the  present  Government  with  a  view  to 
impressing  on  these  Colonies  the  neces- 
sity of  refunding  to  this  country  the 
considerable  sums  of  money  which  were 
due  on  account  of  the  War  expenditure  ? 
The  contribution  from  Natal  was  much 
less  than  might  be  required ;  and  he 
presumed  the  explanation  the  Govern- 
ment would  give  for  not  getting  more 
than  £250,000  would  be  that  they  had 
got  as  much  as  they  could|  and  had  been 
obliged  to  adopt  a  singular  expedient 
to  compel  the  Natal  Government  to  pay 
even  what  was  really  a  small  sum  in 
comparison  with  the  amounts  advanced 
by  this  country.     As  he  understood  it, 
the  Government  stipulated  that  the  loan 
for  the  purposes  of  railways  should  not 
be  sanctioned  by  the  Government  unless 
the  first  portion  of  the  loan  was  devoted 
to  the  payment  of  £250,000.     Having 
regard  to  the  fact  that  the  Cape  Colony 
was  much  more  wealthy   than  Natal, 
that  it  had  full  representation  and  a 
very  large  amount    of    power  in  the 
transaction  of  its  affairs,  and  having  re- 
gard to  all  the  circumstances  that  had 
occurred  during  these  wars,   in  which 
that  Colony  was  so  much  interested,  it 
was  not,  and  could  not  be  satisfactoiy 
that  the  British    taxpayer  should    be 
called  upon  to  pay  such  an  enormous 
sum  of  money  on  account  of  the  wars  in 
South  Africa ;  and,  as  far  as  he  knew,  no 
money  had  been  received  from  the  Cape. 
He  should  be  glad  to  find  that  he  over- 
looked anything  in  the  Papers ;  bat  he 
had  no  recollection  of  having  seen  any 
statement  which  would  show  that  the 
Cape  Government  had  either  paid,  or 
promised  to  pay,  any  money  on  account 
of  the  large  sums  which  had  been  paid 
by  the  British  Government.     He  hoped 
to  hear  from  the  noble  Lord  that  the 
Government   had  these  matters  under 
their  attention,  and  that  there  was  some 
prospect  of  relief  to   the  British  tax- 
payer. 

Colonel  NOLAN  said,  thaft  during  the 
last  five  years  we  had  hac^^ars  with  the 
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Transvaal  and  the  ZuIub,  and  then  we 
had  had  the  Boers  engaged  in  keeping 
the  Zulus  in  check.  We  had  had  a  very 
disagreeable  war  with  the  Boers,  and 
after  these  blunders  we  could  not  expect 
the  South  African  to  pay  the  cost  of 
these  stupid  wars.  It  was  the  greatest 
folly  on  our  part  to  interfere  in  South 
Africa,  and  we  must  pay  the  money. 
We  ought  not  to  interfere  unless  we 
were  prepared  to  arm  the  Natives  and 
pay  the  expense.  It  was  the  greatest 
foUy  to  endanger  our  position  in  South 
Africa  by  these  wars. 

Sib  H.  DRUMMOND  WOLFF  in- 
quired how  we  were  to  get  this  money 
from  the  Government  of  Natal?  The 
Government  had  offered  to  give  Consti- 
tutional government  to  Natal ;  therefore, 
how  were  we  to  force  them  to  vote 
£250,000?  Could  we  expect  that  they 
would  vote  enormous  sums  for  the  ser- 
vices we  rendered  at  Laing^s  Nek  ? 

Mb.  R.  N.  FOWLER  said,  he  could 
not  see  how  the  Colonies  were  to  pay 
this  money,  or  how  we  could  ask  them 
for  it.  The  policy  of  the  Government 
had  entirely  broken  the  connection  be- 
tween Natal  and  the  Cape,  by  the  ap- 
pointment of  two  separate  Governors  ; 
and  that  would  certainly  be  an  additional 
reason  why  we  should  not  ask  them  for 
any  amount  of  money. 

LoBD  FREDERICK  CAVENDISH 
said,  the  hon.  Member  for  Portsmouth 
(Sir  H.  Drummond  Wolff)  did  not  seem 
to  have  a  very  high  opinion  of  the 
loyalty  and  good  faith  of  the  Colonial 
Qt)vemments.  The  Government  of  Natal 
passed  an  Act  to  provide  this  money, 
and  he  saw  no  reason  for  supposing  that 
they  would  not  fulfil  their  engagement. 
He  agreed  with  the  hon.  Member  for 
Burnley  (Mr.  Rylands)  in  regretting 
that  the  contributions  made  were  not 
larger;  but  there  had  been  no  want 
of  will  on  his  part  to  make  these 
contributioDS  larger;  but  it  must  be 
remembered  that  from  the  Cape  point 
of  view  the  interest  of  the  Cape  in  the 
Zulu  War  was  not  as  great  as  that  of 
the  Imperial  Government.  That  War 
was  undertaken  for  the  benefit  of  Natal, 
and  the  Cape  bad  nothing  to  do  with  it, 
and  no  interest  in  it.  They  entirely  de- 
clined to  pay  anything  in  respect  of  that 
War ;  but  after  a  long  negotiation  they 
had  agreed  to  pay  £160,000.  He  did 
not  think  that  at  that  time  of  night  it 
would  be  of  any  use  to  enter  into  the 


various  expenses  of  the  South  African 
^^r  ars 

Sib'  MICHAEL  HICKS  -  BEACH 
asked  whether  all  ''the  Correspondence 
with  the  Cape  and  Natal  upon  this 
question,  subsequent  to  the  assumption 
of  Office  by  the  present  Government, 
would  be  publishea  ;  because  it  was  de- 
sirable that  the  House  should  know  how 
this  amount  had  been  arrived  at  ?  He 
also  wished  to  know  whether  the  loan 
of  the  Natal  Gt)vemment  had  been 
guaranteed  by  the  Imperial  Govern- 
ment? 

LoBD  FREDERICK  CAVENDISH, 
in  reply,  said,  that  there  was  no  guaran- 
tee by  this  country.  The  Correspondence 
could  be  laid  upon  the  Table  if  moved 
for. 

SibH.  drummond  WOLFF  asked 
whether  the  £250,000  had  been  already 
voted  by  the  Natal  Government,  or  whe- 
ther it  was  to  be  voted  under  the  new 
Constitution  which  the  Earl  of  Kimberley 
had  offered  to  Natal  ?  Popular  Govern- 
ments were  not  so  ready  to  vote  money 
as  Governments  which  were  under  the 
domination  of  Gt)vernors. 

LoBD  FREDERICK  CAVENDISH 
replied,  that  this  money  was  provided  for 
in  the  Act  for  railway  purposes. 

Vote  agreed  to, 

CIVIL  SERVICES  (EXCESSES). 

(3.)  Motion  made,  and  Question  pro- 
posed, 

''  That  a  sum,  not  exceeding  £19,830 14«.  10^., 
be  granted  to  Her  Majesty,  to  make  good  Ex- 
cesses on  certain  Grants  for  Civil  Services,  for 
the  year  ended  on  the  31st  day  of  March  1881, 
viz. : — 

Class  II. — Salaries  aitd  Expenses  of 
Civil  Departments. 

£     t.  d. 

Board  of  Trade  . .  . .       664    5    2 

The  Mint,  including  Coinage      ..       334  13    7 
Fishery  Board,  Scotland  . .       226  15    3 

Class  III. — Law  and  Justice. 

£     «.  d. 

Chancery  Division  of  the  High 

Court  of  Justice        ..  ..       293    9     1 

County  Courts  . .  . .    7,260  14    6 

Reformatory  and  Industrial  Schools 

Great  Britain 
Constabulary  of  Ireland 


28  16    3 
..    6,671     0     9 


Class  IV. — Education,    Science,    and 

Art. 

£     9,  d. 

Science  and  Art  Department  of 
the  United  Kingdom  ..       240    9    2 
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Class  V. — Foreign  and  Colonial 

Sebyices. 

£     «.  d. 

Consular  Services         ..  ..    4,641  14  10 

Suez  Canal  (British  Directors)    ..         31     7    4 
Suppression  of  the  Slave  Traae  . .       457    9  11 

Total  Amount  to  be  Voted 
for  Civil  Services        .  .£19,830  14  10 


8m  H.  DEUMMOND  WOLFF  de- 
sired to  ask  a  question  about  these  ex- 
cesses, because  it  appeared  to  him  they 
were  constantly  called  upon  to  pay  sums 
of  money  for  purposes  for  which  the 
Government  had  not  made  proper  Esti- 
mates. In  respect  to  the  Consular 
Services  he  found  an  excess  of  £4,641. 

Mr.  ARTHUE  O'OONNOE  rose  to 
Order,  and  asked  whether  these  excesses 
ought  not  to  be  put  separately  from  the 
Chair,  because  it  was  possible  each  one 
of  them  might  be  open  to  question  ? 

The  CHAIEMAN:  It  is  usual  to 
propose  them  in  a  lump  sum. 

Mr.  AETHUE  O'COWNOE  presumed 
that  if  hon.  Members  had  any  observa- 
tions to  offer  with  regard  to  the  different 
Votes  they  would  be  taken  in  order. 
He  would  like  to  make  a  few  remarks 
with  reference  to  the  first  excess. 

The  CHAIEMAN :  If  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber move  any  reductions  of  the  Votes 
the  reductions  will  have  to  be  taken  in 
order. 

Mr.  AETHUE  O'CONNOE  said,  he 
wished  to  say  something  with  regard  to 
the  first  item ;  but  it  would  depend  upon 
the  answer  he  received  whether  he 
moved  a  reduction  or  not.  There  was 
an  excess  of  £654  on  the  Board  of  Trade 
Vote,  and  they  were  told  in  the  explana- 
tion on  page  3  that  this  excess  arose 
from  the  charge  to  the  Vote  of  fees  paid 
for  inquiries  into  wrecks^  which  were 
formerly  paid  out  of  the  Wreck  Charges. 
He  endeavoured  last  year  to  elicit  from 
the  President  of  the  Board  of  Trade  a 
reason  why  a  new  arrangement  was 
made  with  regard  to  the  expenses  con- 
nected with  the  office  of  Eeceiver  of 
Wreck ;  and  he  ventured  then  to  express 
the  opinion  that  the  new  arrangement 
woula  unquestionably  result  in  an  in- 
crease of  charge,  and  in  a  permanent 
charge  in  the  Estimates.  These  excesses 
bore  out  completely  the  anticipation 
which  he  then  formed.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  assured  the  Committee  that 
there  was  not  the  least  danger  in  ex- 


cesses such  as  he  (Mr.  Arthur  O'Connor) 
had  mentioned ;  but  he  would  be  glad 
to  know  how  it  was  these  excesses  now 
appeared.  He  was  never  able  to  under- 
stcmd  why  there  should  be  a  charge  in 
the  Estimate  at  all  on  account  of  the 
Eeceiver  of  Wreck.  The  fees  paid  in 
previous  years  were  sufficient  to  meet 
all  the  expenses  connected  with  the  busi- 
ness ;  but  the  alteration  which  was  made 
in  the  Estimates  last  year  appeared  to 
him  to  saddle  the  country  with  a  charge 
which  was  likely  to  grow  as  time  ad- 
vanced. His  anticipation  was  perfectly 
correct,  for  they  were  now  called  upon 
to  provide  monev  which,  if  the  old 
arrangement  had  been  carried  out,  they 
would  not  have  been  called  upon  to 
vote. 

Mr.  SCLATEE-BOOTH  said,  there 
was  one  disadvantage  under  whicJi  they 
laboured  in  discussing  the  excesses  to^ 
night,  and  that  was  that  they  had  not 
received  the  Eeport  of  the  Committee 
on  Public  Accounts  on  the  subject. 
There  was  really  little  need  to  discuss 
the  items.  In  some  cases  th^re  must  be 
excesses,  and  the  present  excesses  formed 
a  very  small  proportion  of  savings  on  the 
whole  Votes  of  the  previous  year.  But, 
undoubtedly,  it  was  a  serious  inroad 
upon  the  practice  of  the  House  that  the 
excesses  should  be  voted  until  they  had 
been  examined  by  the  Committee  on 
Public  Accounts.  By  this  time  that 
Committee  ought  to  have  been  ap- 
pointed, and  it  ought  to  have  been  upon 
their  recommendation  that  the  excesses 
were  voted.  He  did  not  know  whether 
the  noble  Lord  would  like  to  withdraw 
the  Excess  Vote  until  he  had  had  an 
opportunity  of  proposing  the  appoint- 
ment of  the  Select  Committee  on  Pubhc 
Accounts ;  but,  undoubtedly,  some  means 
ought  to  be  adopted  by  which  our 
monetary  system  should  be  as  clear  as 
possible. 

Mr.  CHAMBEELAIN  said,  he  was 
sorry  that  on  a  previous  occasion,  when 
the  hon.  Member  for  Queen's  County 
(Mr.  Arthur  O'Connor)  questioned  him 
with  regard  to  this  matter,  he  had  not 
succeeded  in  conveying  to  him  what 
really  was  the  state  of  the  case.  The  hon. 
Gentleman  was  perfectiy  correct  in  say- 
ing that  he  (Mr.  Chamberlain)  did  say^ 
that  the  change  in  keeping  the  Accounj 
did  not  involve  any  extra  charge.  ~ 
charge  for  Wreck  Conmiissioner^j 
quiriee  was  set  against  sums  HtkiefiTei 
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from  wreck ;  and  neither  of  the  items 
appeared  in  the  Accounts — the  one  was 
set  against  the  other,  and  no  charge 
came  upon  the  Estimates.  That  was 
thought  to  be  an  improper  way  of 
keeping  accounts,  and,  in  order  to  afford 
greater  information  to  the  House,  the 
fees  had  been  carried  to  the  credit; 
while,  at  the  same  time,  the  charges 
for  the  Wreck  Commissioner  had  been 
brought  into  the  Estimates;  but  no 
additional  cost  was  incurred. 

Mr.  HYLANDS  said,  it  was  a  matter 
of  great  advantage  they  should  have  an 
account  of  every  receipt,  whatever  the 
nature  might  be.  It  gave  the  Com- 
mittee a  greater  control  over  the  expendi- 
ture if  they  were  asked  to  vote  the  full 
Estimate.  He  quite  agreed  with  the 
observations  of  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man (Mr.  Sclater-Booth)  as  to  the  neces- 
sity of  a  serious  investigation  of  these 
excesses  by  the  Committee  on  Public 
Accounts.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
know  very  well  from  his  experience  the 
cause  of  the  excesses ;  on  the  face  of  it, 
excesses  were  an  evidence  of  bad  manage- 
ment. The  matter  required  some  inves- 
tigation, and  he  should  be  very  glad  in- 
deed if  the  Committee  on  Public  Accounts 
could  have  reported  to  this  Committee 
that  the  excesses  were  all  in  order ;  and 
he  was  sure  that  if  the  Committee  on 
Public  Accounts  had  so  reported,  this 
Committee  would  have  voted  the  ex- 
cesses with  much  greater  confidence.  At 
the  same  time,  it  was  a  serious  ques- 
tion whether  the  noblo  Lord  could  with- 
draw this  Vote,  which,  no  doubt,  was 
required  to  be  placed  in  the  Appropria- 
tion Act,  to  make  up  the  Accounts  for 
1880-1.  If  the  Vote  could  be  postponed 
without  any  disadvantage  to  the  Public 
Service  it  would  be  most  advisable.  He, 
for  one,  however,  would  not  venture  to 
press  for  a  postponement,  if  there  was 
any  probability  of  any  serious  inconve- 
nience arising. 

Sir  HENKY  HOLLAND  supposed 
that  the  excesses  must  be  voted,  and 
that,  when  the  Committee  on  Public  Ac- 
counts was  allowed  to  be  appointed,  the 
excesses  would  be  carefully  examined, 
and  the  blame,  if  any  there  was,  must 
be  retrospective.  But  he  could  not  help 
expressing  his  sense  of  the  great  incon- 
venicDce  caused  by  the  non-appointment 
of  this  and  other  Sessional  Committees. 

Mr.  ONSLOW  said,  it  was  usual  for 
these  excesses  to  pass  through  the  hands 


of  the  Committee  on  Public  Accounts, 
because  they  were  voted  by  the  Com- 
mittee. He  was  aware  the  Motion  jfor 
the  appointment  of  the  Committee  was 
blocked;  but  how  long  was  it  to  be 
blocked  ?  They  might  go  on  until 
Easter,  and  even  until  Whitsuntide; 
and  stall  the  Committee  would,  in  adl 
probability,  not  be  appointed.  If  the 
Committee  on  Public  Accounts  was 
useless,  why  appoint  it  at  all?  Why 
not  pass  the  Votes  year  after  year  with- 
out the  sanction  of  that  Committee? 
The  Government  ought  to  take  steps  to 
secure  the  appointment  of  the  Com- 
mittee as  soon  as  possible,  by  placing 
its  nomination  as  a  first  Order  of  the 
Day.  It  had  always  been  considered  a 
very  necessary  thing  that  the  Committee 
on  Public  Accounts  snould  inquire  into  the 
Accounts,  and  that  it  should  be  appointed 
as  early  in  the  Session  as  possible; 
but  to-night  they  were  asked  to  vote 
money  for  excesses  before  that  Commit- 
tee had  even  been  appointed.  The  noble 
Marquess  (the  Marquess  of  Harting- 
ton)  ought  to  give  them  some  assurance 
that  the  Government  would  find  a  day 
between  now  and  Easter  on  which  the 
Committee  could  be  appointed. 

Lord  FREDEEICK  CAVENDISH 
said,  the  Motion  for  the  appointment  of 
the  Committee  was  not  an  Order  of  the 
Day ;  and  if  the  Government  were  to  pro- 
pose the  postponement  of  the  Orders  of 
the  Day,  to  admit  of  the  appointment  of 
the  Committee,  it  was  more  than  likely 
the  proposition  could  not  be  made  until 
after  half-past  12.  He  could  assure 
hon.  Members  that  a  very  small  portion 
of  the  time  of  the  Committee  on  Public 
Accounts  was  taken  in  examining  the 
Votes  on  which  there  were  excesses.  It 
was,  practically,  a  Committee  to  audit 
and  superintend  the  whole  expenditure 
of  the  country. 

Mr.  SCLATER-BOOTH  said,  he 
wished  to  remind  the  Committee  that 
these  excesses  no  more  belonged  to  the 
finance  of  the  current  year  than  they 
belonged  to  the  finance  of  the  next 
year;  they  really  belonged  to  the  finance 
of  1880-1,  which  was  closed  12  months 
ago.  He  thought  it  was  convenient  that 
the  money  should  be  voted  now  ;  but  if 
the  excesses  had  been  of  a  very  important 
character,  undoubtedly  it  would  be  better 
that  the  Vote  should  be  postponed  until 
the  appointment  of  the  Committee  on 
Public  Accounts. 
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Mb.  AETHUR  O'CONNOR  begged 
to  remind  the  Committee  that  the  Govern- 
ment had  taken  a  very  extraordinary 
course  to  manifest  their  anxiety  with  re- 
gard to  the  appointment  of  the  Fablio 
Accounts  Committee.  Last  Tuesday 
they  had  their  Notice  for  the  appointment 
of  the  Committee  on  the  Paper ;  but  they 
allowed  the  House  to  be  counted  out. 
If  they  had  kept  the  House  together,  it 
would  have  been  the  easiest  thing  in 
the  world  to  have  secured  the  appoint- 
ment of  the  Committee  that  evening. 
Before  he  sat  down,  he  wished  to  ask 
whether  the  item  of  £654  was  to  be 
understood  to  be  completely  covered  by 
the  fees  paid  into  the  Exchequer  ? 

Sib  H.  DRUMMOND  WOLFF  said, 
he  would  suggest  to  the  noble  Marquess 
(the  Marquess  of  Hartington)  that  it 
would  be  desirable  to  take  the  discussion 
on  the  appointment  of  the  Committee  on 
Public  Accounts  on  Monday  night,  in- 
stead of  resuming  the  discussion  on  the 
Rules  of  Procedure.  As  to  the  Consular 
Services,  he  wished  to  point  out  to  the 
noble  Lord  the  Secretary  to  the  Trea- 
sury that  the  Estimates  showed  an  in- 
crease of  £7,000,  whereas  there  was 
really  a  decrease.  If,  in  addition  to  that, 
there  were  these  excesses,  he  could  not 
think  that  the  Estimate  for  next  year 
had  been  very  carefully  considered  ;  and, 
therefore,  he  would  press  upon  the  noble 
Lord  the  necessity  of  submitting  the 
Excess  Vote  to  the  Public  Accounts  Com- 
mittee. 

LoED  FREDERICK  CAVENDISH 
said,  it  would  be  an  extraordinary  sys- 
tem of  finance  by  which  they  referred 
the  Estimates  for  the  coming  year  to  the 
Committee  on  Public  Accounts.  All 
that  Committee  had  to  do  was  to  see  that 
the  expenditure  was  made  in  accordance 
with  the  purposes  for  which  it  was  voted 
by  Parliament.  It  would  not  be  within 
the  competence  of  the  Committee  to 
make  any  comparison  between  the  ex- 
penditure of  the  past  and  coming 
years. 

Mr.  R.  N.  fowler  said,  it  was 
very  much  to  be  regretted  that  the 
Government  did  not  keep  a  House  last 
Tuesday  for  the  appointment  of  the  Com- 
mittee on  Pubb'c  Accounts. 

Lord  FREDERICK  CAVENDISH 
said,  he  was  not  quite  sure  that  if  a 
House  had  been  kept  last  Tuesday  the 
Motion  would  have  come  on  before  half- 
past  12. 


Mr.  ONSLOW  said,  they  ought  to 
know  what  arrangements  the  Gk>vem- 
ment  proposed  to  make  for  the  appoint- 
ment of  the  Committee.  There  was  cer- 
tainly a  block  in  the  way ;  but  surely  it 
was  the  province  and  duty  of  the  Gbvem- 
ment  to  appoint  a  day  for  the  full  dis- 
cussion of  the  Motion. 

The  CHAIRMAN :  It  is  quite  out  of 
Order  to  discuss  the  question  as  to 
whether  this  Committee  shall  be  ap- 
pointed on  any  particular  day.  That 
appertains  to  the  House,  which  has 
already  fixed  the  question  for  a  particular 
day. 

Mr.  ONSLOW  said,  the  question  had 
cropped  up  in  a  very  peculiar  way. 
Hon.  Members  had  pointed  out  that 
this  was  a  Vote  which  ought  to  have 
come  before  the  Public  Accounts  Com- 
mittee before  the  Committee  of  Supply 
was  asked  to  pass  it.  He  thought 
he  was  in  Order  in  asking  the  noble 
Lord 

The  CHAIRMAN:  I  have  already 
informed  the  hon.  Member  that  it  is  out 
of  Order  to  discuss  this  matter. 

Mr.  ARTHUR  O'CONNOR  asked  if 
it  would  be  in  Order  for  a  Member  of  the 
Committee  to  move  that  the  Chairman 
should  leave  the  Chair,  and  ask  leave  to 
sit  again;  so  that  the  Committee  on 
Public  Accounts  could  be  appointed,  and 
could  examine  into  these  excesses  ? 

Sir  H.  DRUMMOND  WOLFF  would 
be  very  glad  if  the  Chairman  would  be 
good  enough  to  give  an  answer  to  the 
hon.  Member,  because  this  was  a  very 
important  question,  with  which  the 
Government  appeared  to  be  trifling. 

Mr.  ONSLOW  said,  that,  to  put  mat- 
ters on  a  proper  footing,  he  would  move 
that  the  Chairman  should  report  Pro- 
gress, and  ask  leave  to  sit  ao^ain.  Upon 
that  Motion  he  was  entitled  to  ask  the 
noble  Lord  the  Secretary  of  State  for 
India  what  steps  the  Government  in- 
tended to  take  in  order  to  secure  the 
appointment  of  the  Committee?  The 
House  had  been  counted  out  on  three 
evenings  that  the  Motion  had  been  on 
the  Paper,  and  the  Government  had 
taken  no  steps  to  keep  a  House. 

The  CHAIRMAN :  The  hon.  Mem- 
ber is  perfectly  within  his  right,  if  he 
desires  it,  to  move  that  I  report  Piro- 
gress;  but  it  is  irregular  to  discuss  a 
question  which  has  been  ruled  out  of 
Order  on  the  Motion  that  I  do  report 
Progress. 
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Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
'*  That  the  Chairman  do  report  Pro- 
gress, and  ask  leave  to  sit  again." — (i/r. 
Onslow.) 

Sir  H.  DRUMMOND  WOLFF  asked 
whether  it  would  be  in  Order  for  his  hon. 
Friend  to  give  his  reasons  for  moving  to 
report  Progress  ? 

The  chairman  :  The  hon.  Member 
is  perfectly  in  Order  in  moving  that  I 
report  Progress ;  but  the  hon.  Member 
would  not  be  in  Order  in  drawing  atten- 
tion to  a  Motion  which  has  already  been 
ruled  out  of  Order. 

The  Marquess  of  HARTINGTON: 
I  am  surprised  that  any  hon.  Member 
should  question  the  authority  of  the 
Chair,  and  it  seems  to  me  that  such  a 
course  cannot  conduce  to  the  good  order 
of  our  debates.  The  Chairman,  as  I 
understand,  says  the  hon.  Member  is 
perfectly  in  Order  in  moving  to  report 
Progress  if  he  thinks  fit  to  do  so ;  but 
that  under  cover  of  a  Motion  to  report 
Progress  he  is  not  entitled  to  discuss  a 
Motion  which  stands  on  the  Notice 
Paper  for  a  future  day.  I  do  not  intend 
to  be  guilty  of  the  irregularity  of  dis- 
cussing the  question  that  has  been  re- 
ferred to,  and  I  will  only  say  that  the 
Government  are  extremely  anxious  to 
appoint  this  Committee.  It  is  all  very 
well  to  say  that  it  should  be  put  down 
as  the  first  Business  of  the  day;  but 
hon.  Members  must  know — [**  Order  I  "1 

Sir  H.  DRUMMOND  WOLFF:  1 
rise  to  Order.  The  noble  Lord  is  re- 
ferring to  the  subject  that  you.  Sir, 
have  ruled  it  is  not  in  Order  to  refer 
to. 

The  Marquess  of  HARTINGTON :  I 
perfectly  admit  the  justice  of  the  inter- 
ruption, and  I  will  not  say  a  word  more, 
except  that  the  Government  are  most 
anxious  to  appoint  the  Committee  as 
soon  as  possible. 

Mr.  ONSLOW  said,  he  was  sorry  to 
recall  it  to  the  Chairman's  mind  that  he 
had  moved  to  report  Progress,  and  that 
the  Motion  had  not  been  put  from  tho 
Chair.  He  was  giving  his  reasons  for 
making  that  Motion  when  he  was  called 
to  Order ;  but  since  that  the  noble  Mar- 
quess had  answered  those  reasons,  and 
stated  that  the  Government  were  anxious 
to  appoint  the  Committee  without  delay, 
he  should  withdraw  his  Motion. 

Motion,  by  leave,  mthdrawn. 
Original  Question  again  proposed. 
YOL.  CCLXYII.     [third  series.] 


Mr.  ARTHUR  O'CONNOR  said,  he 
wished  to  draw  the  attention  of  the 
Committee  to  the  important  item  of 
£5,671  on  account  of  the  Constabulary 
in  Ireland.  What  he  wanted  to  ask  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  was,  whether  he 
could  tell  the  Committee  what  was  the 
total  charge  levied  on  the  counties  in 
Ireland  on  account  of  Police,  and  what 
would  be  the  total  charge  in  the  Esti- 
mates besides  that  during  the  financial 
year  for  which  these  sums  were  voted  ? 
He  should  also  like  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  to  tell  them  whether  the  total 
establishment  of  Consta])ulary  had  been 
exceeded;  and,  if  it  had  not,  whether  it 
had  been  exceeded  in  any  and,  if  so, 
what  counties  ? 

Mr.  sexton  said,  he  should  like  to 
put  two  or  three  questions  to  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  with  regard  to  this 
Vote  for  Constabulary.  He  should  like 
to  ask  what  was  the  present  position  of 
Sub-Inspectors  Stritch  and  Allan.  Some 
time  ago,  Sub-Inspector  Stritch  was 
found  guilty  of  murder  by  a  Coroner's 
Jury,  and  the  subject  having  been 
brought  under  the  notice  of  the  Chief 
Secretary  for  Ireland,  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  said  he  would  inquire  into 
it.  He  (Mr.  Sexton)  wished  now  to  have 
an  answer  from  the  Chief  Secretary  for 
Ireland.  Would  the  sub-inspector  be 
put  on  his  trial  for  the  crime  of  murder 
or  for  a  lesser  crime  ?  He  also  wished 
to  know  whether  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man had  come  to  any  decision  as  to  tho 
conduct  of  Sub-Inspector  Allan,  who, 
it  would  be  remembered,  unnecessarily 
interfered  with  the  Chairman  of  the 
Town  Commissioners  on  the  occasion  of 
the  Chief  Secretary's  addressing  the 
crowd  at  Tullamoro?  He  (Mr.  Sexton), 
when  he  had  referred  to  this  incident,  a 
short  time  ago,  had  drawn  attention  also 
to  the  fact  that  Sub-Inspector  Allan  was 
the  person  who  had  directed  an  assault 
upon  two  young  men,  one  of  whom  had 
been  ruined  in  consequence,  and  was 
confined  to  his  bed.  Were  measures  to 
be  taken  to  bring  Sub-Inspector  Allan 
to  justice?  Within  the  past  two  or  three 
days  other  instances  of  miscr>nduct 
on  the  part  of  the  police  had  been 
brought  under  his  notice.  In  one  case 
a  constable  named  Kennedy  had,  a  few 
days  ago,  torn  down  40  placards  posted 
on  the  walls  calling  on  certain  electors 
to  vote  for  a  particular  person  as  Poor 
Law  Guardian. 
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The  chairman  :  I  would  ask  the 
hon.  Member  whether  the  incidents  to 
which  he  refers  occurred  during  the 
period  for  which  these  Votes  are  taken  ? 

Mb.  sexton  :  I  presume  so.  I  have, 
however,  no  knowledge  on  the  point. 

The  chairman  :  I  think  the  hon. 
Member  remarked  that  these  things 
occurred  within  the  past  few  days.  In 
that  case  they  did  not  take  place  within 
the  period  to  which  the  Votes  apply,  and 
cannot  now  be  discussed. 

Mb.  sexton  said,  in  that  case,  he 
would  abandon  the  inquiry  for  the  pre- 
sent. There  was  an  incident  which  oc- 
curred last  October  to  which  he  would 
refer — namely,  the  case  of  Father 
O'Dwyer.  He  would  ask  the  Chief 
Secretary  for  Ireland  if  he  would  be 
gp*aoiously  pleased  to  attend  to  this 
matter,  which  was  a  serious  case  of  out- 
rage by  the  police  at  Limerick  ?  A  sub- 
inspector  named  Roofers 

The  chairman  :  Will  the  hon. 
Member  p:ive  the  date  ? 

Mb.  sexto  V:  October,  last  year. 

The  CHAIRMAN:  This  Vote  is  only 
for  the  period  ending  3l8t  March,  1881  ; 
therefore,  the  hon.  Member  cannot  dis- 
cuss this  case  under  it. 

Mb.  ARTHUR  O'CONNOR  said,  he 
had  addressed  some  specific  questions  to 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  and  supposed 
he  was  able  to  answer  them.  Could  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  inform  the  Com- 
mittee what  was  the  total  charge  on 
account  of  the  Constabulary  for  the 
financial  year  ended  3l6t  March,  1881? 
How  much  of  the  charge  was  to  fall  on 
the  Estimates,  and  how  much  was  to 
be  charged  by  presentment  on  the  dif- 
ferent counties  of  Ireland  ? 

Mb.  W.  E.  FORSTER  :  The  total 
sum  expended  during  the  year  is 
£1,169,042.  I  cannot  at  this  moment 
say  what  was  the  sum  charged  on  the 
counties  for  extra  police  ;  but,  certainly, 
up  to  the  3 let  March,  1881,  it  would  not 
be  a  large  sum.  I  am  not  quite  sure 
whether  there  was  any  sura  charged  ;  but 
the  matter  is  one  which  concerns  the 
expenditure  more  than  a  year  ago,  and 
I  cannot,  therefore,  tell  him  the  amount. 
If  he  will  give  Notice  of  a  Question,  I 
will  make  inquiries,  and  give  him  the 
information  he  desires. 

Mb.  R.  power  wished  to  know 
whether  the  Attorney  General  for  Ireland 
intended  to  answer  the  questions  put  to 
him  by  the  hon.  Member  for  Sligo  (Mir. 


Sexton)  as  to  whether  Sub-Inspector 
Stritch  would  be  put  on  his  trial,  and 
whether  Sub-Inspector  Allan's  conduct 
was  to  be  inquired  into  ? 

The  attorney  GENERAL  fob 
IRELAND  (Mr.  W.  M.  Johnson)  said, 
he  had  nothing  whatever  to  do  with  Sab- 
Inspector  Allan,  and  did  not  intend  to 
make  any  inquiry  into  his  conduct.  As 
to  the  question  put  by  the  hon.  Member 
for  Sligo  with  reference  to  Sub-Inspector 
Stritch,  the  query  was  a  very  proper 
one ;  and,  in  replv,  he  (the  Attorney 
General  for  Ireland)  had  to  say  that  he 
had  made  the  necessary  inquiries  into  the 
case  of  the  sub-inspector,  and  the  other 
constable  named  by  the  Coroner's  Jury. 
He  had  directed  a  prosecution  against 
those  persons.  They  were  awaiting  their 
trial,  which  had  been  postponed  until 
next  Assizes  to  enable  the  investigations 
to  be  completed. 

Mb.  sexton  said,  that  as  to  the 
Chairman's  ruling  he  wished  to  raise  a 
point  of  Order.  The  Vote  under  con- 
sideration, no  doubt,  referred  to  the 
period  up  to  March  31st,  1881 ;  but  he 
would  submit  that  as  the  members  of  the 
Police  Force  whose  conduct  he  called  in 
question  were  in  the  force  before  that 
date,  and  continued  in  it  at  the  present 
time,  he  was  entitled  to  mention  the  in- 
cidents of  which  he  had  spoken. 

The  chairman  :  It  is  quite  dear 
that  it  would  only  be  regular  to  discuss 
any  action  of  the  Police  Force  that  oc- 
curred during  the  period  which  is  covered 
by  this  Vote. 

Mb.  ARTHUR  O'CONNOR  said,  this 
question  as  to  the  amount  chargeable 
against  the  Estimates  and  that  levied 
on  the  counties  was  a  very  important 
one.  He  should  be  prepared  to  contend 
that  the  Government  was  causing  levies 
to  be  made  on  the  counties  in  Ireland 
which  they  ought  not  to  do,  and  had  no 
right  to  do.  He  wished,  if  he  could,  to 
obtain  the  materials  for  discussion  in 
this  matter,  and  to  leave  the  Committee 
to  judge  of  the  propriety  of  the  proceed- 
ing on  the  part  of  the  Government. 
Instead  of  giving  Notice  of  a  Question, 
he  would  now  ask  the  Chief  Secretary 
for  Ireland  whether  he  would  consent  to 
lay  on  the  Table  a  Return  showing  the 
entire  force  of  Constabulary  during  the 
past  12  months  and  up  to  the  present 
date,  the  distribution  of  that  force  as 
between  the  different  counties,  the  ave- 
rage force  in  each  county,  and  the  eztrft 
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police  drafted  into  each  county  for  which 
charges  had  been  levied  on  the  counties 
by  Grand  Jury  presentments  ? 

Mr.  W.  E.  FORSTER  :  SubstantiaUy, 
the  information  the  hon.  Qentleman 
requires  ought  to  be  given ;  and  if  he 
will  write  down  the  exact  items,  I  think 
I  shall  be  able  to  agree  with  him  as  to 
a  Return  which  will  give  the  required 
information. 

Mb.  WARTON  said,  he  wished  to 
make  one  suggestion,  which  he  thought 
he  should  be  in  Order  in  doing.  All 
these  matters  were  brought  under  one 
statement  of  excesses  ;  and  he  would  put 
it  to  the  noble  Lord  the  Financial  Secre- 
tary to  the  Treasury  (Lord  Frederick 
Cavendish)  whether  it  would  not  be 
better  to  have  them  put  in  separate 
accounts  ?  When  it  was  considered  that 
there  were  1 1  different  items,  relating  to 
England,  Scotland,  the  United  King- 
dom, Melbourne,  Zanzibar,  and  other 
places,  fishing,  coining,  &c.,  it  would  be 
seen  that  it  would  be  more  convenient 
to  have  them  put  in  separate  accounts. 

Lord  FREDERICK  CAVENDISH 
said,  this  Vote  had  for  some  years  been 
brought  before  Parliament  in  its  present 
shape.  He  himself  had  made  a  sug- 
gestion similar  to  that  which  had  come 
from  the  hon.  and  learned  Member 
some  years  ago,  and  he  would  ascertain 
whether  it  would  not  be  possible  to 
adopt  it. 


Original  Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Resolutions  to  be  reported  upon  Mon- 
day next ; 

Committee  to  sit  again  upon  Monday 
next. 

SUPPLY. 
ARMY    (annual)   BILL. 
Resolutions  [March  16]  repor ted ,  a.nd  agreed  to. 

Orderedy  That  tho  Resolution  which,  upon  the 
16th  day  of  this  instant  March,  was  reported 
from  tho  Committee  of  Supply,  and  then  agreed 
to  by  the  House,  be  read,  as  folio weth : — That 
a  number  of  Land  Forces,  not  exceeding 
132,905,  all  ranks,  be  maintained  for  the  Ser- 
vice of  the  United  Kingdom  of  Great  Britain 
and  Ireland  at  Home  and  Abroad,  excluding 
Her  Majesty's  Indian  Possessions,  during  the 
year  ending  on  the  Slst  day  of  Alarch  188 J. 

Ordered^  That  leave  bo  given  to  bring  in  a 
Bill  to  provide,  during  twelve  months,  for  the 
discipline  and  regulation  of  the  Array  : — And 
that  Mr.  Secretary  Childers,  The  Judob  Ad- 
vocate Genehal,  Mr.  Trevelyan,  and  Mr. 
Campbell- Bannermax  do  prepare  and  bring  in 
the  same. 

"Bimpretented,  and  read  the  first  time.  [Bill  lOo.] 


WAYS  AND  MEANS. 

Contidtred  in  Committee. 

(In  the  Committee.) 

(1.)  Resolved,  That  towards  making  good  the 
Supply  granted  to  Her  Majesty  for  the  service 
of  the  years  ending  on  the  Slst  days  of  March 
1881  and  1882,  the  sum  of  £424,844  14«.  lOd. 
be  ^nted  out  of  the  Consolidated  Fond  of  the 
United  Kingdom. 

(2.)  JResohed,  That  towards  making  good  the 
Supply  granted  to  Her  Majesty  for  the  service 
of  the  year  ending  on  the  Slst  day  of  March 
1883,  the  sum  of  £6,793,498  be  granted  out  of 
the  Consolidated  Fund  of  the  United  Kingdom. 

Resolutions  to  be  reported  upon  Monday  next ; 
Committee  to  sit  again  upon  Monday  next. 

House  adjourned  at  a  quarter  before 
Two  o'clock  till  Monday  next. 


HOUSE    OF    LOEDS, 
Monday y  20th  March,  1882. 


MINUTES.]— Public  BiVLB-Seeond  Readiny— 
Hallways  (Continuous  Brakes)  (21);  Pilotage 
Provisional  Order  (Tees) «  (33). 

PARLIAMENT  — THE  EASTER  RECESS. 

QUESTION. 

In  reply  to  the  Earl  of  Redesdalb, 

Earl  GRANVILLE  said,  it  was  pro- 
posed to  move  the  adjournment  of  the 
House  for  the  Easter  Recess  on  Friday, 
the  31st  March,  and  that  the  House 
should  meet  again  on  Thursday,  the 
20th  of  April. 

RAILWAYS  (CONTINUOUS  BRAKES) 

BILL.— (No.  21.) 

{The  Earl  De  La  Warr.) 

SECOND   EEADINO. 

Order  of  the  Day  for  the  Second  Read- 
ing read. 

Earl  DE  LA  WARR,  in  moving 
that  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second 
time,  said,  that  the  subject  was  one  with 
which  the  House  could  not  be  wholly 
unacquainted.  It  had  for  some  time  past 
been  periodically  brought  under  the 
notice  of  Parliament.  The  Railway  Ac- 
cidents Commission  in  the  year  1877, 
after  hearing  much  evidence  and  as 
the  result  of  many  experiments,  recom- 
mended in  their  Report  the  use  of  con- 
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tinuous  brakes.     Shortly  after  this,  the 
Board  of  Trade,  in  consequence  of  the 
inaction  of  Railway  Companies  in  the 
matter,  issued  a  Circular  urging  upon 
them  the  importance  of  the  question,  and 
pointing  out  what  was  deemed   neces- 
sary for  an  efficient  brake.    Little,  how- 
ever, was  done;  and  in  1878  a  Return 
was  ordered  by  Parliament  from  all  Rail- 
way Companies  to  show  what  kind  of 
brake  was  in  use  upon  their  lines,  and  the 
number  of  vehicles  fitted  with  it.     Since 
that  time  these  Returns  had  been  made, 
and  the  last,  ending  December,   1881, 
had  just  been  laid  upon  the  Table  of  the 
House.  Not  a  few  Members  of  the  House 
were  Directors  of  Railway  Companies ; 
some  took  an  active  part  in  the  business 
of  Railway  Boards;   and  to   them  the 
question  of  continuous  brakes  must  be 
one   with    which    they    were    familiar. 
Therefore,  their  Lordships  would  receive 
all  information  which  might  be  neces- 
sary for  arriving  at  a  fair  and  right  con- 
clusion upon  an  important  matter  which 
much  concerned  the  public  safety  in  rail- 
way travelling.     In  all  questions  relat- 
ing to  railways  this  should  be  considered 
— that  for  more  than  half-a-century  rail- 
ways had  been  extending  their  influence 
and  their  usefulness  until  they  had  be- 
come almost  the  only  means  of  locomo- 
tion for  the  public  generally ;  and  it  was 
important  to  remember  that  they  were 
in  the  hands  of  private  Companies  who 
had  had  considerable  powers  granted  to 
them  by  Parliament,  and  that  with  certain 
limitations  the  public  were  dependent 
upon  them  as  regarded  charges  for  con- 
veyance of  passengers  and  goods,  con- 
venience in  travelling,  and  also  as  re- 
garded safety  and  precaution,  so  far  as 
possible,  against  accidents.    Parliament, 
having  conceded  these  powers  to  Rail- 
way Companies,  was  in  a  great  measure 
responsible  for  the  right  use  of  them.  It 
could  not,  therefore,  be  urged  with  any 
reason   that   Parliamentary  supervision 
ought  not  to  be  employed.     At  the  same 
time,  it  was  far  better  that  Railway  Com- 
panies should  move  forward  themselves 
without   Parliamentary  pressure.      But 
there  were  occasions  when  pressure  might 
be  necessary,  and  where  the  public  safety 
demanded  it.     By  this  Bill  Parliament 
was  not  called  upon  to  give  an  opinion 
upon  a  great  engineering  question,  or  to 
decide  a  controversy  upon  a  subject  with 
reference  to  which  it  could  not  be  ex- 
pected to  be  in  possession  of  sufficient 

JBir/  D$  La  Wart 


information  to  arrive  at  any  conclusion, 
but  only  to  insist  upon  such  an  amount 
of  action  on  the  part  of  Railway  Com- 
panies as  they  were  all  agpreed  it  would 
be  necessary  to  make  at  some  time 
or  other.  He  believed  that  now  there 
were  really  not  two  opinions  as  to  the 
necessity  of  the  adoption  of  continu- 
ous brakes.  He  did  not  think  there  was 
anyone  who  was  conversant  with  railway 
management  who  would  say  that,  safety 
in  railway  travelling  being  in  question,  it 
was  not  necessary  to  have  an  efQcient  con- 
tinuous brake.  But  if  they  looked  to  what 
had  been  done  by  Railway  Companies, 
did  they  find  that  such  progress  as  might 
have  been  expected  had  been  made? 
The  last  Return  now  showed  that  after 
nearly  five  years  that  the  question  had 
been  before  Parliament  not  so  much  as 
one-half  of  the  vehicles  and  engines  of 
passenger  trains  had  been  fitted  with  a 
continuous  brake  of  any  kind,  and,  as 
remarked  by  the  Board  of  Trade,  *'  some 
of  the  brakes  so  returned  very  imper- 
fectly fulfil  that  designation."  He  was 
speaking  of  railways  as  a  whole;  but 
by  referring  to  the  Return  it  would 
be  seen  that  some  Companies  were  ex- 
ceptions to  the  general  inactivity  which 
had  prevailed.  Seeing  that,  he  had 
therefore  brought  forward  this  Bill,  the 
object  of  which  was  to  make  it  com- 
pulsory upon  all  Railway  Companies  to 
employ  an  efficient  brake  upon  all  pas- 
senger trains — not  a  particular  brake, 
such  as  the  Westinghouse,  or  Clark's, 
or  Fay's,  or  Smith's,  or  any  other,  but 
only  that  it  should  be  an  efficient  one 
and  fulfil  certain  conditions  which  were 
considered  necessary  for  efficiency.  The 
conditions  were  those  which,  after  mature 
consideration,  had  been  adopted  by  the 
Board  of  Trade.  The  conditions  were 
as  follows  : — (a)  It  must  be  efficient  in 
stopping  the  train,  instantaneous  in 
action,  and  capable  of  being  applied 
without  difficulty  by  engine-drivers  and 
guards  ;  (i)  in  case  of  accident,  it  must 
be  instantaneously  self-acting ;  (c)  it 
must  be  capable  of  being  easily  put  on 
and  taken  off  the  engine  and  eveiy 
vehicle  of  the  train ;  (rf)  its  materials 
must  be  of  a  durable  character,  so  as  to 
be  easily  maintained  and  kept  in  good 
order.  Those  were  simple  requirements ; 
there  was  nothing  in  them  which  might 
not  readily  be  carried  out,  and  with  refer- 
ence to  them  he  might  quote  the  words 
of  one  of  their  greatest  engineers,  JaiQCQ 
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Watt,  that  ''in  mechanism  the  supreme 
excellence  is  simplicity."  But  with  re- 
ference to  the  second  condition — **In 
case  of  accident  it  must  be  indtantane- 
dusly  self-acting,''  he  had  one  observa- 
tion to  make.  Some  objection  had  been 
taken  to  this  requirement  of  what  was 
sometimes  called  automatic  action.  He 
could  not,  however,  but  think  that  this 
arose  from  a  misunderstanding.  The 
automatic  or  self-acting  principle,  as  it 
was  better  called,  was  intended  to  apply 
chiefly  to  cases  of  accident,  such  as  break- 
age of  the  train.  No  doubt,  it  was  an 
objection  that  the  self-acting  principle 
should  admit  of  the  brake  ''creeping 
on,"  as  it  was  termed,  when  not  required, 
thus  causing  delay  and  perhaps  accident, 
of  which  instances  were  recorded.  But 
if  care  were  taken  that  self-action  should 
only  operate  in  cases  of  accident,  it  would 
seem  in  a  great  measure  to  remove  the 
objection.  Clause  I  of  the  Bill  contained 
the  regulations  he  had  referred  to. 
Clause  2  made  the  Company  liable  on 
whose  line  a  vehicle  not  properly  fitted 
was  running,  whether  such  vehicle  be- 
longed to  them  or  not.  Clause  3  gave 
power  to  the  Board  of  Trade  to  make 
certain  exceptions.  Clause  4  gave  juris- 
diction to  the  Hailway  Commissioners 
to  enforce  the  Act.  Clause  5  gave  power 
to  the  Board  of  Trade  to  inspect  the 
rolling  stock  of  every  Railway  Company 
whenever  it  was  thought  fit.  Such  were 
the  provisions  of  the  Bill,  and  as  three 
years  were  given  for  the  completion  of 
what  was  required,  he  did  not  think  that 
Hailway  Companies  would  have  any 
reasonable  cause  of  complaint.  At  all 
events,  he  was  sure  that  the  Bill  would 
receive  the  best  consideration  at  their 
Lordships'  hands,  involving  as  it  did 
questions  of  the  public  safety  in  travel- 
ling, the  lives  and  injuries  of  railway 
servants  and,  at  the  same  time,  the  in- 
terests of  Railway  Companies  themselves. 
The  noble  Earl  concluded  by  moving  the 
second  reading  of  the  Bill. 

Moved,  "That  the  Bill  be  now  read  2*." 
— (2%(?  Aarl  De  La  Warn) 

Lord  COLVILLE  of  CULROSSsaid, 
he  did  not  intend  to  oppose  the  second 
reading  of  the  Bill,  as  with  part  of  it  he 
heartily  concurred,  believing  that  the 
time  had  come  when  it  should  be  made 
compulsory  on  Railway  Companies  to 
employ  continuous  brakes  with  every 
paMenger  train.     As  to  the  part  with 


which  he  could  not  agree,  it  referred  to 
the  automatic  action  of  the  brake,  re- 
specting which  there  had  been  many 
experimental  trials,  resulting  in  a  great 
divergence  of  opinion  among  practical 
men.  Some  engineers  approved  of  it, 
while  others,  men  of  great  experience, 
did  not,  but,  on  the  contrary,  saw  in  it  a 
new  element  of  danger  rather  than  of 
safety.  Only  recently  a  serious  railway 
accident  in  America  was  attributed  to 
the  use  of  automatic  brakes.  He  thought 
that  legislation  on  so  intricate  and  novel 
a  matter  ought  rather  to  emanate  from 
a  Government  Department  than  from  an 
irresponsible  Member  of  Parliament.  It 
was  only  a  few  days  ago  that  a  very  im- 
portant meeting  was  held  of  Railway 
Chairmen  and  Engineers  on  this  very 
subject ;  and  he  believed  that  ere  long 
communications  would  take  place  on  the 
subject  between  the  Railway  Companies 
and  the  Board  of  Trade.  He  would, 
therefore,  recommend  his  noble  Friend, 
if  he  would  not  withdraw  the  automatic 
portion  of  the  Bill — a  step  which  he 
(Lord  Colville  of  Culross)  would  ask 
him  to  take — that  he  should  g^ve  time 
for  the  consideration  of  the  whole 
measure,  and  to  that  end  that  he  should 
postpone  the  Committee  to  a  distant 
date. 

The  Earl  of  ABERDEEN  said,  he 
thought  the  object  of  this  Bill  was  un- 
doubtedly a  very  good  one.  On  the 
whole,  this  system  of  brakes  had  been 
found  desirable ;  but,  at  the  same  time, 
he  could  not  agree  with  his  noble  Friend 
who  introduced  this  Bill  (Earl  De  La 
Warr),  in  what  he  rather  gathered  were 
his  very  sanguine  expectations  as  to  the 
results  which  would  arise  if  the  general 
adoption,  or  compulsory  adoption,  of 
continuous  brakes  was  carried  out.  The 
noble  Lord  who  had  just  sat  down  (Lord 
Colville  of  Culross),  and  who  was,  of 
course,  a  very  great  authority  on  such 
subjects,  stated  that  many  engineers  were 
not  of  opinion  that  the  general  adoption 
of  such  a  brake  would  be  a  real  benefit. 
The  same  ditference  of  opinion  was  ob- 
served in  the  case  of  another  railway 
invention — the  block  system — and  his 
noble  Friend,  if  he  remembered  rightly, 
introduced  a  Bill  to  render  compulsory 
the  block  telegraph  system.  That  Bill 
was  referred  to  a  Select  Counnittee, 
presided  over  by  a  noble  Duke  who  sat 
near  him  (the  Duke  of  Somerset),  and 
they  spent  a  great  deal  of  time  and  at- 
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tention  on  the  Buhject ;  and  the  result 
was  that  the  Committee  did  not  recom- 
mend that  the  Bill  should  be  made  law. 
However,  he  observed  that  since  that 
time  the  block  system  had,  to  a  very 
large  and  increasing  extent,  been  adopted 
by  the  various  leading  railways.  There 
was  nothing,  so  far  as  he  could  see,  in 
this  Bill  which  would  check  the  rail- 
ways in  the  efiPorts  which  they  were  now 
making  to  carry  on  experiments,  and  to 
increase  the  efficiency  of  those  breaks ; 
but,  at  the  same  time,  he  thought  that 
if  this  Bill  were  read  a  second  time,  it 
would  require  considerable  amendment 
in  Committee — more  especially  with  re- 
gard to  the  conditions  as  to  the  require- 
ments of  any  brake.  His  noble  Friend, 
no  doubt,  would  affirm  that  these  condi- 
tions were  the  same  as  had  been  put 
forward  by  the  Board  of  Trade ;  but 
▼ery  little  reflection  would  show  that 
there  was  a  very  great  difference  be- 
tween a  Circular  issued  by  a  Department 
— a  Circular  which  might  be  modified  or 
recalled  at  any  time — and  such  provi- 
sions embodied  in  an  Act  of  Parliament. 
These  remarks  applied  particularly  to 
the  provision  as  to  self-acting  brakes. 
It  was  quite  obvious  that  if  a  brake  was 
self-acting  in  case  of  emergencies,  it 
would  be  self-acting  on  other  occasions. 
He  had  seen  an  express  train  on  a  steep 
gradient  brought  to  a  dead  stop,  contrary 
to  the  will  of  the  driver,  by  an  automatic 
brake,  and  unable  to  proceed  down  hill. 
Had  it  not  been  that  such  a  situation 
involved  danger,  there  would  have 
been  something  ludicrous  in  the  spec- 
tacle of  an  express  train  being  brought 
to  a  dead  stop  in  this  way.  His  noble 
Friend  had  explained  that  that  could  be 
avoided  in  the  future ;  but,  at  the  same 
time,  it  illustrated  the  difficulty  they 
must  necessarily  experience  in  laying 
down  rules  in  a  matter  of  this  kind.  He 
did  not  know  whether  the  Board  of 
Trade  would  bo  enthusiastic  in  their 
reception  of  the  Bill,  seeing  that  it  would 
impose  such  a  difficult  task  upon  them ; 
but  if  Parliament  thought  it  necessary 
that  this  addition  should  be  made  to  the 
duties  of  the  Board  of  Trade,  he  had  no 
doubt  they  would  get  a  Vote  of  Supply 
for  extra  assistance.  The  whole  question 
was  much  more  difficult  than  at  first 
appeared,  because  the  Board  of  Trade 
had  to  strike  the  judicious  mean  between 
Buoh  interference  with  the  Bailway 
Cbmpanies  and  other  great  interests  as 
woald  take  away  responsibilities  from 


these  bodies,  and  those  regulations  that 
would  enable  the  Board  of  Trade  to 
exercise  that  amount  of  control  that 
would  satisfy  the  country  that  they  were 
fulfilling  their  duty  as  the  guardians  of 
the  public  safety  in  such  matters.  There- 
fore, he  had  no  doubt  their  Lordships 
would  feel  that  this  Bill,  if  read  a  second 
time,  would  require  very  careful  con- 
sideration in  Committee,  and  in  that 
expectation  he  was  prepared  to  support 
the  second  reading.  He  would  add  that, 
on  the  whole,  the  Bill  was  looked  on 
with  favour  by  railway  employes  as 
calculated  to  enable  them  more  safely 
to  fulfil  their  duties.  In  the  expecta- 
tion that  Amendments  would  be  intro- 
duced into  the  Bill  in  Committee, 
more  especially  with  regard  to  the  auto- 
matic clauses,  he  should  vote  in  favour 
of  the  second  reading. 

Lord  SUDELEY  said,  that,  on  the 
part  of  the  Government,  he  did  not  pro- 
pose to  offer  any  opposition  to  the  second 
reading  of  the  Bill.  Several  experiments 
had  lately  been  carried  on  by  some  of 
the  largest  Companies,  and  there  was  a 
general  desire  expressed  by  them  to  come 
to  some  definite  solution  of  this  question. 
No  doubt  there  were  several  clauses 
which  would  require  discussion  and 
amendment ;  but  these  matters  could  be 
left  for  the  Committee  stag^.  He  trusted 
that  the  noble  Earl  would  postpone  the 
Committee  until  as  distant  a  date  as 
possible,  say,  until  the  month  of  May, 
in  order  to  enable  the  communications 
which  were  passing  between  the  Board 
of  Trade  and  the  Kail  way  Companies  to 
be  further  advanced.  The  subject  was 
one  of  great  importance,  and,  from  its 
peculiarly  technical  character,  required 
great  consideration  in  dealing  with  it. 

Earl  DE  LA  WARR,  in  reply,  said, 
he  would  postpone  the  Committee  till 
after  Easter,  and  then  fix  it  at  such  a 
time  as  would  be  convenient  to  the  noble 
Lord  and  the  Department  he  repre- 
sented. 

Motion  agreed  to  ;  Bill  read  2*  accord- 
ingly. 

ARMY-GENERAL     ANNUAL    RETURN 
OF  THE  BRITISH  ARMY. 
*  QUESTION.      OBSERVATIONS. 

Lord  TRIJEG,  in  rising  to  ask  Her 
Majesty's  Government,  If  it  is  not  pos- 
sible in  future  years  to  lay  before  Par- 
liament at  the  oommenoement  of  or 
early  in  each  Session  the  Q^neral  An- 


1261  Army^O$neral  Annual     (Maboh  20,  1882  J  It$tum  of  the  British  Army.  1262 


nual  Ketum  of  the  British  Army  for  the 
year  immediately  preceding  it  ?  said,  it 
was  not  prudent  to  enter  into  any  gene- 
ral discussion  on  simply  putting  a  Ques- 
tion, and  he  did  not  wish  to  cast  any 
censure  upon  Ministers  on  ouq  side  or 
the  other.  Neither  should  he  attempt 
to  enter  at  any  length  whatever  upon 
the  state  of  Her  Majesty's  Army ;  but 
he  would  as  shortly  as  possible  put  be- 
fore their  Lordships  a  few  figures  from 
which  they  could  draw  their  own  con- 
clusions as  to  its  deplorable  condi- 
tion. In  1 880  he  found  that  the  whole 
strength  of  the  Army  was  188,986  men 
—91,887  in  England  and  the  Chan- 
nel Islands,  97,099  in  India  and  the 
Oolonies  —  a  preponderance,  therefore, 
of  5,212  in  favour  of  the  latter.  Now, 
turning  to  the  source  from  which  that 
strength  was  derived — namely,  recruit- 
ing, he  found  that  there  were  25,535 
recruits.  Of  these  men  4,833  were  de- 
serters, so  that  nearly  one- fifth  of  that 
body  of  men  were  deserters.  But  not 
alone  did  they  desert.  They  usually 
took  their  kits  and  uniforms  with  them, 
so  that  the  pecuniary  loss  incurred  by 
these  desertions,  according  to  the  last 
Annual  Ketum,  amounted  to  no  less 
than  £21,748.  But  1,557  of  these  men 
were  recaptured  and  imprisoned,  or 
punished  otherwise,  making  the  total 
number  of  bond  fide  diQ^erieT^  3,276  men. 
There  were  figures  still  more  unsatis- 
factory. Fraudulent  enlistment  largely 
prevailed.  Over  1,021  recruits  were  en- 
listed at  the  age  of  16,  and  156  were 
recruited  at  17,  making  1,177  fraudulent 
enlistments,  for  which  the  country  would 
have  to  pay,  that  being,  with  the  de- 
serters, a  deduction  of  4,453  men  from 
the  numerical  strength  of  the  Army. 
No  wonder  that  of  late  there  had  been 
expressions  of  dissatisfaction  through- 
out the  country  as  to  the  progress  of  en- 
listment. Then,  as  regarded  discipline, 
the  number  of  courts  martial  iu  the 
Indian  and  Colonial  Armies  for  the 
graver  kind  of  otfences  was  no  fewer 
than  15,242,  and  the  number  of  minor 
offences  216,033.  In  the  Home  Army 
the  number  of  courts  martial  was  9, 108, 
and  of  offences  13,109.  In  the  Home 
Army  there  were  706  cases  of  assault 
upon  superiors,  and  3,256  of  stealing 
necessaries.  The  reason  why  he  asked 
that  these  Beturns  should  be  laid  before 
Parliament  at  an  earlier  period  of  the 
year  was,  that  it  was  only  upon  these 
Beturns  that  legislation  was  based.  These 


Beturns  alone  gave  to  the  country  in- 
formation which  would  enable  consti- 
tuents to  give  instructions  to  their  Be- 
presentatives.  He  would  conclude  by 
asking  the  Question  of  which  he  had 
given  Notice. 

The  Earl  of  MOBLEY,  in  reply, 
said,  he  must  confess  that  the  speech  of 
his  noble  Friend  (Lord  Truro)  had  taken 
him  by  surprise.  He  was  quite  pre- 
pared to  give  an  answer  to  the  Ques- 
tion put  on  the  Paper  by  his  noble 
Friend;  but  when  his  noble  Friend, 
without  having  given  him  the  slightest 
Notice,  either  public  or  private,  took 
advantage  of  that  Question  to  go  into 
the  whole  condition  of  the  Army  for 
the  last  two  years,  he  thought  his  noble 
Friend  had  taken  a  course  altogether 
unusual.  Some  of  the  figures  quoted 
by  his  noble  Friend  required  the  best 
answer  that  could  be  given  at  so 
short  a  notice.  The  noble  Lord  called 
attention  to  certain  figures  from  the 
Betum  of  1880,  giving  the  number 
of  desertions  and  fraudulent  enlist- 
ments, and  to  the  condition  of  the 
Army ;  and  if  his  speech  were  left  un- 
answered, an  impression  would  be  left 
on  their  Lordships  and  the  country  that 
the  last  Betum  showed  that  the  Army 
was  in  a  deplorable  state — far  worse 
than  it  was  in  former  years.  If  the 
noble  Lord  had  dealt  fairly  with  the 
figures  he  would  have  quoted  figures 
which  he  (the  Earl  of  Morley)  would 
quote,  and  which  would  show  that  the 
Army  was  not  in  so  deplorable  a  state 
compared  with  previous  years  as  the 
noble  Lord  described.  In  the  first  place, 
with  regard  to  desertions,  the  figures 
showed  that  the  number  of  desertions 
had  not  greatly  increased  during  the 
last  two  years.  In  1879  the  proportion 
of  desertions  per  1,000  men  was  lower 
than  it  had  been  since  the  year  1868. 

Lord  TBUBO,  interrupting,  here 
said,  the  noble  Lord  was  mistaken  if  he 
supposed  that  in  calling  attention  to 
this  matter  he  had  any  intention  of  in- 
conveniencing the  Government,  or  cast- 
ing any  reflection  upon  the  Depart- 
ment. What  he  simply  wanted  was  an 
answer  to  the  Question,  Whether  the 
Government  would  furnish  the  General 
Annual  Beturn  of  the  Army  earlier  in 
the  year;  and  whether  the  position  of 
the  Army,  as  described  by  him  from  the 
figures  quoted  from  the  Blue  Books,  was 
one  in  which  it  ought  to  be  allowed  to 
remain? 
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The  Earl  .of  MORLEY  said,  that 
the  figures  quoted  should  have  been 
compared  with  those  of  former  years  to 
be  of  real  service  to  those  who  desired 
to  consider  this  subject.  He  wished  to 
correct  an  impression  which  might  be 
created  by  the  noble  Lord's  speech.  He 
stated  that  last  year  the  number  of  de- 
sertions was  4,833,  which  gave,  on  the 
whole,  26  per  1,000  men  of  the  Force. 
This  was  the  gross  loss  by  desertion. 
The  noble  Lord  then  took  the  net  loss 
by  desertion,  whicli  was  3,276,  or  18 
per  1,000,  and  liad  made  the  mistake 
of  adding  the  fraudulent  enlistments, 
which  very  considerably  increased  the 
apparent  number  of  desertions.  But 
the  men  who  rejoined  after  desertion 
bad  been  already  included  in  the 
gross  number  of  men  who  had  de- 
serted, and  to  add  them  to  the  net 
number  of  desertions  was  to  count 
them  twice.  The  number  of  men  en- 
tered as  having  rejoined  after  desertion 
was  less  in  18»0  than  in  1879,  because 
fraudulent  enlisters  were  now,  under  the 
Army  Discipline  Act,  treated  in  a  dif- 
ferent way  from  deserters,  and  dealt  with 
in  the  corps  into  which  they  had  fraudu- 
lently enlisted,  instead  of  being  relegated 
to  their  former  corps  and  then  tried  for 
desertion,  in  which  case  they  would  be 
dtr-dutted  from  the  gross  number  of  de- 
serters, as  men  who  had  rejoined. 
Coming  next  to  the  question  of  courts 
martial,  he  would  show  that  the 
published  figures  did  not  indicate  any 
such  great  deterioration  in  the  Army 
as  was  imagined  by  his  noble  Friend. 
The  proportion  of  courts  martial  per 
1,000  men  in  1865  was  109,  but  last 
year  was  only  84  per  1,000  men,  being 
a  rt'duotion  of  nearly  25  per  1,000  men. 
In  the  same  way  the  number  of  minor 
offences  had  decreased.  In  the  year  lh6tt 
— the  earliest  year  recorded  in  the  last  Re- 
turns— the  number  was  .50,771,  and  in 
th«  year  i>S80  ir  was  127,176.  The  cases 
ol  iii^utxiriiiuHtion  wure  in  18t35,  1,272, 
as  against  639  last  year.  These  figures 
were  sulficrient  to  urove  that  there  was 
no  pvimd  facie  case  that  the  discipline  of 
the  Army  WHS  inferior  in  1880  to  what 
it  had  been  in  former  years ;  though  he 
would  admit  that  with  regard  to  certain 
offences  matters  were  not  as  satisfactory 
as  could  be  desired.  As  ho  said  before,  it 
was  difficult  at  the  moment  to  give  the 
exact  figures;  but  he  thought  that  he 
had  aaidaufficient  to  prove  that  the  con- 


dition and  discipline  of  the  Army  was 
improving.  In  answer  to  the  Question 
of  the  noble  Lord,  he  could  assure  him 
that  the  War  Office  authorities  were 
most  anxious  that  there  should  be  no 
delay  in  presenting  the  Annual  Returns 
to  Parliament.  These  Returns  were, 
however,  of  a  very  intricate  and  volu- 
minous character,  consisting  of  no  leas 
than  93- closely-printed  pages,  and  of  91 
tables,  many  of  which  had  to  be  com- 
piled from  Returns  from  each  individual 
battallion  and  depot  in  the  Service. 
These  Returns  were  made  up  to  the 
1st  of  January  in  each  year.  Some 
of  the  regiments  were  in  Hong  Kong, 
some  were  in  India,  America,  and  other 
Colonies.  It  took  some  weeks  to  receive 
these  Returns,  and  in  some  cases  it  was 
necessary  to  refer  them  back  to  the 
regiments  for  correction.  Then  the 
compilation  of  tables  required  some  time. 
Some  of  them  were  compiled  from  30  or 
more  pages  of  figures.  Under  these 
circumstances,  he  could  not  hold  out  a 
hope  that  the  Returns,  which  were  made 
up  to  the  1st  of  Jainuary  every  year, 
would  be  ready  at  the  commencement  of 
a  Session,  and  he  could  not  even  pro- 
mise that  they  would  be  ready  during 
the  Session.  He  would  cause  inquiries 
to  be  made  in  the  Department,  with  a 
view  of  ascertaining  whether  they  could 
not  be  presented  at  an  earlier  period  of 
the  year  than  they  were  at  present. 

Earl  FORTESCUE  said,  that  in  his 
opinion,  the  statement  made  by  the 
noble  Earl  (the  Earl  of  Morley^  was 
highly  satisfactory,  inasmuch  as  it  showed 
a  decrease  in  the  numbers  both  of  de- 
sertions and  of  courts  martial.  But 
although  the  number  of  the  latter  had 
diminished,  it  was  still  unpleasantly,  not 
to  say  alarmingly,  large.  He  had  heard 
tliat  a  considerable  proportion  of  these 
trials  were  attributable  to  the  fact  that 
a  certain  number  of  men  were  annually 
released  from  prison  before  the  expira- 
tion of  their  sentences  and  sent  out  to 
serve  in  India.  These  men  having 
already  committed  offences  deserving 
severe  punishments  were,  of  course,  a 
constant  source  of  disorder,  insubordina- 
tion, and  crime  in  their  respective  corps. 
In  order  to  put  this  matter  before  the 
country  more  clearly,  he  intended  shortly 
to  move  for  a  Return  of  the  number  of 
released  prisoners  sent  out  in  the  last 
few  years  to  serve  with  different  regi- 
menta  in  India. 


ENGIiAND   AND   FRANCE  —  THE 
CHANNEL  TUNNEL  SCHEME. 

OBSEBVATIONS.      QUESTION. 

Viscount  BURY,  who  rose  to  ask  a 
Question  having  reference  to  the  pro- 
posed Tunnel  between  this  country  and 
France,  said,  that  the  Question  was  one 
of  importance,  not  only  with  their  Lord- 
ships House,  but  to  the  country  gene- 
rally. The  last  time  he  had  mentioned 
this  subject  he  was  told  by  the  noble 
Earl  the  Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign 
Affairs  (Earl  Granville)  that  the  matter 
was  to  be  relegated  for  consideration  to 
a  Military  Committee,  which  was  to  ex- 
amine and  report  on  the  whole  subject 
of  the  Channel  Tunnel,  and  advise  the 
Government  as  to  the  course  it  should 
pursue  in  order  to  assist  them  in  mak- 
ing up  their  minds.  He  now  under- 
stood, and  thought  he  could  say  without 
contradiction  as  a  matter  of  public  no- 
toriety, that  the  terms  of  reference  to 
the  Military  Committee  were  so  con- 
structed that  the  Committee  were  pro- 
hibited from  inquiring  into  the  great, 
and  indeed  the  only,  point  of  real 
public  interest — namely,  whether  the 
construction  of  the  Channel  Tunnel  was 
advisable  from  a  strategic  point  of  view. 
He  was  told  that  the  Committee  had 
done  what  they  were  ordered  to  do — 
namely,  to  direct  their  attention  to  the 
question  whether  the  mouth  of  the  Tun- 
nel would  be  defensible  in  case  of  its 
construction  ;  but  that  was  an  after  con- 
sideration and  not  of  any  great  moment, 
and  not  nearly  so  important  as  the  one 
which  had  previously  been  referred  to. 
The  country  looked  with  great  distrust 
upon  the  construction  of  the  Tunnel, 
and  those  who  agreed  with  him  (Viscount 
Bury) — and  they  were  very  numerous 
both  in  the  House  and  in  the  country — 
considered  that  the  matter  had  been 
rather  too  much  hurried  over.  There 
was  a  Committee  appointed  a  little  while 
ago  by  the  Board  of  Trade  on  this 
matter.  What  had  been  done  by  that 
Committee  ?  Where  was  its  Report  ? 
Had  it  been  dissolved?  It  was  said 
out-of-doors — and  he  could  be  connected, 
if  he  were  wrong — that  after  examining 
one  or  two  witnesses — two  well-known 
military  men  of  the  highest  possible  repu- 
tation were  under  orders  to  attend  before 
the  Committee ;  but  it  was  generally  un- 
derstood that  those  officers  were  entirely 
opposed  to  the  coustruotion  of  the  Tun- 


1266  England  and  Frane^-^Ths     {  March  20,  1882)     Channel  Tunnel  Seheme.  1266 

nely  and  suddenly  their  Lordships  heard 
that  the  Committee  itself  was  abandoned, 
and  that  the  opinion  of  the  officers  was 
not  taken.  Now  they  heard  that  another 
Committee  had  been  appointed,  and  they 
were  told  in  the  same  breath  that  the  new 
Committee  were  not  to  take  cognizance 
of  the  only  point  of  national  interest  in 
the  whole  inquiry.     He  hoped  his  noble 
Friend  who  was  about  to  answer  the 
Question   (the  Earl  of  Morley)  would 
say  something  assuring  to  those   who 
were  afraid  that  the  Tunnel  was  being 
allowed  to   slip   out  of  the  gn^asp,    he 
would  not  say  of  the  Government,  but 
of  the  people  of  England,   who  had  a 
right  to  a  voice  in  the  great  national 
question  as  to  whether  or  not  the  Tunnel 
should  be  constructed  at  all.  If  the  noble 
Lord   who  usually  sat  on    the    Cross- 
Benches  (Lord  Brabourne),    and  who 
had  constituted    himself   in  a  special 
degree  the    spokesman  of   those  who 
advocated  the  Tunnel,  were  in  his  place 
that  day,  he  should  have  asked  him 
whether  he  thought  it  consistent  with 
the  respect  due  to  Parliament  to  pursue 
the  somewhat  extended  system  of  puff- 
ing which  had  hitherto  prevailed  in  con- 
nection with  the   subject  before  their 
Lordships?     He  (Viscount  Bury)   was 
told  that  in  the  other  House  there  was  a 
book,  in  which  any  Member  of  either 
House  could  inscribe  his  name  as  evi- 
dence of  his  desire  to  inspect  the  works 
of  the  Tunnel,  and  thereupon  he   was 
furnished  with  a  free  pass  over  the  line 
to  Dover,  and  a  ticket  for  a  champagne 
luncheon  at  the  end  of  the  journey.  He 
did   not  mean  to   insinuate  that  that 
material   form  of  advertisement  would 
have    much   effect    upon  Members    of 
Parliament;  but   he  could  not  refrain 
from  pointing  out   that  in  a  contested 
election  it  would  be  considered  as  bribery 
by  treating,  and  held  to  be  illegal.   The 
question  of  the  construction  of  the  Tun- 
nel must  be  investigated  in  a  judicial 
manner  by  both  Houses,  and  to  issue 
invitations  to  the  judges  in  a  cause  was 
not  exactly  the  course  which  ought  to  be 
pursued.     He  begged  to  ask  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Government,  Whether  it  is  true 
that  the  Military  Committee  now  sitting 
for  the  purpose  of  advising  the  Govern- 
ment on  the  Channel  Tunnel  scheme  are 
prohibited  by  the  terms  of  the  reference 
to  them  from  inquiring  whether  the  con- 
struction of  the  Tunnel  is  or  is  not  ad- 
visable from  a  strategic  point  of  view ; 
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of  war,  or  apprehended  war,  the  Tun- 
nel and  its  approaches  could  be  ac- 
tually closed  to  an  enemy  tinder  the  ex- 
isting Acts  of  Parliament,  or  under  the 
Bill  which  was  now  being  promoted. 
The  question  was  to  be  considered  in 
g^eat  detail.  The  Committee  were  to 
consider  by  what  means — whether  by 
destruction  or  obstruction,  or  flooding, 
or  by  works  of  defence  or  offence,  or 
any  other  means — the  mouth  of  the 
Tunnel  could  be  defended.  The  noble 
Yisoount  said  that  was  a  subject  for  after 
consideration ;  but  he  (the  Earl  of  Mor- 
ley),  on  the  contrary,  ventured  to  think 
it  was  a  matter  for  previous  considera- 
tion. As  soon  as  the  Committee  had 
reported  as  to  the  practicability  or  not, 
and  the  best  means,  of  defending  the 
Tunnel,  it  would  be  referred  to  the  Mili- 
tary Advisers  of  the  Crown  to  advise  whe- 
ther the  Tunnel  should  be  constructed  on 
strategic  grounds.  He  did  not  wish  to 
enter  into  that  much  wider  question  to 
which  his  noble  Friend  had  referred.  He 
did  not  propose  to  lay  the  terms  of  re- 
ference to  the  Committee  on  the  Table 
of  the  House.  He  had,  he  thought, 
explained  sufficiently  and  fully  what 
those  terms  were.  They  had  not  the 
slightest  wish  to  conceal  anything  in  the 
matter,  and  as  soon  as  Her  Majesty's 
Qovemment  came  to  a  decision  as  to  the 
course  which  they  would  pursue  with 
regard  to  the  Bills  now  before  Parlia- 
ment, they  would  be  prepared  to  lay 
such  Papers  as  they  prudently  could — 
some  of  them  being  of  a  confidential  cha- 
racter— before  Parliament.  He  hoped 
his  answer  would  be  satisfactory  to  the 
noble  Lord,  who  justly  anticipated  that 
the  terms  of  reference  did  exclude  the 
general  national  question  as  to  the  ad- 
visability of  permitting  the  construction 
of  the  Tunnel  or  not  from  the  considera- 
tion of  the  Committee,  whose  examina- 
tions were  confined  to  the  scientific  ques- 
tion which  the  Government  considered 
ought  to  be  discussed  before  the  general 
question  was  decided  by  the  Military 
Advisers  of  the  Crown. 

The  Marquess  of  SALISBURY:  I 
do  not  wish  to  express  an  opinion  on 
what  the  noble  Earl  opposite  (the  Earl 
of  Morley)  has  ccdled  '*  the  national  ex- 
pediency of  the  matter."  But  as  this 
question  is  undoubtedly  one  that  does 
excite  a  good  deal  of  feeling  and  specu- 
I  lation  out-of-doors,  I  should  wish  to 
!  know  more  dearly  what  is  the  precise 


and,  whether  the  Government  will  lay 
the  terms  of  reference  to  the  said  Com- 
mittee on  the  Table  of  the  House  ? 

The  Earl  of  MOELEY  said,  he  was 
rather  surprised  the  noble  Yiscount  ( Yis- 
count  Bury)  should  express  doubt  as  to 
the  scope  of  inquiry  of  the  Scientific,  not 
Military,  Committee  which  was  now  ex- 
amining into  the  question  of  defending 
the  mouth  of  the  Tunnel,  because  his 
(the  Earl  of  Morley's)  noble  Friend  the 
Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign  Affairs 
(Earl  Granville),  in  an  answer  which 
he  gave  about  a  month  ago,  stated  very 
distinctly  that  the  inquiry  would  be  con- 
fined to  the  defences  of  the  mouth  of  the 
Tunnel,  and  that  the  national  question 
as  to  the  advisability  or  non-advisa- 
bility of  permitting  the  construction  of 
the  Tunnel  would  be  left  to  the  mili- 
tary authorities  and  the  Gk>vemment 
to  discuss  after  they  had  received  the 
Beport  of  the  Scientific  Committee.  He 
(the  Earl  of  Morley)  could  only  repeat, 
though  at  somewhat  greater  length,  the 
answer  then  given  by  his  noble  Friend. 
The  Committee  was  composed  entirely 
of  scientific  men,  military  and  civil.  It 
was  presided  over  by  Major  General 
Sir  Archibald  Alison.  The  other  Mem- 
bers were  Major  General  Gallwey,  In- 
spector General  of  Fortifications ;  Colo- 
nel Sir  John  Stokes,  B.A.  D.A.G. ; 
Colonel  Sir  Andrew  Clarke,  Comman- 
dant of  the  School  of  Military  Engineer- 
ing ;  Mr.  E.  Graves,  Engineer-in-Chief 
to  the  General  Post  Office ;  Mr.  C.  H. 
Gregory,  C.E. ;  Colonel  Alderson,  R.A., 
Assistant  Director  of  Artillery  Stores; 
Colonel  Majendie,  H.A.,  Inspector  of 
Explosives,  Home  Office ;  and  Professor 
Abel,  Chemist  to  the  War  Department. 
When  he  mentioned  those  names,  it 
would  be  seen  at  once  that  the  Com- 
mittee was  of  a  purely  scientific  cha- 
racter. The  Committee  was  to  make  a 
full  and  exhaustive  investigation  from  a 
scientific  point  of  view,  and  without  re- 
ference to  the  ulterior  object  of  national 
expediency  into  the  practicability  of 
dosing  effectually  the  mouth  of  the  pro- 
jected Tunnel. 

Viscount  BURY:  Without  refer- 
ence to  the  expediency  of  constructing 
the  tunnel  ? 

Thb  Eabl  of  MOBLEY  :  Distinctly, 
without  reference  to  the  larger  ques- 
tion. They  were  to  satisfy  themselves 
whether  it  was  possible  beyond  any 
reasonable   doubt   that   in   Uie   event 
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course  of  investigation  that  the  noble 
Earl  has  shadowed  forth  ?  I  understand 
that  the  Scientific  Committee  will  de- 
termine, in  the  first  place,  whether  the 
mouth  of  the  Tunnel  can  be  sealed  or 
not  to  an  enemy,  and  that,  after  that 
question  is  decided,  then  the  military 
authorities  of  the  Grown  are  to  take  the 
matter  in  hand.  Is  that  to  be  in  the 
form  of  a  Military  Committee,  that  will 
consider  some  ulterior  question  to  be 
laid  before  them  by  the  Government, 
or  does  that  mean  that  the  Military 
Advisers  of  the  Crown  will  determine 
the  matter  in  consultation  with  the  Com- 
mittee ?  I  also  desire  to  ask  the  noble 
Earl  whether  Parliament  is  to  be  called 
in,  as  a  third  party,  to  consult  in  respect 
to  this  matter  of  national  expediency  ? 

Earl  GRANVILLE  :  Most  decidedly, 
Her  Majesty's  Government  have  no  in- 
tention of  excluding  Parliament  from 
the  consideration  of  this  very  important 
subject. 

The  Earl  of  CARNARVON :  There 
is  one  other  matter  which  should  be 
mentioned  in  connection  with  the  Report 
of  the  Scientific  Committee,  and  it  is 
this— I  should  like  to  know  when  we 
may  look  for  the  Report ;  and,  whether 
the  Bills  introduced  into  the  House  of 
Commons  will  be  deferred  until  that 
Heport  is  laid  before  Parliament  ? 

Earl  GRANVILLE :  It  is  the  inten- 
tion of  the  Government,  as  far  as  lies  in 
their  power,  to  prevent  the  Bills  being 
proceeded  with  until  the  Government  is 
in  a  position  to  give  an  opinion  of  its 
own  on  that  subject. 

The  Earl  OF  CARNARVON  :  When 
do  they  expect  the  Report  ? 

Earl  GRANVILLE :  I  cannot  answer 
as  to  that. 

Viscount  BURY  said,  he  was  afraid 
he  could  hardly  regard  as  satisfactory 
the  answer  of  his  noble  Friend  (the 
Earl  of  Morley).  No  one  in  his  senses 
doubted  that  the  Tunnel,  if  constructed, 
could  be  defended.  The  question  was, 
whether  it  ought  to  be  constructed  ?  The 
danger  they  had  to  face  was  not  the 
losing  the  Tunnel  by  a  direct  attack ;  but 
that  a  landing  might  on  some  occasion 
be  effected  elsewhere  in  the  country — not 
near  the  Tunnel  at  all  ~ that  England 
might  experience  some  reverse,  and  that 
the  possession  of  the  English  side  of  the 
Tunnel  might  be  obtained  as  a  material 
guarantee  from  them.  lu  that  case  they 
would  bo  absolutely  defenceless.    The 


Scientific  Committee  might  report  that 
the  mouth  of  the  Tunn^  would  be  de- 
fensible; but  that  would  have  nothing 
to  do  with  the  real  question  at  issue.  The 
main  point  was  whether,  from  a  military 
point  of  view,  the  Tunnel  ought  to  be 
constructed ;  and  that  was  a  matter 
which  ought  to  be  discussed  in  Parlia- 
ment, and  ought  not  to  be  decided  by 
the  result  of  the  inquiry  now  being 
held. 

Eabl  GRAN VILLB :  The  noble  Vis- 
count  has  asked  a  Question  which  I 
think  has  been  fully  answered.  The 
noble  Marquess  opposite  (the  Marquess 
of  Salisbury),  if  I  may  say  so,  showed 
much  greater  discretion  in  saving  that 
he  did  not  wish  to  initiate  any  discussion 
as  to  the  merits  of  the  Tunnel  schemes. 

Viscount  BURY  said,  he  had  not 
entered  into  the  merits  of  the  Tunnel ; 
and  he  intended  his  remarks  to  be  taken 
as  formal  notice  that  he  would  raise  the 
question  again. 

The  Mabqxtess  of  SALISBX7RY :  In 
what  I  said  I  only  wished  to  guard  my- 
self from  expressing  any  opinion  on  a 
matter  of  which  I  am  ignorant. 

Hotue  adjourned  at  half  past  Six 

o'clock,  till  To-morrow,  half 

past  Ten  o'clock. 


HOUSE    OF    COMMONS, 
Monday,  20M  Mareh,  1882. 


MINUTES.]— HuppLT—tfOfMirftfrtfrf  in  Committee 
— Resolutione  [March  17]  reported. 

Ways  and  Means — considered  in  Cfommittee — 
Resolutions  [March  17]  reported. 

Public  Bills — Ordered— First  Reading — Con- 
BoUdated  Fund  (No.  2)  ♦. 

Committee— Report— BiMiA  of  Sale  Act  (1878) 
Amendment  [8] ;  General  Police  and  Im- 
provement (Scotland)  [77]. 

Q  UE8TI0NS. 

— *o.:o:«ow_ 


STATE  OF  IRELAND— LORD  GORMANS- 
TOWN'S  ESTATE,  CO.  MEATH— SET- 
TING FIRE  TO  HOUSES. 

Mr.  BIQGAE  asked  the  Chief  Secre- 
tary to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Lreland, 
If  it  is  a  fact  that  the  agent  of  Lord 
Oormanstown,  Mr.  H.  M'JDougall,  did, 
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a  few  days  ag^,  on  the  Meath  property 
of  his  Lordslup,  set  fire  to  the  houses  in 
which  were  a  number  of  people  whom 
he  charged  with  having  taken  forcible 
possession,  although  he  hcui  failed  to 
substantiate  his  case  before  a  legal  tri- 
bunal ;  and  did  Mr.  M'Dougall  act  le- 
gally in  so  doing  ? 

Mb.  W.  E.  FOESTEE,  in  reply,  said, 
it  was  a  fact  that  some  houses  had  been 
set  fire  to  on  Lord  Gormanstown's  pro- 
perty. He  (Mr.  W.  E.  Forster)  advised 
that,  pending  the  period  for  redemption, 
the  property  evicted  for  noD -payment  of 
rent  should  not  be  destroyed. 

CHARITY   COMMISSION  —  LORD 
CREWE'S   CHARITIES. 

Mb.  W.  H.  JAMES  asked  the  Secre- 
tary of  State  for  the  Home  Department, 
If  it  is  a  fact  that  application  has  lately 
been  made  to  the  Charity  Commis- 
sioners for  the  application  of  a  portion 
of  the  revenues  of  Lord  Crewe's  chari- 
ties for  the  development  of  the  harbour 
and  trade  of  North  Sunderland  ;  if  he 
would  state  whether  the  Commissioners 
have  declined  to  entertain  the  proposals 
of  the  Trustees ;  and,  if  he  would  have 
any  objection  to  state  the  grounds  of 
their  refusal,  and  to  lay  the  Correspon- 
dence relating  to  this  subject  upon  the 
Table  ? 

Sib  WILLLA.M  HAECOUET,  in  re- 
ply, said,  that  there  appeared  to  be  some 
misapprehension  in  connection  with  this 
subject.  No  such  application  as  that 
referred  to  in  the  hon.  Member's  Ques- 
tion had  been  made,  and,  therefore,  it 
was  unnecessary  to  lay  any  Papers  in  re- 
lation to  the  matter  upon  the  Table. 

THEATRES    AND    MUSIC    HALLS    (ME- 
TROPOLIS)—PROTECTION  FROM  FIRE. 

Mb.  DIXON-HAETLAND  asked  the 
Chairman  of  the  Metropolitan  Board  of 
"Works,  If  he  has  yet  received  the  re- 
port of  Captain  Shaw  as  to  the  actual 
condition  of  the  London  Theatres  in  re- 
spect of  security  from  fire,  which  report 
was  instructed  to  be  made  on  the  13th 
January  last ;  if  so,  what  that  report 
states  as  to  the  adequacy  of  exits  and 
precautions  against  fire,  particularly  in 
old  theatres ;  and,  if  not,  when  •  he  ex- 
peots  to  receive  such  report  ? 

Sib  JAMES  M^QAEEL-HOOG :  Sir, 
I  beg  to  inform  the  hon.  Member  that 
Captain  Shaw  has  not  yet  made  any 
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Eeport  on  the  state  of  the  London  thea- 
tres ;  and  the  work  is  one  requiring  so 
much  labour  and  time  that  I  am  not  at 
present  able  to  say  when  he  will  be  able 
to  do  so ;  but  I  hope  we  shall  have  an 
instalment  of  the  Eeport  in  a  short 
time. 

Mb.  DIXON-HAETLAND  asked  how 
many  London  theatres  Captain  Shaw 
had  inspected  during  the  last  two 
months  ? 

[No  reply.] 

STATE   OF  IRELAND— ALLEGED   OUT- 
RAGE BY  SOLDIERS. 

Mb.  HEALY  asked  the  Secretary  of 
State  for  War,  If  his  attention  has  been 
called  to  a  paragraph  in  the  '*Cork  Exa- 
miner," headed  '*  Outrage  by  Soldiers," 
complaining  of  the  conduct  of  the  sol- 
diers of  Buttevant  Garrison,  who,  it  is 
alleged,  on  Sunday,  19th  February, 
scaled  the  walls  of  St.  Mary's  Abbey, 
rified  a  tomb,  and  dragged  a  corpse 
above  ground,  being  discovered  in  the 
act  of  tearing  the  gloves  from  the  dead 
man's  baud ;  whether  it  is  true  that  the 
men  ^ave  false  names  when  caught,  but 
that  Uie  number  of  one  was  found  (from 
his  glove)  to  be  312 ;  and,  whether  any 
investigation  has  been  held,  and  with 
what  result  ? 

Mb.  CHILDEES:  In  reply  to  the 
hon.  G-entleman,  I  have  to  say  that  my 
attention  was  called  to  the  narrative  of 
this  disgraceful  outrage,  and  I  found 
the  Commander  of  the  Forces  in  Lreland 
had,  without  any  delay,  instituted  an  in- 
quiry, which  was  followed  by  a  further 
investigation  at  my  request  by  the  Eesi- 
dent  Magistrate.  Perhaps  I  had  better 
read  the  Eeport  of  the  latter,  which  con- 
tains all  the  facts  we  have  been  able  to 
elicit — 

'*  Colonel  Swettenham  held  a  thorough  in- 
quiry, and  to-day  he  permitted  me  to  examine 
the  two  soldiers  who  alone  of  the  party  were 
proved  to  have  been  in  the  cemetery  ;  but  there 
IS  nothing  to  disprove  the  story  told  by  these 
men,  that  thoy  were  in  the  churchyard  along 
with  other  soldiers  and  civilians,  and  were 
called  over  to  the  wall  of  the  Abbey,  and  went 
inside  it  to  see  an  open  coffin,  but  did  not  touch 
it  or  see  any  outrage  committed,  lliese  men  were 
not  asked  iqt  their  names,  but  the  gloves  of  one 
of  them  were  found  in  the  Abbey.  Two  other 
soldiers  were  asked  to  give  their  names  to  Canon 
Buckley,  but  I  could  not  satisfy  myself  that  they 
gave  false  names.  The  two  men  proved  to  have 
been  in  the  cemetery  were  punished  by  Colonel 
Swettenham  for  the  trespass  only,  but  my  in- 
veitigation  to-day  left  me  without  Bi:^oien( 
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evidence  to  justify  any  criminal  prosecution 
before  the  magistrates." 

The  facts  are,  briefly,  that  some  persons 
unknown,  but  suspected  to  be  young 
soldiers,  opened  a  vault,  drew  a  coffin 
outside  it,  opened  the  lid,  but  were  not 
guilty  of  any  further  desecration. 

STATE  OF  IRELAND— TERRORISM. 

Mr.  FOEESTER  asked  the  Chief  Se- 
cretary to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ire- 
land, Whether  his  attention  has  been 
called  to  the  case  of  Major  Maosergh, 
who  advertised  an  auction  of  his  effects 
to  be  held  near  Dundrum,  county  Tip- 
perary,  on  the  8th  March ;  whether, 
owing  to  the  prevailing  terrorism,  the 
auctioneer  employed  was  at  the  last 
moment  deterred  from  conducting  the 
Bale ;  whether,  in  consequence,  the  auc- 
tion had  to  be  abandoned  ;  and,  whether 
he  will  take  steps  to  prevent  similar 
occurrences  ? 

Mr.  W.  E.  FORSTER,  in  reply,  said, 
that  he  understood  that  the  sale  in  ques> 
tion  had  been  abandoned,  and  that 
notices  were  posted  stating  that  the 
reason  for  the  abandonment  of  the  sale 
was  the  state  of  terrorism  in  which  the 
district  was.  He  need  scarcely  say  that 
the  Government  would  use  all  means  in 
their  power  to  put  down  terrorism 

THE  VATICAN  —  DIPLOMATIC  INTER- 
COURSE— MR.  ERRINGTON'S  MISSION. 

Sir  H.  DRUMMOND  WOLFF  asked 
the  Under  Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign 
Affairs,  Whether  the  attention  of  Her 
Majesty's  Government  has  been  called 
to  a  paragraph  in  **The  Standard"  of 
March  l4th,  headed  **  Mr.  Errington's 
Mission,"  in  which  the  following  pas- 
sages occur, 

"They"  (the  rulers  of  the  Church)  **  reply 
that  .  .  .  Mr.  Errington  led  them  to  hope  that 
a  Mission  in  regular  form  might  be  established 
(and  this,  as  may  be  remembered,  I  had  from  the 
lips  of  the  Cardinal  Secretary) ;  and  it  is,  more- 
over, asserted  that  there  are,  in  the  Secretary's 
Office  at  the  Vatican,  documentary  proofs  of  the 
wish  of  the  English  Cabinet  to  establish  such 
a  Mission,  and  of  their  opinion  of  its  expe- 
diency and  usefulness ;  '* 

and,  whether  there  is  any  truth  in  these 
statements  r 

Sir  CHARLES  W.  DILKE  :  Sir,  the 
Prime  Minister,  the  Foreign  Secretary, 
and  I  myself  have  stated  on  several 
occasions  that  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment have  made  no  proposal  or  request 


to  the  Vatican.  I  have,  therefore,  some 
doubt  whether  I  am  acting  with  perfect 
self-respect  in  consenting  to  give  any 
further  answer  to  the  hon.  Member ;  but 
I  had  better,  perhaps,  say,  once  for  all, 
that  the  correspondent  quoted  is  entirely 
mistaken  in  supposing  that  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Government  have  expressed  any 
such  wish  as  that  named  in  the  Ques- 
tion. 

PROTECTION  OF  PERSON  AND  PRO- 
PERTY (IRELAND)  ACT,  1881— ARREST 
OF  MICHAEL  SLATTERY. 

Mr.  HEDMOND  asked  the  Ohief  Se- 
cretary to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Lre- 
land.  Whether  it  is  a  fact  that  Michael 
Slattery  was  arrested  in  Olonmel  on 
16th  January  last,  at  five  o'clock  in 
the  morning,  and  conveyed  to  Naas 
Gaol,  where  he  arrived  at  two  o'clock  in 
the  afternoon,  and  that  he  was  not  per- 
mitted to  receive  any  food  during  the 
journey ;  and,  whether  he  will  g^ve 
generid  instructions  that,  in  future,  ne- 
cessary refreshments  should  be  supplied 
to  suspects  on  their  way  to  prison  ? 

Mb.  W.  E.  FOESTER,  in  reply,  said, 
that  the  person  in  question  had  had 
opportunities  for  obtaining  refreshment 
during  his  journey,  but  that  he  had  re- 
fused it 

LAW  AND  JUSTICE  (IRELAND)— ELEC 
TION  OF  PETTY  SESSIONS  CLERK  AT 
EDENDERRY,  KING'S  COUNTY. 

Mr.  MOLLOY  asked  the  Chief  Se- 
cretary to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland, 
Whether,  at  the  late  election  of  clerk  of 
petty  swssions  of  the  Edenderry  Dis- 
trict, King's  County,  there  appeared  as 
candidates,  amongst  others,  the  fol- 
lowing :  Robert  Strong,  clerk  of  petty 
sessions  of  the  Carbury  District,  a  most 
respectable  man,  and  of  many  years' 
good  and  honourable  service,  and 
Edward  Hopkins,  who  is  in  every  way 
qualified  for  the  post,  and  who  was 
strongly  recommended  by,  amongst 
other  persons  of  the  district  Colonel 
Bruen ;  and,  whether  the  Mr.  Barnes 
who  has  been  appointed  was  disqualified 
under  the  Act  and  Treasury  Minutes  re- 
gulating these  appointments ;  and,  if  so, 
will  he  cause  a  new  election  to  take 
place ;  and,  if  not,  upon  what  grounds, 
and  by  what  authority,  the  said  Act 
and  Minutes  are  to  bo  thus  contra- 
vened f 


CRIMINAL  LAW  (IRELAND)— MR. 
MICHAEL  DAVITT. 

Mb.  EEDMOND  asked  the  Secretary 
of  State  for  the  Home  Department, 
Whether  it  is  a  fact  that  professional 
visits  of  medical  gentlemen  to  Mr. 
Michael  Dayitt  in  Portland  Prison  take 
place  in  presence  of  the  Governor  of  the 
l^son,  and  of  the  medical  officer  of  the 
General  Prisons  Board  ;  and,  if  so,  what 
reasons  exist  for  refusing  Mr.  Michael 
Davitt's  usual  medical  attendant,  Dr. 
Kenny,  permission  to  visit  him  under 
these  conditions  ? 

Sir  WILLIAM  HARCOURT:  In 
reply  to  the  hon.  Member's  Question,  I 
have  to  state  that  I  have  always  been 
very  willing,  and  even  anxious,  that  the 
friends  of  Mr.  Davitt  should  be  satisfied 
as  to  the  state  of  his  health,  and  I  have 
given  facilities  for  that  purpose.  The 
reason  that  Dr.  Kenny,  who  was  for- 
merly allowed  to  attend  him,  is  not  now 
permitted  to  do  so  is  based  on  the 
ground  that  the  political  part  which  Dr. 
l[enny  has  taken  seems  to  the  Govern- 
ment to  unfit  him  for  forming  an  unpre- 
judiced opinion  as  to  the  effect  of  his  im- 
prisonment upon  his  health.  I  am,  how- 
ever, happy  to  say,  for  the  satisfaction 
of  the  hon.  Member  and  the  friends 
of  Davitt,  that  I  can  give  him  some 
authoritative  information.  I  not  only 
wished  to  satisfy  myself,  but  also  the 
friends  of  Davitt,  by  allowing  friends  of 
his  to  visit  him,  and  they  have  reported 
to  me  privately  in  a  satisfactory  manner. 
I  could  not  g^ve  these  private  reports ; 
but  I  see  one  of  those  visitors  has  pub- 
lished a  letter  in  Th$  Irak  World,  which 
is,  no  doubt,  an  authentic  source  of  in- 
formation. In  Th$  Irish  World  of  last 
week  he  says — 

"  Yoa  will  be  glad  to  hear  that  Mr.  Davitt  ii 
well,  and  that  he  haa  increased  six  pounde  in 


weight  since  I  last  law  him,  that  he  haa  no  oOm- 
plaint  to  make,  that  he  teems  in  wondorfal 
spirits,  and  that  he  reads  and  writes  every 
day." 

Th$  IrUh  World  ^eti  goes  on  to  say- 
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Mr.  W.  E.  FORSTER,  in  reply,  said, 
the  hon.  Member  had  put  a  Question  on 
this  subject  before,  and  had  received  an 
answer  from  the  Attorney  General.  He 
did  not  think  he  had  anything  to  add 
to  that  answer.  Mr.  Barnes  had  been 
elected  to  the  position  by  the  unanimous 
vote  of  the  magistrates  present.  There 
was  no  Act  of  Parliament  or  Treasury 
Minute  regulating  these  appointments, 
and  the  Lord  Lieutenant  had  given 
his  consent  to  the  appointment  of  Mr. 
Barnes. 


Mr.  O'DONNELL  rose  to  Order.  He 
wished  to  know  whether  the  right  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman  was  in  Order 
in  quoting  from  a  publication  which  he 
had  prevented  hon.  Members  from  re- 
ceiving ?         

Mr.  speaker  :  The  right  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  is  quite  in  Order. 

Sir  WILLIAM  HARCOURT:  The 
Irish  World  says — 

'*  Mr.  Davitt  is  in  the  enjoyment  of  excellent 
health,  and  has  nothing  to  complain  of  in  hii 
treatment.  He  is  in  as  good  spirits  as  if  he 
were  outside,  satisfied  with  his  diet  and  sleeping 
accommodation,  and  he  takes  an  intense  plea- 
sure in  the  care  of  his  garden.  To  wind  np, 
we  oan  say  that  his  health  has  materially 
improved,  and  that  he  is  now  sound  and 
strong." 

I  thought  that  a  man  in  his  position 
would  require  mental  as  well  as  physi- 
cal recreation,  and  therefore  I  have 
ordered  that  what  books  he  wishes  he 
should  be  allowed  to  use,  and  that  he 
should  have  the  use  also  of  writing  ma- 
terials. These  have  been  a  great  satis- 
faction to  him.  I  have  also  permitted 
his  friends  to  see  him,  and  I  do  not  think 
they  will  take  an  improper  advantage  of 
that  permission.  This  will  allow  his 
friends  to  satisfy  themselves  as  to  his 
condition. 

Mr.  REDMOND :  The  right  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  has  quoted  from  a 
recent  issue  of  The  Irish  World  news- 
paper. I  should  like  to  ask  whether  he 
will  g^ve  facilities  to  the  Irish  MemberB 
to  receive  copies  of  that  paper  through 
the  post  ?  At  the  present  moment  he  is 
using  his  authority  as  Home  Secretary 
to  prevent  the  circulation  of  that  paper 
through  the  post. 

Mr.  HEALY:  The  right  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  states  that  Mr.  Da- 
vitt is  allowed  to  see  what  books  he 
likes.  I  should  like  to  ask  whether  it  is 
a  fact  that  copies  of  Hansard  have  been 
refused  to  him ;  and,  in  that  case,  whe- 
ther the  right  hon.  and  learned  Gen- 
tleman will  have  any  objection  to  the 
volumes  of  Hansard  for  last  year,  and  as 
many  as  have  been  issned  this  year, 
being  sent  to  Mr.  Davitt  ? 

Sir  WILLIAM  HARCOURT:  If 
anyone  likes  to  read  Hansard,  I  am  sure 


i 
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he  tOKj  do  BO,  K8  far  aa  I  am  oonoemed.  &nd  Bub-inspeotor  of  polioe,  being  Oa- 

I  should  have  thought  that  would  have  tbolics,  and  being  preftent  at  Uass  on 

been  an  additional  punishment.  the  day  of  the  meeting,  and  before  the 
meeting  was  held,  were  invited,  as  pa- 

PBOTECTION  OP  PEH80N   AND   PEO-  risbioners,  to  attend  it ;  whether,  instead 

PERTT(IRELAND)  ACT,  1881— TREAT-  of  satisfying  tbemselTes  in  this  inofEen- 

MENT      OF      PERSONS      ARRESTED  sive  manner  aa  to  the  oharaot«r  of  the 

UNDER  THE  ACT.  meeting,  they  caused  the  offensive  in- 

ir     TiT'mi/MkTn      i_  J  1.L    i-iL  •  e  D  trusion  of  the  constables ;  and,  whether 

cieluy  to  tk«  Lord  Lientomt  of  Ir*  ^^j  ^^^^,_.  ^^  ^n  ,oour.  thSl  Iho  like 

Und     mother  h..  .tt.nfon  hu  boon  ,i„,i  „„,  „^„  oo<,nr  ? 

celled  to  l.oktlors  in  Its  ■■  Freenun  .  M,.  w7e.  F0E3TEK;  Sip,  I  find 

Journal"    of   nth   March,    'e.pectmg  n.,  m, q„^„„  „,„«,„ ^„rtieed 

toetaenl  of  eeepeete,   eigeed  by  Mr.  „„^      j^j  „  Tk„,,„  „„  a.e  lu  of 

Nichola.  A.  Devme    reoejitjy  rel.aeed  ,„     «     The  Oon.tabulery  bed  re^ioii 

ftV?   *',?■*'.    0"1.    "'I'S-   ■'■™"  to  believe  that  the  Ladie.' Land  League 

OOonn.ll.    at    pre.onl    in    Monaghui  i„,,„ded  to  hold  .  meeting  on  that  oSi.- 

Gaol;  whether  It  1.  a  fact  that  there..  ^^      ^^    .nb-in.peeto?    aooordlngly 

110  hoepital  in  Armagh  Gaol;  whether  „„,  ,  t„d.oon,t.He  on  the  31.t  of  K 

the  .anitary  arrangement.  alMonaghan  ^^^^  ,^  ^^  ,^,  ^^   ^^  CanlniU 

lire  a.  de.cnbed ;  and  whether  be  hu  ,^„,  ^^„-      ,t,  „„„     ^  i,  |„,d. 

inqn.red  generellj  into  the  oomplunt.  S,  repliri  thai  il  wa.  for  a  pnrelv  eha- 

oontained  in  tho»  letter.;  and,  if  »,  ritable purpoie,  and  tbatbeWioob- 

whether  he  will  state  the  result?  ;=„*;„„  ♦„  .i,„  ™i;,u.  ^tt^.^A-„~       t—* 

M..W.E  F0KSTER:8ir  thefaets  ^^me^  ;l^"*^rJ2;  «nl    Sj 

"?■  wu'^K      "i^^'^i"'  the  letters  to  ^^^  ^imitted  and  remaiW  about  20 

whiohthe  hon.   Member   refers.     The  niinutes,  when  they  left.     Their  instruo- 

Chairman  of  the  Visitrng  Board  and  the  jions  were,  that  if  permission  was  re- 

officers  are  satisfied  as  to  the  sanitary  f„^  j,        ^^^  ^^^  ^          j^      ^ 

arrangements  of  these    Rfwls      I  hare  found  that  a  number  of  members  of  the 

made  mquines,  and  I  find  that  the  alle-  j^^j  Le           attended,  but  no  business 

nations  are,  for  the  most  part,  without  ^j  ^^  ^^  -^^          ^^  being  carried 

foundation.  ^j^ 

ka.  SEXTON  asked  if  the  right  hon. 
STATE  OF  IRELAND- CHARITABLE  Gentleman  would  give  instructions  that 
MEETINGS-THE  CONaXABULARY.  in  future  the  police  should  not  intrude 
Mb.  sexton  asked  the  Chief  Secre-  themselves  when  the  object  of  the  meet- 
tary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland,  ing  was  avowedly  charitable  ? 
■Whether  it  is  a  fact  tliat,  upon  a  recent  Mr.  W.  E.  FORSTEK  :  Sir,  if  the 
occaaion,  two  constables  of  the  Irish  avowed  object  of  the  meeting  be  chari- 
Constabulary  Force  intruded  themselves  table,  that  is  no  proof  that  it  will  be  con- 
into  a  room  of  the  Catholio  Presbytery  ducted  entirely  for  that  purpose.  I  can- 
al Thurles,  county  Tipperary,  where  a  not  sajy  that,  under  all  circumstances, 
committee  of  ladiea  and  gentlemen  were  the  police  should  be  ordered  not  to  at- 
at  the  time  engaged  in  making  prepa-  tend  when  the  object  of  the  meeting  ie 
rations  for  the  holding  of  a  bazaar  for  avowedly  for  a  charitable  purpose, 
a  local  purpose ;  whether  those  con- 
stables refused  to  leave,  and  did  not  POST  OFFICE  (lilELAND)-THE  POST, 
leave  for  a  considorablo  time,  although  MISTRESS  OF  BOHERMEEN. 
assured  by  the  £ev.  James  Cantnill,  the  Mr.  METGE  asked  the  Postmaster 
owner  of  the  house,  that  the  object  of  General,  If  he  will  state  the  grounds 
the  meeting  was  purely  charitable  ;  upon  which  Mary  Malinn  was  deprived 
whether  the  local  head  constable,  at  an  of  the  office  of  postmistress  to  the  dis- 
interview  the  previous  evening  with  the  trict  of  Bohermeen,  in  the  county  of 
Bev.  Mr.  Cantnill,  had  been  informed  Meath,  she  having  held  that  office  for 
that  the  meeting  would  have  relation  to  the  last  sis  years  with  the  sanction  of 
the  bazaar  alone,  and  had  left  it  to  be  the  Secretary  to  the  Post  Office,  Ireland, 
inferred  that  lie  was  satiafied  with  such  no  charge  having  ever  been  brought 
assurance ;  whether  the  local  magistrate  against  her  in  her  official  capacity,  her 
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&ther  having  held  the  same  office  for  a  prorided  by  the  Carlton  Clnb,  haa  not 

period  of  between  thirty  and  forty  years,  been  prosecuted  ? 

and  her  brother  being  at  present  in  the  The    ATTORNET   GENERAL  (Sir 

service  of  the  Post  OfRce ;  whether  it  is  Hbnbt  Jakes)  :  I  am  sure   the  hon. 

not  the  case  that  she  had  received  cer-  Member  for  Londonderry  (Hr.  Lewis) 

tifioates  of  character  from   her  pariah  and   the  hon.    Member  for  Soathvark 

priest,   and  also  from   a  neighbourini^  (Mr.  Thorold  Rogers)  have  some  good 

magistrate;  and,  whether  any  influence  reasonsforputtingtheseQuestiossonthe 

had  been  brought  to  bear  on  the  Secre-  Paper  ;  but  I  hope  they  will  forgive  me 

tary  of  the  Post  Office,  in  order  to  have  for  saying  that  it  is  muoh  to  be  regretted 

her  removed  from  the  said  office ;  and,  that  Questions  of  this  character  should 

if  so,  the  nature  of  such  influence?  be  asked.     The  answer  to  these  Quea- 

Ur.  FAWCETT  :  Sir,  in  reply  to  the  tions  is  that  both  of  these  docnmente,  in 
hon.  Member,  I  have  to  state  that  John  alt  their  material  parts,  will  be  found 
Malinn,  and  not  Mary  Malinn,  was  the  referred  to  in  the  Reports  of  the  Chester 
keeper  of  the  post  office  at  Bohermeen.  and  Oxford  Bribery  Oommiasions  re- 
John  Malinn  died  in  November  last,  and  spectively.  The  letter,  to  which  reference 
the  office  being  one  of  small  value,  it  is  haa  been  made,  in  all  its  material  parts 
not  in  mj  gift,  but  in  that  of  the  Trea-  is  set  out  by  the  Commieaioners  in  their 
sury.  The  uaual  course  was  adopt«d,  Report  in  regard  to  corrupt  practices  at 
and,  oa  the  vacancy  being  reported  to  Chester,  and  the  same  answer  may  be 
the  Treasury,  the  Treasury  appointed  made  to  the  hon.  Member  for  Sontb- 
Catherine  Flynn.  wark  with  respect  to  Oxford.     There  is 

Mr.  METQE  :  The  right  hon.  Gen-  one  part  of  the  Question  of  the  hon. 

tleman  haa  not  answered  the  last  por-  Member  for  Southwark  to  which  I  would 

tion  of  the  Question.  wish  to  make  an  explicit   answer.     It 

Mr.  FAWCETT :  That  is  a  Question  was  why  a  person  in  a  certain  case  had 

which  should  be  addressed  to  the  Trea-  not  been  prosecuted  F    An  information 

aury.  was  filed  against  the  person  nine  or  ten 

Mr.   METGE  :  Then  I  beg  to  give  months  ago,  and  a  warrant  was  issued 

Notice  that  I  will  ask  the  Sicretary  of  for  his  arrest.      No  one  knew  where  the 

the  Treasury  this  Question  on  an  early  person  was  to  be  found,  and  it  had  oon- 

day.  sequently  been  impoasiblo  to  effect  his 

arrest. 
PARLIAMENTARY    ELECTIONS      (COR- 
RUPT   AND   ILLEGAL   PRACTICES)  poST  OFFICE   (IRELAND)— THE  POST- 
BILL  MASTER  OF  HOLLTWOOD. 

n  ^^- 1^^?^^.?   ^'k^  ""■■  A"^™«y  Mb.  M'COAN  asked  the  Postmaster 

General,    Whether,    before   proceeding  q^^^^^j  Under  what  circumstances  Mr. 

with  the  CoiTupt  Practices  Bill,  he  will  q^-^^   ;^^  ^^^^^     ,^^„„d  f^^  t,,^ 

cause  to  be  laia  upon  the  Table  of  this  ™„^aatership   of    Hollywood,    county 

?T^  ^-  u.  oP^  "t  t.  iI"u'"^^X''^  Wicklow  i  anJ.  if  he  is  prepared  tostati 

to  the  Eight  Hon.  Lorf  Richard  Gros-  ^  ^,,^  ^ouse  the  nature  of  the  charge  or 

Tenor,  M.P.  a  portion  of  which  appeared  ,,jjarirea    if  anv    on  which  the  renuival 

in   the  Report  of  the   Chester   Bribery  ordered  ? 

Oommi«W               _„™.    ...  Mr.  FAWCETT:  Sir,  in  replj  to  It. 

Mb      THOEOLD   EOOEES    uk.d  h„„.  M.mbei,  I  liar,  to  >t,te  tlat  Mr. 

Mr.  Attorney  Qe».r.l,  Whether,  before  q„;^^  w„  removed  from  the  po.tnruter- 

bnngmg  m  !■■•  Corrupt  Pmcl.ce.B.l,  .hip  of  Hollywood  bec.n.,  hewn,  found 

he^,llc.u,etobel.,dupon  thoT.ble  .fJ^.:„,     'tine,    of  .n   .Mooi.tio. 


Iii>  Houee  the  cheque  for  £3,000,  "t'Tl'^l.       V ,      a.    '?»^""7 

a,.»n  by  .  member  of  the  O.rltonClnb  «J.cb  "..d  been  Jeol.red  to  be  .Uepd. 

npon  a  fund  .tanding  at  Dnimmond'e  '""  '"""«  been  fnlly  w.rnfd  of  th. 

sSmk   in   the  nune  of   a  member  of  "»««!»»".  »l>,ch  would  re.ult. 
the  late  Government,  which  cheoue  was 

given    to  one  Pegler,    alias  Matthews,  ^HE  LAND  COMMISSION  (IRELAND)- 

Ind  the   proceeds  of  which  were  ex^  APPOINTMENT  OF  SOLICITOR, 

pendedinbribing  theelectorsofOxford;  Mr.    HEALY    asked    Mr.    Attorney 

and,  why  it  is  that  the  same  Fegler,  alias  General     for     Ireland,    Whether     Mr. 

IfatthewB,  who  so  expended  the  £3,000  Geoffrey  Browning  has  been  appointed 

Mr.  JMpf 
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Solicitor  to  the  Land  Commission ; 
whether  another  gentleman  had  practi- 
cally been  selected  for  the  office,  who 
was  rejected,  upon  the  Commissioners 
learning  from  him,  upon  inquiring  what 
his  political  views  were,  that  although 
he  was  not  an  active  politician,  he  had 
acted  professionally,  seven  years  ago,  as 
conducting  agent  for  Mr.  Pamell,  upon 
his  first  return  for  Meath ;  and,  if  the 
Commissioners  were  aware  of  the  fact,  or 
made  any  inquiry  to  ascertain  whether 
Mr.  Q.  Browning  has  himself  acted  as 
conducting  agent  for  the  senior  Member 
for  Dublin  at  the  last  two  elections  ? 

Mr.  sexton  :  Before  the  right  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman  answers  the 
Question,  I  should  like  to  ask  him  if  he 
is  aware  that  Mr.  Justice  O'Hagan,  the 
judicial  member  of  the  Land  Commis- 
sion, is  the  author  of  several  inflamma- 
tory political  ballads,  for  the  singing  of 
which  people  have  been  sent  to  gaol  in 
Ireland  ? 

The  attorney  GENERAL  fob 
IRELAND  (Mr.  W.  M.  Johnson)  :  No, 
Sir.  I  am  not  aware  of  that  which  the 
hon.  Member  for  Sligo  (Mr.  Sexton) 
imputes  to  my  knowledge.  With  refer- 
ence to  the  Question  of  the  hon.  Member 
for  Wexford  (Mr.  Healy),  I  have  to 
state  that  the  Land  Act  of  last  Session 
(Section  45)  authorizes  the  Land  Com- 
mission, with  the  consent  of  the  Lord 
Lieutenant,  to  appoint  and  remove  their 
Solicitor,  and  I  am  informed  that  in  the 
exercise  of  this  power  Mr.  Geoffrey 
Browning  has  been  appointed  Solicitor 
to  the  Commission.  In  making  this 
appointment  I  am  satisfied  that  the 
Land  Commission  examined  into  and 
considered  the  qualifications  of  every 
candidate  who  applied  for  the  office,  and 
of  everyone  whom  they  thought  likely 
to  be  suited  for  it,  and  satisfied  them- 
selves of  Mr.  Browning*s  competency 
before  they  appointed  him.  I  am  also 
satisfied  that  they  acted  in  reference  to 
this  appointment  to  the  best  of  their 
judgment,  and  on  their  statutory  respon- 
sibility ;  but  I  am  not  informed  what 
facts  they  were  aware  of  or  what  in- 
quiries they  made. 

Mr.  HEALY  said,  he  would  ask,  on 
an  early  day,  if  there  was  any  truth  in  a 
statement  which  recently  appeared  in 
The  Dublin  Morning  Mail  alleging  that 
an  eminent  solicitor,  who  was  nominated 
for  the  office  in  question,  was  declared 
disqualified  by  the  Chief  Secretary  for 
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Ireland  on  the  ground  that  he  had  acted 
as  conducting  agent  for  Mr.  Pamell  at 
the  Meath  Election  in  1875,  although  the 
three  Commissioners  protested  against 
the  absurdity  of  disqualifying  a  man 
who  had  never  identified  himself  with 
the  Land  League,  and  who  had  never 
seen  Mr.  Pamell  until  he  went  to  con- 
duct his  election  in  1875,  five  years 
before  the  passing  of  the  Land  Act. 

Mb.  W.  E.  FOKSTEE  :  Sir,  I  think  I 
may  answer  that  Question.  I  have  not 
read  the  article  referred  to  by  the  hon. 
Member ;  but  if  it  alleges  that  I  refused 
the  sanction  that  the  Government  have 
to  give  to  the  appointment  of  any 
person  whatever,  it  is  totally  untrue. 

CUSTOMS— THE    NEW  WAREHOUSING 

SCHEME. 

Mb.  bound  asked  the  Secretary  to 
the  Treasury,  Whether  he  will  recon- 
sider the  question  of  g^nting  special 
terms  of  retirement  to  clerks  in  the  Cus- 
toms in  the  case  of  those  clerks  in  the 
warehousing  departments  who  were 
made  ''redundant"  three  years  ago,  by 
the  merely  partial  application  of  the 
"Playfair"  scheme  of  re-organization, 
and  who,  having  been  prejudicially 
affected  by  the  subsequent  suppression 
of  the  vacancies  that  have  arisen  on  the 
upper  division,  are  now,  after  a  period 
of  service  of  little  less  than  twenty  years, 
excluded  even  from  the  full  benefit  of  the 
Treasury  Regulations,  made  under  the 
powers  of  Section  7  of  **  The  Superan- 
nuation Act,  1859,"  whereby  a  term  of 
service  of  ten  years  extra  to  that  actually 
performed  is  taken  into  calculation  in 
computing  pensions  on  the  abolition  of 
office? 

LoBD  FREDERICK  CAVENDISH: 
Sir,  the  Flayfair  scheme  was  not,  as  the 
hon.  Member  seems  to  suppose,  merely 
partially  introduced  into  the  Customs 
Departments  at  the  last  re-organization. 
The  whole  permanent  clerical  establish- 
ment was  divided  into  an  upper  and  a 
lower  division,  certain  superfluous  clerks 
of  the  old  staff  being  continued  in  lieu 
of  lower  division  clerks.  Such  loss  as 
these  redundant  clerks  may  have  sus- 
tained by  the  change  was  fully  compen- 
sated by  the  improved  salary  and  pros- 
pects which  they  received.  Should  any 
of  these  clerks  be  retired  on  abolition 
terms  they  will  receive  pensions  calcu- 
lated on  the  terms  provided  by  the  Trea- 
sury Regulations  made  under  the  pro- 
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visions  of  Seotion  7  of  the  Superannua- 
tion Act  of  1859,  whereby,  if  the  service 
has  been  less  than  five  years,  one  year  is 
added;  if  five  years  and  less  than  10, 
three  years  are  added  ;  if  10  years  and 
less  than  15,  five  years  are  added ;  if  15 
years  and  less  than  20,  seven  years  are 
added  ;  while  10  years  are  only  added  if 
the  service  has  amounted  to  at  least  20 
years.  I  see  no  reason  for  departing 
from  this  scale  in  the  case  of  the  Customs 
redundant  clerks. 

ARMY- CASE  OF  MICHAEL  FLYNN. 

Mr.  EEDMOND  asked  the  Secretary 
of  State  for  War,  Whether  his  attention 
has  been  called  to  an  application  for 
pension  from  Michael  Flynn,  late  of  C 
battery,  F  brigade,  R.H.A.,  and  pre- 
viously of  the  East  India  Company's 
service;  whether  it  is  a  fact  that  this 
man  served  in  the  Indian  mutiny  with 
bravery,  and  on  one  occasion  captured  a 
Sepoy  spy,  for  which  he  received  no  re- 
ward whatever ;  whether  it  is  a  fact  that 
in  lb63,  during  a  field  day,  he  received 
a  crush  from  a  horse  which  invalided  him 
and  eventually  forced  him  to  leave  the 
service;  whether  he  is  now  entirely  with- 
out pension ;  and,  whether  he  will  re- 
consider the  case,  with  a  view  to  making 
some  provision  for  him  ? 

Mb.  CHILDERS:  Sir,  I  had  heard 
nothing  of  this  case,  which  is  some  17 
years  old,  until  I  read  the  hon.  Member's 
Question  ;  but  the  facts  appear  to  be 
that  Michael  Flynn,  after  serving  the 
East  India  Company  for  two  years,  en- 
listed in  the  Eoyal  Artillery  in  1 859,  and 
was  discharged  in  1865.  His  character 
was  recorded  as  **  bad,"  and  he  was  dis- 
charged for  unfitness,  the  result  of  a 
disease  which  I  need  not  name.  His 
short  service,  of  course,  gave  him  no 
claim  to  permanent  pension ;  and  I  may 
say  that  neither  at  the  War  Office  nor 
the  India  Office  is  anything  known  of 
his  acts  of  bravery,  or  of  his  supposed 
accident  in  1863. 

PROTECTION  OF  PERSON  AND  PRO- 
PERTY (IRELAND)  ACT,  1881  —  LET- 
TERS BETWEEN  PERSONS  ARRESTED 
UNDER  THE  ACT. 

Mb.  HEDMOND  asked  the  Chief 
Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ire- 
land, Whether  it  is  a  fact  that  the  fol- 
lowing "Executive  Order"  has  been 
potted  in  Armagh  Gaol : — 

/^ord  F)r€derich  Cavendish 


"  Af  to  letters  from  one  imprisoned  sospeet 
to  another  they  should  not  be  forwarded 
unless  they  are  confined  to  personal  matters 
having  no  connection  with  pohtics  or  adminis- 
tration ; " 

and,  whether  the  word  ''administration" 
covers  all  matters  relating  to  prison  treat- 
ment ;  and,  if  so,  what  are  the  grounds 
for  such  a  regulation  ? 

Mb.  W.  E.  F0R8TER:  Sir,  those 
are  the  terms  of  the  Executive  Order 
which  has  been  issued.  The  word  "  ad- 
ministration "  does  not  cover  all  matters 
relating  to  prison  treatment. 

TRADE  AND  COMMERCE  ~  TEA  AND 
COFFEE  DUTIES  IN  THE  UNITED 
STATES. 

Mr.  B.  N.  fowler  asked  the  Under 
Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign  Affairs, 
Whether  his  attention  has  been  called  to 
a  Bill,  now  before  the  Congrees  of  the 
United  States,  repealing  the  duties 
on  tea  and  coffee  products  of  the 
possessions  of  the  Netherlands;  and, 
whether  Her  Majesty's  Gbvemment  will 
urge  on  the  Government  of  the  United 
States  to  amend  the  Bill,  so  as  to  place 
tea  imported  into  America  from  this 
Country  in  the  same  position  as  that  im- 
ported from  the  possessions  of  the  Nether- 
lands ? 

Sir  CHARLES  W.  DILKE:  Sir, 
the  effect  of  the  Bill  would  appear  to 
be  to  abolish,  in  the  case  of  tea  and 
coffee,  the  produce  of  the  Possessions  of 
the  Netherlands,  the  differential  duty 
levied  on  those  articles  when  produced 
in  countries  East  of  the  Cape  of  Oood 
Hope,  and  imported  into  the  United 
States  from  places  West  of  the  Cape. 
We  are  awaiting  a  Report  from  Her 
Majesty's  Minister  at  Washington  as  to 
its  bearing  on  tea  and  coffee  produced  in 
British  Possessions. 

INLAND    REVENUE    DEPARTMENT  — 
UNUCENSED  DEALING  IN  PLATE. 

Dr.  CAMEHON  asked  the  Finan- 
cial Secretary  to  the  Treasury,  Whether 
his  attention  has  been  called  to  the  cir- 
cumstances attending  a  conviction  re- 
cently obtained  against  William  Forrest, 
at  Glasgow,  for  selling  plate  without  a 
licence,  to  Uie  admitted  fact  that  he  was 
seduced  by  the  false  representations  of 
an  officer  of  the  Inland  Itevenue  into 
the  breach  of  Law  of  which  he  was  con- 
victed; that  the  department  inalituted 
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tho  prosecution  in  ignorance  of  this, 
and,  since  learning  it,  nave  reprimanded 
the  ofRcer ;  and,  whether,  taking  these 
circumstances  into  consideration,  he  will 
recommend  the  Commissioners  to  remit 
the  penalty  imposed  ? 

Lord  FREDERICK  CAVENDISH : 
Sir,  it  is  true  that  there  were  misrepre- 
sentations on  the  part  of  the  officer  of 
the  Inland  Revenue  who  made  the 
detection  in  this  case;  yet,  as  Forrest 
was  duly  convicted  by  the  magistrates 
of  an  offence  against  the  Revenue  laws, 
it  would  not  be  advisable  for  the  Board 
of  Inland  Revenue,  of  its  own  motion,  to 
mitigate  the  penalty  unless  recommended 
by  the  magistrates  to  do  so.  But  any 
recommendation  by  the  magistrates 
would,  of  course,  receive  the  favourable 
consideration  of  the  Commissioners. 

THE  LAND  COURT  (IRELAND)-STATE 
OF  BUSINESS. 

Mb.  T.  a.  DICKSON  asked  the 
Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant 
of  Ireland,  If,  taking  into  consideration 
the  fact  that  over  ten  thousand  applica- 
tions to  fix  a  fair  rent  await  hearing  in 
the  counties  of  Tyrone  and  Armagh,  the 
Qovemment  will  direct  that  separate 
Sub-Commissions  shall  sit  permanently 
in  the  above  two  counties  until  progress 
is  made  and  the  present  block  of  business 
removed  ? 

Mr.  W.  E.  FORSTFJl :  Sir,  I  have 
been  in  communication  with  the  Land 
Commissioners  with  reference  to  the 
subject  of  this  Question,  and  I  hope  to 
be  able  to  arrange  matters  so  as  to 
prevent  the  pressure  of  business  to  which 
this  Question  alludes. 

Mr.  O'DONNELL  asked  whether  it 
was  the  intention  of  the  Government  to 
give  exceptional  facilities  to  the  two 
counties  mentioned  in  the  Question  over 
the  rest  of  Ireland  ? 

Mr.  W.  E.  FORSTER:  It  is  not 
intended  to  give  exceptional  facilities  to 
any  part  of  Ireland. 

STATE    OF    IRELAND  — THE   CON- 
STABULARY—CORPORATION 
OF  DROGHEDA. 

Mr.  DAWSON  asked  the  Chief  Se- 
cretary to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ire- 
land, Whether  his  attention  has  been 
drawn  to  the  action  of  sub-inspector 
O'Callaghan,  who,  at  the  meeting  of  the 
Corporation  of  Drogheda  on  the  8th 
March;  interposed   in  the   proceedings 


and  said  ''he  would  not  allow  the  word 
coercion  to  be  used,"  and  that,  at  the 
same  meeting,  head  constable  Moffatt 
said  **  that  the  language  was  not  per- 
missible ; "  and,  whether  such  inter- 
ference on  the  part  of  the  constabulary 
with  the  proceedings  of  a  municipal 
body  has  the  sanction  of  the  Govern- 
ment? 

Mb.  W.  E.  FORSTER  said,  that 
offensive  epithets  had  been  applied  to 
the  Sub-Inspector,  who  had  addressed 
the  Chairman ;  but  what  he  had  said 
did  not  appear  to  be  very  alarming.  He 
had  said  that  if  such  language  were 
used  he  should  feel  it  his  duty  to  with- 
draw from  the  meeting.  [*'  Hear,  hear!  " 
from  Irish  Memhere.']  Hon.  Members 
cheered ;  but  that  did  not  seem  to  be  a 
very  formidable  threat.  The  Chairman 
then  caused  the  word  to  be  withdrawn. 
The  head  constable  did  not  address  any 
observations  to  the  meeting. 

STATE  OF  IRELAND— SPEECH  OF  THE 
CHIEF  SECRETARY  FOR  IRELAND 
AT  TULLAMORE. 

Mb.  HEALY  asked  the  Chief 
Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of 
Ireland,  Whether  the  police  allowed  a 
meeting  to  take  place  at  Tullamore, 
King's  County,  which  was  addressed  by 
the  Right  Hon.  W.  E.  Forsterj  and, 
whether  it  is  true  that  a  number  of 
other  meetings  have  been  proclaimed  in 
that  county  on  the  ground  that  they 
were  calculated  to  provoke  a  breach  of 
the  peace  ;  and,  if  so,  can  he  state  what 
reason  the  police  had  to  anticipate  that 
Mr.  Forster's  meeting  would  be  less 
calculated  to  give  rise  to  disorder  than 
other  assemblies  recently  proclaimed  ? 

Mr.  W.  E.  FORSTER  said,  he  won- 
dered whether  Questions  would  ever  end 
on  the  subject  of  the  meeting  he  ad- 
dressed at  TuUamore.  A  number  of 
meetings  had  been  proclaimed  in  King's 
County;  but  the  Government  had  no 
reason  to  anticipate  that  there  would  be 
any  breach  of  the  peace  on  the  occasion 
on  which  he  addressed  the  meeting  in 
question,  and  they  were  quite  right  in 
their  anticipation. 

PROTECTION  OF  PERSON  AND  PRO- 
PERTY (IRELAND)  ACT,  1881— TREAT- 
MENT  OF  PERSONS  ARRESTED  UN- 
DER THE  ACT. 

Mr.    JUSTIN    M^CARTKY    %s^^^ 
the  Chiei  SecretaT^  \o  >i\i^  \j«t\  \I\wx- 
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tenant  of  Ireland,  Whether  his  attention 
has  been  called  to  the  arrest  and  im- 
prisonment of  Mr.  John  McCarthy  and 
Mr.  John  Harte,  of  Killoe,  in  the  county 
of  Longford ;  whether  Mr.  McCarthy  has 
not  been  three  months  in  Armagh  Gaol, 
and  Mr.  Harte  nearly  the  same  period 
in  Omagh  Gaol ;  whether  these  men,  ar- 
rested on  *'  reasonable  suspicion,"  were 
men  who  had  borne  a  good  character ; 
whether  the  part  of  the  county  to  which 
they  belong  is  peaceful  and  free  from 
outrage ;  and,  whether,  under  these  cir- 
cumstances, he  will  give  directions  for 
the  release  of  Mr.  M*Carthy  and  Mr. 
Harte  from  prison  ? 

Mr.  W.  E.  FORSTER,  in  reply,  said, 
that  Mr.  M'Carthy  was  arrested  on  the 
6th  of  December  and  Mr.  Harte  on  the 
1st  of  March.  They  had  since  been  re- 
moved to  Enniskillen.  He  was  sorry 
the  hon.  Member  had  asked  him  about 
the  character  of  the  men  in  question. 
He  did  not  wish  to  say  anything  against 
their  characters ;  but  he  could  not  report 
that  they  had  borne  a  good  character. 
One  of  them  had  been  convicted  of 
having  unlicensed  arms.  Their  cases, 
however,  were  being  reconsidered,  and 
he  would  communicate  the  result  in  a 
few  days. 

Mr.  LEAMY  asked  the  Chief  Secre- 
tary to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland, 
If  it  is  true  that  Mr.  James  Hegarty,  of 
Falcurragh,  county  Donegal,  recently 
confined  in  Derry  Gaol  in  default  of  find- 
ing sureties  to  be  of  good  behaviour,  was 
deprived  of  the  privilege  of  receiving 
visits  oftener  than  once  a  week ;  was  not 
allowed  to  receive  newspapers  sent  to 
him  by  his  friends;  was  compelled  to 
take  exercise  with  prisoners  committed 
for  trial  on  serious  charges;  and  was 
sentenced  to  twenty-four  hours'  solitary 
confinement  on  a  charge  of  whistling  in 
his  cell,  although  the  warder  of  that  part 
of  the  prison  in  which  Mr.  Hegarty  was 
confined  declared  that  the  charge  was 
untrue ;  and,  if  he  can  state  why  Mr. 
Hegarty  was  subjected  to  such  excep- 
tional treatment  ? 

Mr.  W.  E.  FORSTER,  in  reply,  said, 
he  found,  on  inquiry,  that  the  Governor 
had  misconstrued  the  Prison  Rules  in  the 
case  in  question.  He  was  under  the  im- 
pression that  he  was  dealing  with  the 
old  Rules  in  the  treatment  of  this  prisoner. 
He  (Mr.  W.  E.  Forster)  had  taken  every 
possible  care  to  avoid  the  recurrence  of 
BDjr  aoch  cases  in  the  future. 
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SCIENCE  AND  ART— THE  TRANSIT  OF 

VENUS. 

Sir  JOHN  HAY  asked  the  Secretary 
to  the  Admiralty,  Whether  any,  and 
what,  preparations  are  to  be  made  for 
observing  the  transit  of  Venue  ? 

Lord  FREDERICK  CAVENDISH : 
Sir,  at  the  suggestion  of  the  late  Astro- 
nomer Royal  the  preparations  for  ob- 
serving the  transit  of  Venus  in  December 
next  have  been  confided  to  a  Committee 
of  the  Royal  Society,  who  have  been 
good  enough  to  g^ve  the  Government 
the  benefit  of  their  valuable  assistance. 
Preliminary  arrangements  for  the  ex- 
peditions are  in  active  progress  under 
the  supervision  of  this  Committee  ;  £275 
has  already  been  voted  for  this  service 
on  a  Supplementary  Estimate  for  1881-2. 
The  right  hon.  and  gallant  Member  will 
find,  at  page  367  of  the  Civil  Service 
Estimates,  that  £14,680  is  provided  for 
the  coming  year,  and  a  sum  of  about 
£1,000  for  reduction  of  the  observations 
is  expected  to  be  required  in  1883-4. 
Besides  this,  a  number  of  instruments  are 
to  be  lent  from  the  Greenwich  Obser- 
vatory ;  a  party  is  to  be  conveyed  to  and 
from  Madagascar  in  a  ship  of  war ;  and 
stationery  and  other  requisites  will  be 
supplied  at  the  public  expense. 

PROTECTION  OF  PERSON  AND  PRO- 
PERTY  (IRELAND)  ACT,  1881  — 
LETTERS  TO  PERSONS  ARRESTED 
UNDER  THE  ACT. 

Mb.  JOSEPH  COWEN  asked  the 
Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant 
of  Ireland,  If  he  will  undertake  to  re- 
turn to  their  writers  the  letters  sent  to 
the  political  prisoners  in  Irish  gaols  that 
are  opened  and  not  delivered  to  the 
prisoners  ? 

Mr.  W.  E.  FORSTER  said,  he  found 
that  it  was  contrary  to  the  Prison  Regula- 
tions to  return  letters  which  were  not 
delivered  to  the  prisoners  ;  and  he  could 
not,  having  regard  to  prison  discipline, 
depart  from  that  rule. 

Mr.  SEXTON  asked  if  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  would  modify  the  Rule  so  far 
as  to  inform  the  writers  that  the  letters 
had  not  been  delivered  ? 

Mr.  J.  COWEN  said,  he  had  occasion 
to  write  to  '* suspects"  upon  matters 
which  were  not  political,  and  he  was  un- 
able to  ascertain  whether  the  letters  had 
been  detained  or  not, 
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Mr.  W.  E.  FORSTER  :  I  will  con- 
eider  the  Question  asked  by  the  hon. 
Member  for  Sligo  (Mr.  Sexton). 

SOUTH  AFRICA— THE  TRANSVAAL 
CONVENTION. 

Sib  henry  TYLER  asked  the 
Under  Secretary  of  State  for  the  Colo- 
nies, Whether  the  ''  Native  Location 
Commission,"  provided  for  in  Articles 
21  and  22  of  the  Transvaal  Convention, 
has  been  constituted ;  and,  if  so,  what 
work  it  has  performed ;  and,  whether  its 
proceedings  have  been  satisfactory  to 
Her  Majesty's  Government? 

Mr.  COURTNEY:  Sir,  on  the  3rd  of 
January  last  the  British  Resident  wrote 
to  the  High  Commissioner  that,  having 
in  view  the  desirability  of  an  early  assem- 
bling of  this  Commission,  he  proposed 
to  meet  the  President  at  an  early  date, 
to  arrange  for  the  due  constitution  of  the 
Commission.  That  is  the  latest  infor- 
mation we  have  on  the  subject. 

Sir  henry  TYLER  asked  the 
Under  Secretary  of  State  for  the  Colo- 
nies, Whether  any,  and,  if  so,  what 
Bums  of  money  have  been  paid  under 
Articles  9,  1 0,  and  1 1 ,  of  the  Transvaal 
Convention,  to  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment, or  what  arrangements  have  been 
made,  under  those  Articles,  or  what 
additional  money  provided  by  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Government  for  the  Transvaal, 
up  to  the  present  time  ? 

Mr.  COURTNEY  :  Sir,  the  British 
Resident  has  intimated  that  the  Transvaal 
Government  is  not  in  a  position  to  pay 
and  satisfy  at  present  the  claims  awarded 
against  it;  and  in  order  to  save  those 
entitled  to  compensation  from  inconve- 
nience and  distress  the  British  Resident 
has  been  authorized  to  pay  the  claims 
awarded  upon  his  receiving  from  the 
Transvaal  Government  a  formal  notifica- 
tion of  its  inability  to  meet  them  at  present, 
and  of  its  desire  that  the  British  Govern- 
ment should  advance  the  necessary  funds. 
The  amount  which  has  been  or  may  have 
to  be  so  paid  is  not  yet  precisely  known  ; 
but  the  British  Resident  has  reported 
that  the  probable  total  award  against 
the  Transvaal  Government  may  be 
£  1 10,000.  No  money  has  been  received 
from  the  Transvaal  Government  under 
Article  1 1  of  the  Convention,  which  men- 
tioned 12  months  from  the  bth  of  August, 
1881,  as  the  period  within  which  the 
first  instalment  of  the  debt  should  be 
repaid. 


THE  TRINITY  HOUSE— TELEGRAPHIC 
COMMUNICATION  BETWEEN  LIGHT- 
HOUSES AND  THE  SHORE. 

Mr.  AKERS-DOUGLAS  asked  the 
President  of  the  Board  of  Trade,  Whe- 
ther any  steps  have  yet  been  taken  to 
secure  telegraphic  communication  be- 
tween lighthouses  and  lightships  and  the 
shore  ? 

Mb.  CHAMBERLAIN,  in  reply,  said, 
that  the  Board  of  Trade  were  in  commu- 
nication some  time  ago  with  the  Trinity 
House  on  this  subject.  He  had  informed 
the  Trinity  House  that  he  should  be  pre- 
pared to  sanction  the  communication  in 
the  case  of  one  lightship  as  an  experi- 
ment. He  had  since  been  informed  that 
negotiations  were  in  progress  with  one 
of  the  Telegraphic  Companies  for  con- 
necting the  Sunk  Lightship  with  the 
shore';  and  in  about  a  fortnight  he  ex- 
pected to  have  the  whole  plan  before 
the  Board  of  Trade.  Whilst  desirous 
that  this  experiment  should  be  made,  he 
was  afraid  it  would  be  costly;  and  at 
present  he  was  doubtful  whether  the 
expenditure  would  be  justified  by  the 
results. 

ARMY  (INDIA)—FURLOUGH  AND 
PENSIONS. 

Sib  TREVOR  LAWRENCE  asked 
the  Secretary  of  State  for  India,  What 
reason  exists  why  the  Indian  Furlough 
and  Leave  Rules  of  1875,  which  allow 
one  year's  leave  counting  for  pension 
after  every  five  years*  service,  should 
not  be  applied  to  all  officers  in  the  Staff 
Corps  and  Indian  Army,  with  retrospec- 
tive effect,  so  as  to  accelerate  retire- 
ments in  the  present  excessive  number 
of  field  officers ;  and,  whether,  as  the  re- 
cently published  pension  scheme  makes 
a  marked  distinction  in  favour  of  officers 
who  joined  the  Statf  Corps  before  Sep- 
tember 12th,  lb66,  he  will  be  able  to 
recommend  such  a  modification  of  the 
scheme  as  will  extend  its  advantages  to 
officers  on  the  General  List,  and  to  offi- 
cers of  the  late  Indian  Army,  and  of  the 
General  List  who  joined  the  Staif  Corps 
after  September  12th  1866? 

The  Mahquess  of  HARTINGTON  : 
Sir,  the  Rules  which  governed  the  service 
for  pension  of  those  officers  who  entered 
the  Indian  Army  before  1875  were  well 
understood  by  them,  and  their  voluntary 
absences  from  duty  were  doubtless  go- 
verned by  tliatuii^^T^\.Bi.\i^\\i\[^/^\\^^^2^si^ 
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of  1875  could  not  conveniently  be  applied 
to  officers  of  already  long  service,  though 
they  were  given  the  option  of  taking 
advantage  of  them  if  they  considered 
their  terms,  on  the  whole,  more  favour- 
able. It  was  not,  however,  intended, 
nor  would  it  be  reasonable,  that  they 
should  take  the  benefits  of  the  new 
system  and  discard  its  drawbacks.  With 
regard  to  the  second  part  of  the  hon. 
Member's  Question,  I  would  point  out 
that  the  recently  -  published  pension 
scheme  is  based  on  the  privilege  already 
secured  to  those  officers  who  joined  the 
Staff  Corps  before  September,  1866,  of 
succeeding  to  colonels'  allowances  in  a 
fixed  period — a  privilege  which  does 
not  belong  to  those  on  what  is  called  the 
General  List,  or  those  who  joined  the 
Staff  Corps  after  September,  1866.  I 
have  no  intention  of  extending  this  pri- 
vilege to  those  classes  which  do  not  al- 
ready possess  it.  I  may  say  now  that 
the  whole  question  of  Indian  military 
pensions  has  recently  been  under  my 
most  careful  consideration.  In  commu- 
nicating my  decisions  on  them  to  the 
Government  of  India,  I  said  that  the 
Bules,  as  they  now  stand,  are  not,  with 
due  regard  to  the  public  interest,  sus- 
ceptible of  further  extension.  I  adhere 
to  this  view,  and  am  not  prepared  to 
entertain  proposals  for  any  such  exten- 
sion. 

SirTREVOR  LAWRENCE  asked  the 
Secretary  of  State  for  India,  If  he  will 
explain  why  time  spent  at  Addiscombe 
was  allowed  to  count  towards  pensions, 
both  **  original"  and  **  additional," 
under  the  Indian  Pension  Scheme  sanc- 
tioned by  the  Despatch  of  August  4th 
1881,  but  under  the  recent  Despatch  to- 
wards **  original  "  pensions  only,  and 
not  ** additional";  and,  whether  the 
effect  of  this  is  not  to  place  Addiscombe 
officers,  who  have  not  exceeded  their 
prescribed  amounts  of  leave  for  "  ori- 
ginal "  pensions,  in  a  less  advantageous 
position  under  the  latter  than  they  were 
put  in  under  the  former  Despatch,  owing 
to  their  having  to  make  good  their  Ad- 
discombe time  before  they  can  claim  the 
pension  under  the  latter  Despat^sh,  to 
which  they  would  have  been  entitled 
under  the  former  ? 

The  Marquess  of  nARTINGTON  : 
Sir,  it  was  by  inadvertence  that  under 
the  terms  laid  down  in  my  despatch  of 
August  4  last,  the  time  spent  at  Addis- 
combe  became,  by  implication,  included 
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in  the  service  qualifying  for  the  extra 
pension.  This  was  set  right  in  the 
amending  despatch  of  December  8,  1881. 
In  no  case  does  Addiscombe  serrice 
count  towards  the  additional  pension. 

Sib  TREVOR  LAWRENCE  asked 
the  Secretary  of  State  for  India,  Whether 
it  is  not  the  case,  according  to  the  last 
Army  List,  that  there  are  in  the  Madras 
Army,  in  the  four  cavalry  regiments,  21 
field  officers  to  13  captains  and  subal- 
terns, and  in  the  forty-one  infantry  regi- 
ments, 179  field  officers  to  85  captains 
and  subalterns;  and,  whether  he  pro- 

Soses  to  take  any  steps  to  remedy  this 
isproportion  which  would  seem  inj  urious 
to  the  esprit  de  corps  and  the  efiS.oienoy 
of  the  Madras  Army  ? 

The  Mabquess  of  HARTINQTON : 
Sir,  the  latest  Madras  Army  Lini  shows 
that  on  the  1st  of  January,  1882,  there 
were  actually  serving  with  the  Madras 
regiments  of  Cavalry  and  Infantry  but 
96  captains  and  subalterns  to  151  field 
officers,  including  captains  having  brevet 
rank,  which  is  certainly  a  disproportion- 
ate number  of  the  field  officer  grade. 
This  disproportion  will,  however,  be  at. 
once  considerably  re-adjusted  by  the 
recent  measures  aidopted  in  concert  with 
the  War  Office  for  facilitating  the  ad- 
mission of  young  officers  into  the  Steff 
Corps,  through  which  the  existing  de- 
ficiencies in  the  Madras  regiments  will, 
it  may  be  hoped,  be  completed  with 
subalterns  of  under  four  years'  service. 
These  measures,  combined  with  the  recent 
Rules  limiting  the  tenure  of  regimental 
commands,  coupled  with  the  more  favour- 
able terms  of  retirement  lately  intro- 
duced, will,  I  believe,  in  due  course, 
bring  the  regimental  establishments 
down  to  their  normal  proportion  of  the 
several  ranks ;  and  I  do  not  propose  to 
take  any  further  steps  in  that  direction. 
Meanwhile,  I  continue  to  receive  very 
favourable  reports  of  the  spirit  and  effi- 
ciency of  the  Madras  Army. 

THE  LAND  COMMISSION  (IRELAND)— 
MR.  FOTTRELL'S  PAMPHLET. 

Mr.  TOTTENHAM  asked  the  Chief 
Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of 
Ireland,  Whether  the  pamphlet  entitled 
*'  How  to  become  Owner  of  your  Farm," 
was,  previous  to  its  issue  by  the  Land 
Commission,  submitted  to  or  brought 
under  the  cognisance  of  any  official  con- 
nected with  that  body  other  than  Mr. 
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Fottrell ;  and,  if  so,  whether  it  was  ap- 
proved or  revised  by  such  official  ? 

Mr.  W.  E.  FORSTER,  in  reply, 
said,  he  should  have  supposed  that  the 
Correspondence  presented  to  both  Houses 
of  Parliament  would  have  answered  that 
Question. 

SOUTH  AFRICA— NATAL— THE  NATIVE 
POPULATION. 

Sir  GEOEGE  CAMPBELL  asked  the 
Under  Secretary  of  State  for  the  Colo- 
nies, Whether  it  is  to  be  understood  from 
the  Papers  regarding  Natal  laid  before 
the  House  that,  in  the  event  of  the 
European  colonists  who  exercise  the 
franchise  accepting  responsible  govern- 
ment, it  is  intended  to  hand  over  to  the 
legislature  and  government  representing 
them  the  rule  over  the  native  popula- 
tion (exceeding  the  Europeans  in  num- 
ber, in  the  proportion  of  400,000  to 
80,000),  without  giving  the  natives  any 
Toice  whatever  in  the  matter,  without 
any  provision  for  their  representation  in 
the  new  elective  assembly,  and  without 
reservation  to  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment in  England  of  any  greater  power 
than  in  the  case  of  the  Basutos  attached 
to  the  Cape  Colony  ? 

Mb.  COURTNEY  :  Sir,  the  Questions 
of  my  hon.  Friend  are  of  an  argumenta- 
tive character,  and  they  seek  to  obtain 
an  interpretation  and  defence  of  Lord 
Kimberley's  despatches  to  Sir  Henry 
Bulwer  of  the  2nd  of  February.  I  hope 
my  hon.  Friend  will  forgive  me  if  I 
demur  to  answering  his  Questions.  The 
despatches  are,  I  think,  plain  and  in- 
telligible, and  they  have  been  published 
in  Natal,  and  a  General  Election  ordered 
on  the  basis  of  them.  It  would  be  very 
inconvenient,  if  not  dangerous,  to  give 
verbal  glosses  and  interpretations  of 
them  here,  which  might  be  transmitted 
to  Natal  in  an  abbreviated  and  confused 
fashion  injuriously  affecting  the  issues 
put  before  the  constituencies  of  the 
Colony. 

Sir  GEOEGE  CAMPBELL  asked 
whether  the  Natives  were  in  any  way 
to  be  consulted  with  regard  to  the  carry- 
ing out  of  these  arrangements? 

[No  answer  was  given.] 

THE    INDIA    OFFICE— THE    SHIPPING 

BUSINESS. 

Mb.  CODDINGTON  asked  the  Secre- 
tary of  State  for  India,  If  it  is  the  fact 
that  a  single  firm  of  brokers  have  re- 


cently been  appointed  to  do  the  whole 
shipning  business  of  the  India  Office  in 
Lonaon  and  most  of  the  outports ;  and, 
if  so,  why  this  change  has  been  made  ? 
The  Makquess  of  HARTINGTON  : 
Sir,  it  appeared  that  the  former  system 
of  taking  up  all  freight,  as  a  rule,  by 
open  tender,  gave  openings  for  com- 
bination amone  the  brokers  against  the 
interests  of  the  Government,  and,  in 
consequence,  a  new  system  has  been 
adopted  for  six  months  as  an  experi- 
ment. A  firm  of  shipping  brokers  is 
now  employed  to  obtain  and  submit  for 
consideration  ofiPers  of  freight  for  India, 
in  order  that,  through  them,  the  India 
Office  may  be  assisted  in  ascertaining 
the  state  of  the  shipping  market,  and  in 
conducting  the  necessary  negotiations 
and  shipping  currangements  with  a  view 
to  securing  favourable  terms.  The  results 
have,  so  far,  been  very  satisfactory. 

STATE  OF  IRELAND— SEIZURE  OF  THE 
*«  IRISH  WORLD  •'  NEWSPAPER. 

Mr.  lewis  asked  Mr.  Attorney 
General  for  Ireland,  Whether,  if  the 
Gt)vernment  has  been  served  in  respect 
of  the  seizure  of  the  **  Irish  World " 
newspaper  in  the  Post  Office,  he  will 
state  to  the  House  under  what  Act  of 
Parliament  or  Law,  written  or  unwritten, 
the  Government  has  acted  in  making 
such  seizure  ? 

The  ATTOENEY  GENERAL  for 
IRELAND  (Mr.  W.  M.  Johnson)  :  Sir, 
it  is  out  of  no  disrespect  to  the  hon. 
Member  that  I  can  give  no  other  answer 
to  his  Question  than  that  Her  Majesty's 
Government  has  acted  in  this  matter 
under  proper  legal  advice. 

WAYS  AND  MEANS-TAXATION  OF 
REAL  PROPERTY. 

Sir  BALDWYN  LEIGHTON  asked 
Mr.  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer,  Whe- 
ther, in  the  readjustment  of  the  taxation 
on  real  property  referred  to  in  the  Speech 
from  the  Throne,  it  is  the  intention  of 
the  Government  to  deal  only  with  local 
rates,  or  with  all  such  taxation  as  can 
be  shown  to  be  inequitably  charged  on 
land  or  houses  ;  such  as  the  incidence  of 
the  land  tax  formerly  levied  equally  on 
personalty  under  the  Act  4th  William 
and  Mary,  cap.  I  ;  the  inequalities  of 
income  tax  on  lands  and  houses  under 
Schedule  A,  levied  on  the  gross  income, 
whether  paid  ot  nol  \  Wi^  cq^\»  c^^  y^JXXnr. 
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prosecution  charged  on  the  sheriffs  of 
counties ;  the  Succession  Duties  in  cer- 
tain cases ;  and  other  unequal  taxation ; 
and,  if  not,  whether,  in  view  of  the 
g^eat  agricultural  depression,  he  will 
g^ve  his  attention  to  the  same  with  a 
view  to  equitable  and  early  relief  ? 

The  chancellor  of  the  EXCHE- 
QUER (Mr.  Gladstone)  :  Sir,  the 
Question  of  my  hon.  Friend  opens  the 
entire  subject  of  direct  taxation  in  its 
application  to  land,  and  invites  me  to 
deal  with  it  during  the  present  Session. 
It  is  a  subject  so  large  and  complicated 
that  I  really  doubt  whether  it  could  be 
dealt  with  at  once  under  even  the  most 
favourable  circumstances  as  to  time,  and 
when  everything  was  quite  ripe  for 
handling  it.  At  present  I  do  not  think 
that  time  has  arrived,  and  I  cannot  hold 
out  any  expectation  of  such  an  event. 

WAYS  AND  MEANS— THE  TEA  AND 
COFFEE  DUTIES. 

Mr.  MACFARLANE  asked  Mr.  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer,  If,  before  the 
introduction  of  the  annual  Budget  state- 
ment for  this  year,  he  will  take  into  his 
serious  consideration  the  desirability  of 
reducing  or  abolishing  the  Duties  upon 
tea  and  coffee,  the  consumption  of  these 
beverages  tending  to  the  promotion  of 
temperance  and  sobriety;  and,  if  the 
revenue  cannot  bear  the  loss  that  would 
arise  from  this  step,  he  will  consider  the 
possibility  of  making  good  the  deficiency 
by  increasing  the  tax  upon  spirits  two 
shillin^H  a  gallon  ? 

The  CHANCELLOR  of  the  EXCHE- 
QUER  (Mr.  Gladstone)  :  Sir,  the  Ques- 
tion of  my  hon.  Friend  is  of  a  kind  which 
it  is  the  uniform  rule  of  the  Finance 
Minister  to  decline  answering;  and  I 
have  to  apologize  to  him  and  to  the  House 
for  having  been  inadvertently  led  to  de- 
viate from  this  rule  during  the  present 
year.  I  can  hardly  excuse  myself  for  it, 
except  by  saying  that  I  think  it  was  ray 
first  fault  in  that  respect,  by  answering 
in  regard  to  one  or  two  particular  duties 
that  would  not  be  interfered  with.  I 
have  felt  the  inconvenience  of  that  in 
the  cropping  up  of  one  or  two  other 
Questions,  for  I  have  been  asked  whe- 
ther other  duties  will  be  interfered 
with?  The  hon.  Member  is  probably 
well  enough  acquainted  with  the  balance 
of  the  Revenue  to  be  able  to  form  an 
opinion  for  himself  on  the  subject.  In 
MtMng  to  be  excused  from  giving  an 
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answer  to  the  present  Question,  I  hope 
the  bad  example  which  I  set  in  the  pre- 
sent year  will  only  be  remembered  for 
the  purpose  of  avoiding  it,  inasmuch  as 
the  practice  is,  in  certaiu  states  of  the 
Public  Revenue,  a  very  g^eat  public  in- 
convenience indeed  if  it  were  to  be  imi- 
tated. 

CUSTOMS  AND  INLAND  REVENUE- 
SEIZURE  OF  MALT  COFFEE. 

Mr.  WHITLEY  asked  Mr.  Chancellor 
of  the  Exchequer,  Whether  the  attention 
of  the  Government  has  been  called  to  a 
recent  seizure,  by  the  Excise  authorities 
in  Liverpool,  of  an  article  known  as  malt 
coffee,  sold  undisguisedly  as  a  mixture 
of  malt  and  coffee;  and,  whether,  having 
regard  to  the  recent  Treasury  Minute  of 
20th  January  last,  permitting  the  im- 
portation of  "  any  vegetable  matter  ap- 
plicable to  the  uses  of  coffee  or  chicory, 
roasted  or  ground,  mixed  without  re- 
ference to  the  proportion  of  the  mixture," 
and  having  regard  also  to  the  permitted 
mixture  of  other  vegetable  substances 
with  cocoa,  the  Government  are  pre- 
pared to  relax  any  old  Law  which  may 
operate  as  a  restriction  on  Home  trade, 
and  so  encourage  British  manufactures, 
if  it  should,  upon  investigation,  be  held 
that  the  article  in  question  is  an  infringe- 
ment of  any  existing  Law  ? 

Lord  FREDERICK  CAVENDISH: 
Yes,  Sir ;  the  attention  of  the  Treasury 
has  been  called  by  the  hon.  Member,  and 
by  the  noble  Lord  his  Colleague,  to  the 
circumstances  mentioned  in  his  first 
Question.  The  seizure  was  made  by  the 
Excise  authorities  in  pursuance  of  the 
Act  43  Geo,  III.  c.  129,  which  enacts,  in 
Section  5,  that  if  any  article  prepared 
for  the  purpose  of  resembling  coffee 
shall  be  found  in  the  possession  of  any 
dealer,  it  shall  be  forfeited,  and  the 
dealer  fined  £100.  Moreover,  no  duty 
had  been  paid  upon  the  malt.  With 
reference  to  the  second  Question,  I  have 
to  observe  that  there  is  nothing  opposed 
to  the  above-mentioned  section  in  the 
recent  Treasury  Minute.  In  1860  a 
duty  was  imposed  on  chicory,  or  any 
other  vegetable  matter  applicable  to  the 
uses  of  coffee  or  chicory ;  the  object  of 
that  duty  being,  as  was  stated  by  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer,  to  protect 
the  coffee  revenue,  which  could  not  be 
expected  to  grow  so  long  as  an  article 
that  assumes  the  appearance  of  coffee  is 
admitted  free,  while  coffee  itself  paji  a 
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high  duty.  The  duty  on  coffee  and  on 
chicory,  or  any  other  vegetable  matter 
applicable  to  the  uses  of  coffee  or  chi- 
cory, has  since  that  time  been  equal ; 
and  the  recent  Treasury  Minute  has 
simply  allowed  the  importation,  on  pay- 
ment of  duty,  of  mixtures,  the  compo- 
nents of  which  previously  paid  duty 
when  imported  separately.  The  Minute 
in  no  way  authorizes  the  sale  of  any 
article  previously  forbidden.  But  as 
malt  may  now  be  roasted  without 
any  duty  or  Excise  restriction,  the 
Bevenue  would  be  endangered  if  a 
mixture  of  malt  and  coffee  were  allowed 
to  be  made  in  this  country  and  sold  as 
coffee. 


WAYS   AND    MEANS -THE  FINANCIAL 

STATEMENT. 

Lord  GEORGE  HAMILTON  asked 
Mr.  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer,  If  he 
intends  to  suspend,  before  the  Eaater 
holidays,  the  Debates  upon  the  Cloture 
for  the  purpose  of  introducing  the  Budget 
for  1882-83;  and,  if  so,  upon  what 
day  ? 

The  chancellor  of  the  EXCHE- 
QUER (Mr.  Gladstone)  :  The  noble 
Lord  is  aware  that  it  is  the  practice  to 
have  the  Accounts  made  up  on  the  31st 
of  March;  and  as  the  Ist  of  April  is  the 
Saturday  before  Passion  week,  that  will 
make  it  an  impossibility  to  propo8e  the 
Budget  before  Easter.  I  will  endeavour 
before  Easter  to  give  a  convenient  Notice 
of  the  day.  There  will  be  no  adjourn- 
ment of  the  Procedure  Debate  with  a 
view  to  the  Budget. 

PARLIAMENT— THE  EASTER 
RECESS. 

Sir  STAFFORD  NORTHCOTE:  Can 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Prime 
Minister  give  the  House  any  information 
in  regard  to  the  Easter  Holidays  ? 

Mr.  GLADSTONE:  We  shall  pro- 
pose that  the  House  should  pursue  the 
course  which  has  become  common  of 
late  years.  Last  year  the  holiday  was 
lengthened  somewhat,  in  consequence  of 
the  length  of  the  time  the  House  had 
been  labouring  before  Easter.  This  year 
it  is  the  average  time,  and  we  propose 
to  do  what  has  been  usual  of  late  years. 
We  shall  meet  on  the  Tuesday  in  Passion 
week  for  a  Morning  Sitting,  and  then 
adjourn  till  the  Monday  week  follow- 
ing. 


NAVY— TRANSPORT  OF  TROOPS  FROM 

NATAL. 

Mr.  OARBUTT:  I  beg  to  ask  the 
Secretary  to  the  Admiralty  a  Question 
of  which  I  have  g^ven  him  private 
Notice,  and  in  doing  so  it  must  not  be 
supposed  that  I  believe  one  word  of  the 
statement  which  I  am  about  to  read. 
My  Question  is,  Whether  there  is  any 
truth  in  the  charge  against  the  Govern- 
ment contained  in  the  following  leading 
article  which  appeared  in  The  Perthshire 
Constitutional  on  the  15th  of  March — 
namely : — 

"  From  the  extracts  which  are  published  in 
another  part  of  to-day's  paper,  it  would  appear 
as  if  Sir  Donald  Oarrie  is  not  supporting  Mr. 
Gladstone  for  nothing.  The  Government  is 
accused  of  showing  a  distinct  partiality  for  the 
line  of  steamers  managed  by  the  Member  for 
Perthshire.  All  the  troops,  it  is  said,  now  being 
sent  home  from  South  Africa  are  being  con- 
veyed by  the  Castle  line — ^none  whatever  being 
sent  by  the  Union  Line,  although  it  carries  the 
mails  on  alternative  weeks.  The  name  of  Mr. 
Gladstone  is  associated  with  manv  scandalous 
pieces  of  jobbery ;  but  if  the  information  we 
publish  to-day  be  correct,  there  could  be  nothing 
more  disgraceful." 

Mr.  TEEVELYAN:  Sir,  this  state- 
ment  has  been  copied  into  so  many 
papers,  and  leading  articles  are  being 
written  in  many  papers  which  ought  to 
know  better,  that  it  is  due  to  the  hon. 
Member  for  Perthshire  and  the  Admi- 
ralty that  I  should  state  how  the  case 
really  stands.  When  it  was  decided  to 
bring  away  part  of  the  force  at  Natal, 
tenders  were  advertised  for  on  the  2nd 
of  September,  1881,  with  all  the  usual 
amount  of  publicity.  On  the  appointed 
day  tenders  were  received  from  the  two 
Mail  Companies  at  rates  per  head  for 
the  men  conveyed,  and  from  12  other 
ships  on  time  charter.  These  tenders 
were  reported  on  to  their  Lordships  in 
the  following  terms  : — 

^*  The  tenders  of  transports  are  all  at  rates  that 
would  work  out  for  troops  home  much  higher 
than  the  tender  of  Messrs.  Currie  and  Co.,  which 
is  the  lowest  rate  at  which  troops  have  ever 
been  conveyed  by  steamer  either  to  or  from  the 
Capo." 

Upon  this  Beport  their  Lordships  con- 
firmed the  engagement.  In  December, 
1881,  tenders  were  again  advertised  for 
with  the  same  publicity.  This  time  seven 
ships  were  offered  on  time  charter,  while 
Messrs.  Currie  and  Go.  alone  tendered 
at  rates  per  head,  which  rates  resulted 
in  a  much  lower  ohAX^«  ^%ki\^  \.\^xl^- 
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to  make  an  empty  Toyage  out,  could  not  i^uiiuisjiju.  

compete  with  the  low  ratoe  per  head  Sib    WALTEE    B.    BAfiTTELOT 

offered  by  a  regular  packet  eervica  for  ashed  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord 

the  homevard  voyage.     On  two  eubee-  Lieutenant  of  Ireland,  Whether  he  had 

quent  occasions,  therefore,  in  January  heard  that  three  groas  outrages  hadjuat 

and  Maroh  of  this  year,  the  Department  o^icuired  in  Ireland  as  reported  in  the 

obtained  their  Lordships'  aanction  for  evening  papers ;  whether  ne  had  heard 

applying  to  the  two  mail  Hues  only,  the  that  Mr.  Qeorge  Crawford,  of  Stirrups- 

result  beins  that  Messrs.  Ourrie  and  Co.  town,  near  Clonmellon,  was  driving  to 

made  the  lowest  offer  in  the  first  case,  church  with  his  family  yesterday  moru- 

aod  tiie  Union  Company  did  so  in  the  ing,  was  fired  at  and  seriously  wounded, 

hut.   In  bath  oases,  of  course,  the  lowest  and  now  lying  in  a  precarious  condition; 

offer  carried  it.     The  result  has  been  ex-  whether  he  had    heard   that    between 

tremely  satisfactory,  both  as  regards  the  twelve  and  one  o'clock  this  morning  the 

terms  secured  and  the  manner  in  which  police  on  their  rounds,  in  Tighe-street, 

the  serrioe  has  been  performed.     The  Dublin,  came  upou  the  body  of  a  young 

idea  that  the  Prime  Minister  was  cog-  man  lying  insensible  id  the  roadway, 

nizant  of  these  transactions,    to   those  who  had  been  shot  just  below  the  ear.a 

who  know  how  business  of  this  nature  wound    three    inches  deep   being   dis- 

is  oondnoted  in  an  English  Public  De-  covered ;    and,  lastly,  whether  he  had 

partment,  needs  neither  comment  nor  re-  heard  that  Sub-Inspector  Doherty  had 

intation.  been  shot  by  a  revolver  at  Boyle,  and 

Mb,  CABBUTT  :   In  consequence  of  vaa  not  expected  to  recover  ? 

the  answer  given  by  the  Secretary  to  the  Mb.  W.  E.  FOBSTER  said,  he  bad 

Admiral^.IbegtogiveNoticetbatlwill  heard  of  the  murder,  but  could  give  no 

ask  the  Under  Secretary  of  State  for  the  information  as  to  the  motives  for  it.  He 

Colonies,  Whether  his  attention  has  been  was  unable  to  answer  the  latter  part  of 

called  to  a  scurrilous  leading  article  in  the  Question,  as  to  which  the  hon.  and 

Th»  Mantht*tfr  Couritr  of  ue  13tb  of  gallant  Gentleman  had  better  gjve  No- 

Harch,   and  whether  he  will  lay  upon  tice.     He  had  not  yet  read  the  eveniag 

the  Table  of  the  House  any  Papers  con-  papers, 
nected  with  the  relief  of  Ekowe,  which 

bear  upon  the  services  of  the  hon.  Mem-  EVICTIONS      (IRELAND)  —  FABUS 

ber  for  Perthshire  ?  BOUGHT    UP     BY     THE    EUGB- 
GEKCY  COMMITTEE. 
Mu.  M'COAN  asked  the  Chief  Secre- 

S»    WALTEE     B     BABTTEMT  ^I'tW  L'^i^S'SZ'.Ei  tSS 

»>ked  the  Oh„t  S»rel„j  to  ths  Lord  ,,,,  Hoa.o  .  HetupQ  of  tK  totj  numbet 

LieuWnant  of  Muid, Whether  .ijet.™  „,  ,j„„^  .^j^^  ^^  j„^  j^  j^.^^ 

h«l  been  t.kej  for  the  di««,.rv  ot  the  ,y„,,  j,j  ;,„„  ^       ^,  ^        ^^  ^  ^ 

perpetrator,  of  the  outrage  o«  fc  0«-  i;„       ency  Conmittle  .iieothe  peedig 

ter  »hile  retarniiig  from  BelmiJlet  fur;  „f  ,he  Land  Art ? 

whether  .i.jiiitimi.Uon  had  been  re.  jj,  ^  j,  fqesteH  asked  the  hon. 

ceived  of  a  threat  mad.  to  .hoot  the  i[e„b„  i„  gi„  Notio.  of  the  Qnertion. 

»idow  and  bnrn    down   her   house   in  He  .017  muoh  doubted  whether  ho  h»i 

whieh  the  wounded  Mr.  Carter  wu  now  ,„'„,,,  „„„  „,  „b,^„gUieBe. 

lying;  and,  whether  any  steps  had  been  i;„^„                                              ° 

taken    to   protect    the  widow  and    her  Me.M'COAN:  The  sheriffs, 
house  r 

Mb.  W.  E.  FOESTEE,  in  replv,  said, 

that,  as  to  the  first  part  of  the  Suction  PROTECTION    OF   PERSON   AND  PRO- 

the  poUce  had  reoeiVed  orders  to  do  their  P^^^^  (IRELAND)  ACT,  I88I-AHRB3T 

ntmMt  to  discover  the  perpetrators  of  ^F  MICHAEL  SLAITERT. 

the  outra^.    As  to  the  latter  part  of  Mb.  BEDMOND  asked  the  Chief  Se- 

the  Question,  the  threat  had  been  made,  cretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ire- 

■nd  ^e  police  were  carefolly  watching  land, Whether  it  was  a  fact  that  Miohad 

em  the  ta&tj  of  the  widow.  Slattery  waa  arrested  la  Olonmel  on  16tk 
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Januory  last  at  five  o'clock  in  the  mom- 
lag,  and  conveyed  to  Naas  Qaol,  where 
he  arrived  at  two  o'clock  in  the  after- 
noon, and  that  he  was  not  permitted  to 
receive  any  food  during  the  journey ; 
and,  whether  he  would  give  general  in- 
atructions  that  in  future  necessary  re- 
freshmentB  should  be  supplied  to  sus- 
pects OD  their  way  to  prison  ? 

Mk.  W.  E.  FORSTER,  in  reply,  said, 
Slattery  was  offered  breakfast  at  Lime- 
rick JunodoD,  but  refused  to  take  it.  He 
took  a  quart  of  ale,  however. 


y  OTICE. 

PARLIAMENT  —  BUSINESS      OF     THE 
HOUSE— THE  NEW  RULES  OF  PRO- 
CEDURE. 
Mr.  GLADSTONE:    I  beg  to  give 
Notice  that,  after  the  House  ^all  have 
disposed  of  the  Resolutions  as  to  Pro- 
cedure as  far  as  Resolution  1 2,  I  sball 
move  tbat  the  first  seven,  and  also  the 
last  three,  ba  made  Standing  Orders  of 
the  House ;  the  other  two,  being  Amend- 
ments of  Standing  Orders,  will  not  re- 
quire any  special  Motion. 

ORDERS     OF    TRE    DAY. 


PARLIAMENT  —  BUSINESS     OF     TUE 
HOUSE  (PUTTING  THE  QUESTION). 

RESDLUTIOH.      ADJOURNED   DEBATE. 
[SECONIl   NIOHT.] 

Order  read,  for  resuming  Adjourned 

Debate     on    Amendment    proposed    to 
Question  [20th  February], 

"  That  when  it  ahall  apppsr  to  Mr.  Speaker, 
or  to  Iho  Chairman  of  a  Committci>  of  the  wliolc 
House,  during  any  Debate,  t<i  bo  tlie  ovidtiit 
meaan  of  the  House,  or  of  the  Committee,  that 
the  Question  be  now  put,  he  may  so  inform  the 
House,  or  the  Committee;  and,  if  a  Motion  be 
made,  '  That  the  QucHtion  be  now  put,'  Mr. 
Speaker,  or  the  Chairniao,  shall  forthwith  put 
such  Question;  and,  if  the  snmo  bo  decided  in 
the  flffirmatire,  the  Question  under  diacussioa 
hIibU  be  put  forthwith  ;  Provided  that  the  Ques- 
tion sball  not  be  decided  in  the  affirmative,  if  a 
Division  be  tuken,  unless  it  shall  appear  to  have 
been  supported  by  more  than  two  hundred 
Members,  or  unless  it  shall  appear  to  hAvo  beon 
opposed  by  less  than  forty  Membera  and  sup- 
ported by  more  than  one  hundred  Members." — 
(.tff.  Gladttoiu.) 

And  which  Amendment  was, 


-words  "no  Rules  ot  Prooadure  vill  b«  satia> 
fnetory  to  this  House  which  confer  tbs  powgr 
of  cloaioK  a  DebaU  upon  a  mt^oritjr  of  Mem- 
bert,"— (Jfr.  Murriott,) 
— instead  thereof. 

Question  again  proposed,  "That  the 
words  'when  it  snail  appear  to  Mr. 
Speaker,'  stand  part  of  the  Qaeetion." 

Debate  rttwntd. 

Ub.  RAIEE8  said,  that  the  House 
would  remember  that  varioos  remon- 
strances had  been  addressed  to  the  right 
hon.  Qentlemau  the  First  Lord  of  the 
Treasury  in  order  that  the  discussion  of 
the  question  might  proceed  in  unbroken 
continuity.  Those  remonstranoes  had 
failed  utogether.  He  (Mr.  Raikes) 
should  not  nave  referred  to  it,  had  it 
not  been  that  since  the  debate  had  been 
adjourned,  they  had  been  made  familiar 
with  a  process  which  had  been  exten- 
sively practised  out-of-doors,  and  which 
was  oommonly  called  "  the  manufacture 
of  public  opinion."  An  eminent  pro- 
fessor of  that  black  art  sat  very  near 
the  Prime  Minister ;  and  he  therefore 
thought  it  was  just  as  well  to  place  upon 
record,  at  the  moment  of  resuming  this 
debate,  the  peculiar  circumstances  which 
had  caused  its  continued  adjournment. 
He  wished  to  point  out  that  the  seven 
days  which  had  been  subtracted  from 
the  debate  on  these  Bules  of  Procedure 
had  been  taken,  not  in  consequence  of 
any  action  on  the  part  of  those  sitting  on 
that  side  of  the  House,  nor  on  the  part 
of  any  independent  Members  of  the 
House,  but  that  this  interval  had  been 
occupied  with  other  Business  solely  on 
theinvitation  of  the  Leader  of  the  House, 
and  that  he,  and  he  alone,  was  respon- 
sible for  all  this  cousumption  of  time. 
It  was  necessary  to  remind  the  House 
that  even  had  the  Rules  been  already 
passed  that  Session,  they  oould  not  have 
been  brought  to  bear  so  as  to  accelerate 
the  course  of  Public  Business.  As  it 
iiad  been  his  (Mr.  Baikes's)  lot  to  deal 
with  Parliamentary  Obstruction,  the 
House  would  pardon  him  if  he  stated 
)ome  of  the  reasons  which  led  him  to 
regret  not  only  that  the  Qovemment 
bad  brought  forward  this  particular  pro- 
posal, but  had  put  it  in  the  front  of  their 
proposals,  so  as  to  make  it  appear  to  the 
::ountry  as  if  this  were  the  end-all  and 
tie-all  of  their  scheme ;  and  that  their 
3ther  Resolutions,  however  admirable — 
»nd  he  thought  some  of  th.«m.  -^wv^  «&- 
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mirable — were  dwarfed  to  comparative 
insignificance  by  the  paramount  import- 
ance attached  to  the  first.  The  proposal 
contained  in  this  Eesolution  was  recom- 
mended on  four  distinct  and  various 
grounds :  One  was  that  it  would  be  in 
conformity  with  the  practice  prevailing 
in  contemporary  institutions;  another, 
that  it  could  be  justified  by  Constitu- 
tional precedent;  a  third — though  this 
was  not  put  by  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man himself — that  it  was  rendered  neces- 
sary by  Party  exigencies ;  and,  finally, 
that  it  was  a  fitting  demonstration  of  the 
patriotic  indignation  aroused  by  the  ob- 
structive proceedings  in  that  House.  He 
would  deal  first  with  contemporary  in- 
stitutions. It  appeared  from  the  replies 
g^ven  by  our  Bepresentatives  abroad  to 
a  Circular  of  Earl  Granville  that  the 
eldture  existed  as  a  recognized  institution 
in  the  Legislative  Assemblies  of  France, 
Germany,  Austria,  the  United  States, 
and  several  other  minor  countries.  But  it 
was  not  universal.  The  exceptions  were 
all  of  them  noteworthy,  and  especially 
that  of  a  country  whose  case  seemed 
to  the  Prime  Minister  so  unimportant 
that,  of  course  by  inadvertence,  he  quoted 
it  as  an  example  of  the  eldture — he  re- 
ferred to  Hungary.  Now  the  eldture  did 
not  exist  in  the  Representative  Assem- 
blies of  Hungary,  Portugal,  Spain,  and 
Sweden  and  Norway ;  and  anyone  who 
for  a  moment  compared  those  countries, 
politically,  perhaps,  of  less  consequence, 
with  those  in  which  the  Kule  obtained, 
would  at  once  perceive  an  important 
point  of  difference.  They  were  coun- 
tries in  which  Parliamentary  government 
was  of  ancient  growth,  where  freedom, 
through  whatever  vicissitudes  it  might 
have  passed,  was  an  inmiemorial  tradi- 
tion, and  where  the  Assemblies  were 
much  more  worthy  of  being  styled  a 
Parliament,  and  not  merely  a  Legislative 
Body  such  as  those  Assemblies  in  which 
the  provision  of  the  eldture  existed.  In 
the  countries  where  the  eldture  existed 
representative  institutions  had  either 
been  the  outcome  of  revolutionary  out- 
breaks or  of  the  indulgent  whim  of  some 
benevolent  despot ;  and  particularly  in 
Germany  and  Austria  a  combination  of 
these  two  causes;  and,  like  the  ugly 
child  of  uglv  parents,  they  carried  in 
their  unlovely  features  reminders  of 
both  the  sources  from  which  they  were 
derived— on  the  one  hand,  the  licence  of 
domooraoj;  and,  on  the  other,  the  hard 
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hand  of  despotism.  The  cloture^  if  it 
were  desirable  to  exhibit  its  most  un- 
pleasing  aspect  to  those  who  took  an 
interest  in  Constitutional  history  and 
Parliamentary  practice,  could  hardly  be 
better  presented  to  them  than  by  indi- 
cating the  fact  that  it  obtained  almost 
exclusively  in  novel  Bodies,  unaccustomed 
to  liberty,  and  devoted  to  special  pur- 
poses, which  formed  only  a  part  of  what 
Englishmen  understood  to  be  the  duties 
of  Parliament.  But  that  was  not  the 
only  lesson  to  be  drawn  from  the  Papers 
presented  to  the  House.  There  were 
also  other  Papers  purporting  to  give  an 
account  of  the  Procedure  in  the  different 
Colonial  Assemblies,  from  which  it  ap- 
peared that  the  eldture  had  been  estab- 
lished and  worked  well — it  always  worked 
well — in  Tasmania,  South  Australia,  the 
Cape  of  Good  Hope,  and  New  Zealand. 
It  had  been  tried,  but  not  renewed,  in 
the  great  Colony  of  Victoria,  and,  as 
far  as  he  knew,  it  did  not  exist  in  the 
greater  Dominion  of  Canada,  or  in  the 
large  and  valuable  Colony  of  New  South 
Wales ;  and  with  all  respect  to  the  L^is- 
latures  of  Adelaide  and  Hobart  Town,  he 
submitted  that  their  example  was  not  more 
important  to  the  House  of  Commons  than 
would  be  a  bye-law  of  the  Corporation 
of  Nottingham,  or  of  the  Local  Board  of 
Oswaldtwistle.  A  much  more  significant 
fact  was  the  date  of  the  Circular.  It  was 
a  point  to  which  he  wished  to  ccJl  the  at- 
tention of  the  nght  hon.  Gentleman  the 
First  Lord  of  the  Treasury.  A  great  deal 
had  been  said  of  Obstruction,  and  it  had 
often  been  urged  that  the  Obstruction, 
particularly  during  last  Session,  of  hon. 
Members  below  the  Gangway  on  that 
side  of  the  House  made  some  sort  of 
eldture  necessary.  It  was  singular,  then, 
to  find  that  the  Circular  of  Lord  Gran- 
ville, respecting  the  eldture  in  other  coun- 
tries, was  dated  August  25,  1880.  The 
prescient  eye  of  the  Secretary  of  State  for 
Foreign  Affairs — he  sometimes  wished  the 
noble  Earl  was  a  Member  of  the  House 
of  Commons — had  foreseen  the  coming 
trouble ;  and  the  noble  Earl,  either  with 
or  without  consultation  with  his  Col- 
leagues, and  when  he  had  not  been  more 
than  three  months  in  Office,  addressed 
this  Circular  to  Her  Majesty's  Represen- 
tatives abroad,  imploring  them  to  obtain 
for  him  information  with  respect  to  the 
establishment  of  the  eldture  in  other 
countries.  That  Circular  had  a  certain 
reference,  by  a  curioua  aooident,  to  a 
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publication  of  some  importance  which 
appeared  also  in  August ;  but  in  the 
year  1879,  exactly  one  year  before 
Lord  Granville  in  his  Circular  invited 
materials  for  the  establishment  of  the 
eldture  in  the  House,  the  right  hon. 
Gentlenran  the  Prime  Minister  was 
writing  on  the  subject  in  The  Nineteenth 
Century,  He  (Mr.  Eaikes)  was  sorry  to 
find  that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  had 
shown,  by  his  leaving  the  House,  that 
he  did  not  wish  to  hear  him  (Mr.  Kaikes) 
Quote  that  article ;  but  at  that  time,  no 
aoubt,  circumstances  were  wholly  differ- 
ent from  what  they  were  in  the  previous 
year.  He  would  not  read  the  best  of  his 
extracts  from  the  article  to  which  he  re- 
ferred, because  they  had  been  already 
used  earlier  in  the  debate  by  the  hon. 
and  learned  Member  for  Brighton  (Mr. 
Marriott) ;  but  he  should  like  to  com- 
municate one  or  two  of  them  to  the 
House.  In  that  article  the  Prime  Minis- 
ter said — 

*'To  prolong  debate  even  bj  persistent  re- 
iteration on  legislative  measures  is  not  neces- 
sarily an  outrage,  an  offence,  or  even  an  indis- 
cretion. For  in  some  cases  it  is  only  by  the 
nse  of  this  instrument  that  a  small  minority 
with  strong  views  can  draw  adequate  attention 
to  thoso  views.  By  adequate  attention  I  mean 
attention  proi)ortioned  to  their  real  value  or  to 
the  public  impressions  connected  with  them, 
and  the  inconveniences  which  may  follow  from 
their  being  disregarded.  There  are  abundant 
instances  in  which  obstruction  of  this  kind  has 
led  to  the  removal  of  perilous  or  objectionable 
matters  from  legislative  measures,  and  thus  to 
the  avoidance  of  great  public  evils." 

They  knew  that  ''  nothing  succeeds  like 
success ;  "  and  it  appeared  that  the  test 
of  legitimate  Obstruction,  in  the  opinion 
of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  was  only 
that  it  should  be  in  some  measure  suc- 
cessful. He  wished  also  to  quote  an- 
other passage  from  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man's article — 

**  It  is  precisely  in  the  class  of  cases  where 
the  Party  is  small  and  the  convictions  strong 
that  the  best  instances  of  warrantable  Obstnic. 
tion  may  be  found." 

If  he  might  interpolate  a  remark,  he 
fancied  that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman, 
in  writing  those  words,  might  have  had 
in  his  mind  the  occasion  on  which  he 
formed  a  minority  of  1,  with  a  signal 
and  brilliant  success,  and  spoke,  as  he 
(Mr.  Raikes)  believed,  15  columns  of 
The  Times  newspaper — surely  a  notable 
instance  of  the  Party  being  small  and  the 
convictions  strong.      [Mr.  Gladstone  : 


What  was  the  date  of  that  ?]  In  1857. 
He  was  speaking  of  the  IHvorce  Bill. 
However,  the  quotation  went  on — 

"  The  offence  [that  is,  Obstmction]  hardly  can 
be  so  dealt  with  in  a  case  where  the  subject  in 
debate  is  wide  and  of  real  public  moment ;  still 
less  in  a  case  where  it  is  one  on  which  the  public 
has  lively  susceptibilities  marshalled  on  the  side 
of  the  obstructor,  least  of  all  where  he  can  show 
that  by  his  tenacity  he  has  been  able  to  modify 
the  action  of  the  Government  and  the  provisions 
of  the  law.  When  we  apply  these  tests  to  the 
case  commonly  known  as  that  of  a  few  Iridi 
Members  in  connection  with  the  flogging  clauses 
of  the  Army  and  Navy  Bill,  the  keenest  advo- 
cate of  penal  measures  against  them  may,  per- 
haps, be  led  to  pause." 

It  appeared,  however,  that  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  had  not  paused  very 
long.  While  dealing  with  the  point, 
inasmuch  as  he  (Mr.  Baikes)  had  had 
to  sit  through  2 1  nights  of  the  discus- 
sion on  the  Army  and  Navy  Bill,  he 
would  quote  what  another  eminent 
Liberal  authority,  who  was  not  now  a 
Member  of  the  House,  had  said  on  the 
subject ;  and,  bearing  in  mind  the  refer- 
ence of  the  Prime  Minister  to  the  Irish 
Members,  he  would  compare  his  views 
with  those  of  the  right  hon.  Gentle* 
man.  In  Ths  Nineteenth  Century  Review, 
October,  1880,  Lord  Sherbrooke  wrote — 

'*  I  am  very  sorry  to  have  to  admit  that  in  the 
discussions  on  the  Mutiny  Bill  and  on  the  ques- 
tion of  flogging  especially,  the  evil  and  dis- 
creditable practice  of  deliberately  wasting  the 
public  time  was  largely  resorted  to  in  quarters 
from  which  better  things  might  have  been 
expected.*' 

He  (Mr.  Eaikes)  thought  the  noble 
Lord  might  have  added,  if  he  had  the 
article  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  be- 
fore him,  that  that  practice  had  been 
countenanced  in  quarters  from  which 
better  things  might  have  been  expected. 
There  was  only  one  other  extract  from 
the  article  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
with  which  he  would  trouble  the  House ; 
but  it  might  be  taken  as  having  a  special 
interest  in  connection  with  the  Business 
of  this  Session.  At  page  209  he  found 
these  words  of  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man— 

**The  lessons  read  and  to  be  read  to  the 
country  on  the  subject  of  Obstruction  ought  not 
to  have  for  their  main  text  the  conduct  of  the 
Irish  Members.  At  worst,  they  are  but  acces- 
sories. The  Executive  Qovemment  now  is  the 
principal  offender.  The  statement  thus  made 
ought  not,  however,  to  be  taken  for  granted. 
Our  Irish  friends  have  been  the  main  agents 
in  procuring  the  expenditure  of  20  or  21  days 
of  tho  Session  upon  the  coiiHidtration  of  a  now 
code  of  military  law." 
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The  House  would  excuse  him  (Mr. 
Haikes)  for  having  read  these  extracts, 
because  he  had  a  very  vivid  recollection 
of  the  proceedings  referred  to,  when  five 
or  six  weeks  of  the  Session  were  spent  in 
the  consideration  of  that  new  code  of 
military  law,  and  could  not  but  remem- 
ber that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  who 
now  asked  for  powers  greatly  in  excess 
of  any  that  had  ever  before  been  de- 
manded to  put  down  Obstruction,  was 
then  a  Member  of  the  House,  and  sat 
on  the  Opposition  Benches.  He  would 
now  give  a  few  words  to  the  question  of 
Constitutional  and  Parliamentary  prece- 
dent for  the  course  they  were  invited  to 
adopt ;  and,  with  respect  to  it,  the  Gk>- 
vemment,  he  was  bound  to  say,  had  not 
put  that  particularly  forward  in  their 
position.  Indeed,  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman, although  he  indulged  in  a  very 
lengthy  narrative  of  the  various  steps 
taken  at  various  times  to  modify  or  curtail 
the  length  of  debate  in  that  House,  was 
clearly  unwilling,  or  perhaps  unable,  to 
point  to  anything  he  could  regard  as  a 
good  precedent  in  the  history  of  this 
country  for  the  change  proposed.  But 
where  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  had 
feared  to  tread,  other  hon.  Members  of 
the  House  had  ventured  to  rush  in.  In  a 
letter  which  appeared  in  Th$  Titnen  rather 
more  than  a  year  ago,  a  storehouse  of 
great  archeeological  interest  was  opened 
to  the  gaze  of  England  by  the  noble 
Lord  the  Member  for  Oalne  (Lord  Ed- 
mond  Fitzmaurice),  and  the  hon.  and 
learned  Member  for  Southwark  (Mr. 
Bogers).  They  had  discovered  that  in 
the  early  part  of  the  1 7th  century  Beso- 
lutions  were  passed  and  an  Order  adopted 
by  the  House,  which  pointed  to  some 
means  of  arresting  and  checking  the 
progress  of  a  debate.  But  it  would  be 
found  that  these  precedents  referred 
entirely  to  the  personal  action  of  the 
Speaker  on  individual  Members;  and 
he  would  remind  the  House  that  the 
most  important  instance  to  which  the 
noble  Lord  and  the  hon.  and  learned 
Member  had  called  attention  had  refer- 
ence to  the  proceedings  connected  with 
the  judicial  murder  of  the  unfortunate 
Earl  of  Strafford,  and  that  the  Order  on 
which  they  relied  was  introduced  by  the 
House  apparently  with  a  view  to  ac- 
celerate the  debate  upon  the  question 
of  impeachment,  or  it  might  have  been 
— for  on  this  point  there  was  some  doubt 
^to  hasten  the  Bill  of  Attainder.    That 


was  rather  an  ugly  asflociation,  and  he 
ventured  to  think  that  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  might  well  say — *'  Defend 
me  from  my  friends,"  since  the  remark- 
able acumen  of  the  noble  Lord  and 
the  forensic  experience  of  the  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  could  furnish  him 
with  no  more  pertinent  examples  than 
those  unlucky  instances  of  the  occasional 
intolerance  of  the  House  in  the  early 
period  of  the  17th  century  afforded. 
There  was,  however,  a  more  recent  pre- 
cedent in  the  course  taken  by  the  House 
last  year — a  course  practically  wrung 
from  it  by  an  almost,  if  not  altogether, 
unprecedented  combination  of  circum- 
stances. The  House  had  been  com- 
pelled to  sit  during  a  length  of  time 
that  was  absolutely  intolerable,  and 
under  circumstances  of  themselves  abso- 
lutely insupportable.  It  was  engaged 
in  passing  a  measure  which,  by  the  con- 
sent of  the  enormous  majority  of  the 
House,  and  on  the  responsibility  of  Her 
Majesty's  Government,  was  declared  to 
be  absolutely  necessary  for  the  preserva- 
tion of  peace  and  order,  such  as  they 
were,  in  Ireland.  The  Speaker  had  found 
it  necessary  to  interpose,  and  at  last  to 
terminate  a  debate  which  appeared  to 
him  to  have  run  to  scandalous  lengths. 
And,  at  the  same  time,  the  Speaker  said, 
what  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  had  well 
reminded  the  House  of— that  he  did  so 
because  he  felt  that  he  ought  on  that 
occasion  to  take  that  course;  but  that  it 
was  a  course  which,  in  his  opinion, 
should  not  be  repeated ;  and  he  cast 
upon  the  House  the  responsibility  of 
dealing  with  the  evil  another  year.  The 
g^eat  feature  of  the  Urgency  Kesolution 
was  that  in  order  to  declare  a  state  of 
Urgency  for  a  particular  Bill,  which  was 
vouched  for  by  a  Minister  of  the  Crown 
as  being  of  the  highest  importance,  it 
was  necessary  to  obtain  a  majority  of  3 
to  1  after  that  declaration  had  been 
read.  And  the  Speaker  took  that  as  an 
indication  of  the  feeling  of  the  House  in 
the  Bule  which  he  shaped  that  wherever 
a  cldture  was  to  be  effected  in  any  de- 
bate, it  was  only  to  be  done  by  a  majority 
of  3  to  1.  Now,  he  (Mr.  Baikes)  wished 
to  point  out  that  the  Besolution  did  not 
apply  to  the  ordinary  transaction  of  the 
Business  of  the  House,  but  to  measures 
of  exceptional  and  paramount  urgency ; 
that  it  required  a  Cabinet  Minister  to 
make  a  solemn  declaration  to  the  House; 
that  800  Members,  at  least,  should  be 
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present ;  and  that  a  majority  of  three- 
fourths  should  agree  to  a  state  of  Ur- 
^ncy.  And  the  opeaker,  invested  with 
nis  exceptional  powers,  considered  it  to 
be  his  duty  to  lay  down,  f  urther,  that  no 
debate  should  be  closed  except  by  a 
majority  of  three-fourths  of  the  Mem- 
bers voting.  If  ever  there  was  a  pre- 
cedent fitting  to  the  case  in  which  it 
was  adduced,  it  was  that.  But  was  the 
ordinary  Business  of  the  House  to  be 
conducted  in  accordance  with  doctrines 
and  Hules  infinitely  more  stringent 
than  those  adopted  in  one  particu- 
lar case  of  extreme  Urgency,  and  in  the 
absence  of  the  Irish  Members,  when  it 
was  thought  necessary  to  prescribe  for 
the  further  conduct  of  a  particular  de- 
bate? The  right  hon.  Gentleman  did 
very  well  in  not  quoting  it  in  the  course 
of  the  debate,  but  only  referring  to  it  in 
the  most  incidental  manner,  because  any- 
one who  was  familiar  with  the  circum- 
stances under  which  Urgency  became  a 
Parliamentary  institution,  or  with  the 
form  in  which  it  was  brought  to  bear 
upon  the  House,  would  see  that  the  pro- 
posal now  before  it  was  not  merely  a 
very  great  step  in  advance,  but  an  at- 
tempt to  make  universal  and  general 
that  which  in  that  particular  case  was 
only  excused  on  the  ground  of  being 
particular  and  limited.  He  wished,  now, 
in  the  third  branch  of  his  speech,  to 
refer  to  an  argument  in  support  of  this 
proposal  which  had  been  used,  not  by 
the  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury,  but  by  a 
Member  of  the  Government,  second  only 
in  importance  to  that  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man— one  who  was  not  so  frequent  a 
speaker ;  but  the  country,  perhaps,  took 
all  the  more  interest  in  the  occasional 
speeches  which  he  made.  The  argument 
to  which  he  (Mr.  Eaikes)  referred  was 
derived  from  Party  expediency,  and  it 
had  been  made  use  of  by  the  noble 
Marquess  (the  Marquess  of  Hartington) 
in  addressing  his  constituents  at  Nelson, 
in  North-East  Lancashire,  on  the  17th 
of  December,  1881.  He  would  make  all 
excuses  for  the  noble  Marquess,  con- 
sidering the  circumstances  in  which  he 
found  himself.  Having  to  address  per- 
sons of  whom,  presumably,  he  did  not 
know  very  much,  and  with  whom  he  had 
not  at  least  been  in  frequent  contact,  the 
noble  Marquess  had  to  form  an  idea  of 
his  audience  by  selecting  some  salient 
type  of  the  sort  of  mind  he  would  wish 
to  influence.     In  North-East  Lancashire 


there  was  a  borough  of  some  political 
importance,  or,  at  least,  political  interest, 
because  it  sent  to  the  House  a  very  con- 
spicuous Member — he  (Mr.  Haikes)  re- 
ferred to  the  borough  of  Burnley.  He 
was  not  aware  whether  his  hon.  Friend 
(Mr.  Ey lands)  was  an  elector  of  North- 
East  Lancashire ;  but,  at  all  events,  he 
was  a  prominent  personage  in  that  dis- 
trict. The  noble  Marquess,  when  he  ad- 
dressed the  people  of  Nelson,  must  have 
had  in  his  mind's  eye  some  particular 
type  of  politician  whom  he  wished  to 
influence— one  not  presumably  fond  of 
curtailing  debate.  He  (Mr.  Baikes)  did 
not  know  whether  his  hon.  Friend  (Mr. 
Ky lands)  was  present  at  the  meeting ; 
but  he  was  sufficiently  present  in  spirit 
to  affect  the  mind  of  the  noble  Marquess. 
The  noble  Marquess  had  refrained  from 
addressing  the  hon.  Member  for  Burnley 
in  the  language  which  Lord  Sherbrooke 
had  used  in  his  article  in  The  I^ineteenth 
CtniMiry  of  October,  1880,  which  was  to 
this  efifeot — 

"Everyone  who  addresses  the  House  is  in 
poMt,  if  not  in  mm,  the  enemy  of  the  transaction 
of  Business.  He  has  what  Bentham  would  call 
an  anti-social  interest.'* 

If  the  noble  Marquess  had  wished  to 
persuade  the  hon.  Member  for  Bum- 
ley,  he  would  scarcely  have  told  him 
that  he  was  impaled  upon  the  horns  of 
an  ugly  classical  dilemma,  and  that  he 
was  either  **  in  poisg,  if  not  in  eiM,  the 
enemy  of  the  transaction  of  business," 
or  dwelt  upon  his  '*  anti-social  interest." 
The  noble  Marquess  had  been  much  too 
ingenious  for  that.  This  was  what  the 
noble  Marquess  said,  speaking  at  Nel- 
son on  December  17,  1881 — 

''  Before  I  conclude,  I  should  like  to  say  two 
or  three  words  upon  the  condition — the  present 
condition — of  Business  in  the  House  of  Com- 
mons, and  on  the  necessity  for  some  reform  of 
the  procedure  of  Parliament.  I  may  be  asked 
why  I  should  speak  upon  this  subject  in  the 
country  ?  It  may  seem  to  be  a  matter  for  the 
consideration  of  the  House  of  Commons  itself, 
and  of  the  House  of  Commons  only ;  but  it  is, 
in  my  opinion,  a  subject  in  which  the  country, 
as  well  as  the  House  of  Commons,  has  the  deepest 
interest.  And  I  will  teU  you  what  I  think  that 
interest  is." 

It  was  not  reform  of  the  Procedure  of 
that  House,  or  the  reconstruction  of  the 
Legislative  machine,  but — 

'*  It  is,  simply,  whether  the  country  cares  to 
have  any  of  those  great  legislative  reforms,  for 
which  it  voted  ut  the  last  Kloetion,  carried  into 
execution  durinj*  the,  dvLtaWow  c>l  \X\ft  «TS3BicvTi% 
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Parliament  or  not.  There  is  the  (^neetion  of 
local  government,  and,  connected  with  it,  the 
difficult  question  of  local  taxation." 

The  noble  Marquess  went  on  to  say — 

**  Bat  to  go  to  other  measures.  Do  you  care 
still,  as  you  cared  two  years  ago,  about  a 
thorough  reform  of  the  Land  Laws— a  reform  of 
our  land  system  which  will  make  the  land  less 
a  monopoly  in  the  hands  of  a  few  than  it  is 
now  P  ["  Hear,  hear  !"]  And  again,  do  you 
care,  as  you  cared  two  years  ago,  that  the 
county  franchise  should  he  assimilated  to  the 
borough  franchise— ["  Hear,  hear !"] — and  that 
that  measure  should  be  accompanied  by  a  redis- 
tribution of  seats  ?  " 

["  Hear ! "]  He  observed  that  the  latter 
proposal  was  not  so  loudly  cheered  by 
hon.  Members  opposite. 

**  Do  you  care,  as  some  of  you  cared  two  years 
ago,  that  the  question  as  to  the  restriction  of 
intemperance  and  the  reform  of  the  Licensing 
Laws  should  be  dealt  with  or  not  P  If  you  want 
any  of  those  things  done,  T  have  no  hesitation  in 
saying  that  the  first  thing  to  do  is  to  reform  the 
existing  procedure  in  Parliament.  Every  one 
of  these  subjects  offers  itself,  especially  the 
question  of  Parliamentary  Reform,  to  an  im- 
mense extent  to  the  proceedings  of  Parliamen- 
tary Obstruction.  There  is  not  one  of  them 
which  does  not  present  a  variety  of  sides  open 
to  attack,  and  which  the  opponents  of  every 
kind  will  be  able  to  avail  themselves  of  under 
our  existing  system,  and  which,  under  the  ob- 
structive proceedings  which  have  recently  been 
brought  to  so  great  a  perfection,  may  not  be 
successfully  obstructed.  In  speaking  my  own 
opinion  us  a  Member  of  Parliament,  and  not  as 
a  Member  of  the  Government,  whose  decision 
upon  this  subject  I  do  not  yet  know,  I  may  say 
I  am  of  opinion  that  no  remedy  will  be  found 
adequate  which  does  not  g^ve  to  the  House,  and 
to  a  majority  of  the  House,  far  greater  powers 
than  it  now  possesses  for  the  purpose  of  dis- 
posing of  its  own  time,  and  of  deciding  what 
subjects  it  will  discuss,  and  at  what  length  it 
shall  discuss  them." 

He  did  not  know  whether  the  noble  Mar- 
quess had  consulted  his  Colleagues  before 
he  went  down  to  Nelson  ;  but  certainly  he 
had  let  the  biggest  political  cat  ever  seen 
out  of  the  flimsiest  of  bags  on  that  occa- 
sion. That  was  the  way  in  which  the 
noble  Marquess  approached  the  question 
of  the  reform  of  Parliamentary  Proce- 
dure, and  his  remarks  certainly  had  the 
merit  of  frankness  ;  and  it  would  be  the 
fault  of  that  House  and  of  the  country  if 
they  believed  that,  in  forcing  upon  them 
these  particular  proposals  for  the  reform 
of  their  Procedure,  the  noble  Marquess, 
one  of  the  leading  Members  of  Her 
Majesty's  Government,  was  actuated  by 
any  motive  higher  than  that  of  endea- 
vouring to  carry  out  a  particular  Party 
programme.     He  now  came  to  the  fourth 
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branch  of  the  arguments  put  forward  by 
the  Government,  and  that  was  the  one 
derived  from  patriotic  indignation.  The 
only  connection  which  the  Government 
had  established  between  the  indigpiation 
of  the  country  at  the  obstructive  pro- 
ceedings in  the  House  and  the  proposed 
New  Bules  was  supplied  by  the  fact  that 
the  Eeform  Bill  of  1832  had  been  car- 
ried, in  the  first  instance,  by  a  majority 
of  1.  He  certainly  felt  that,  having 
regard  to  the  last  Parliament,  he  had 
good  cause  for  yielding  to  no  one 
in  indignation  at  the  unwarrantable 
protraction  of  debate  by  means  of  the 
misuse  and  abuse  of  their  Forms  of  Pro- 
cedure. He  was  tempted  to  speak  of  that 
abuse  in  terms  which  he  (Mr.  Itaikes) 
could  hardly  make  sufficiently  moderate 
for  use  in  that  House.  He  was  sure  that 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  had  spoken 
the  sentiments  of  all  in  that  House,  and, 
indeed,  of  the  whole  of  his  countrymen, 
when  he  denounced  the  scandalous  abuse 
of  the  Forms  of  that  House  as  a  means 
of  avoiding  a  decision.  To  denounce 
that  abuse,  however,  was  one  thing,  to 
devise  a  particular  remedy  for  the  evil 
was  another.  He  would  ask  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  if  he  was  not  throwing 
away  a  golden  opportunity,  when  the 
feeling  was  so  strong  and  so  unanimous 
throughout  the  country  in  favour  of 
some  action  being  taken  by  the  House  ? 
When  he  flung  upon  the  Table  a  pro- 
posal which  must  necessarily  develop 
into  an  apple  of  discord,  even  if  it 
had  not  been  fostered  and  tended  by 
the  noble  Marquess,  he  would  ask  the 
Prime  Minister  whether  it  was  even 
yet  too  late  for  him  to  turn  his 
attention  to  some  other  method  of 
dealing  with  the  evil  in  a  manner 
which  might  command  general  assent  ? 
There  was  another  Besolution  on  the 
Paper  which  he  (Mr.  Eaikes)  was  sure 
would  be  acceptable  to  both  sides  of  the 
House,  and  which,  at  least,  deserved  a 
trial  by  the  Government — a  Resolution 
which  proposed  to  develop  and  extend 
the  provisions  of  the  Standing  Order  of 
February,  1880.  He  would  only  say  in 
that  connection  that  a  good  deal  of  de« 
monstration  had  been  sought  for,  and  a 
little  had  been  created  in  favour  of  the 
Gt)vernment  proposals  in  the  country 
by  an  Association  at  Birmingham  with 
which  the  right  hon.  GenUeman  the 
President  of  the  Board  of  Trade  was  or 
had  been  connected ' 
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Mr.  OHAMBEELAIN:  Had  been 
connected. 

Mr.  EAIKES  :  Well,  the  Association 
with  which  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
had  been  connected,  but  with  which  he 
was  no  longer  connected. 

Mr.  chamberlain  explained,  that 
he  was  no  longer  officially  connected  with 
the  Association  in  question,  though  he 
was  still  connected  with  it  politicaUy. 

Mr.  RAIKES  :  The  Association  with 
which  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  was 
no  longer  officially  connected,  but  with 
which  he  was  still  politically  connected — 
he  was  glad  to  hear  tlmt  qualification — 
had  sent  round  the  *' fiery  cross"  and 
whipped  up  a  certain  number  of  Resolu- 
tions on  the  Government  lines.  They 
did  not  seem  to  have  made  much  stir  in 
the  newspapers  in  which  they  appeared ; 
but  he  (Mr.  Raikes)  imagined  from 
something  said  by  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman the  Member  for  Ripon  (Mr. 
Goschen),  in  the  course  of  his  speech  on 
the  first  night,  that  the  pressure  brought 
to  bear  on  this  matter  had  not  been,  in 
this  instance,  so  much  public  as  private 
pressure ;  and  it  was  quite  possible,  al- 
though the  House  had  not  seen  so  many 
Resolutions  as  might  have  been  antici- 
pated from  what  took  place  when  the 
wires  answered  so  well  to  the  pull,  that 
certain  hon.  Members  might  have  re- 
ceived communications  from  a  good 
many  of  their  constituents  whose  opi- 
nions they  respected  and  deemed  im- 
portant. The  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  Ripon  made  use  of  a  simile 
in  his  remarks,  the  meaning  of  which  he 
(Mr.  Raikes)  did  not  quite  catch.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  compared  his 
Party  to  a  noble  animal  which,  when  it 
heard  the  crack  of  a  whip  from  an  out- 
rider, contented  itself  with  muttering  an 
imprecation. 

Mr.  GOSOHEN  :  The  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman is  putting  not  only  the  cart  before 
the  horse,  but  the  driver  before  the 
horse.  I  spoke  of  the  driver,  not  of  the 
animal. 

Mr.  raikes  accepted  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman's  correction,  but  thought  that 
it  only  made  the  confusion  of  the  simile 
worse  confounded — unless  the  driver  was 
in  the  habit  of  cracking  his  own  whip 
in  order  to  get  an  excuse  for  muttering 
an  imprecation.  At  any  rate,  when 
the  Liberal  Party  were  putting  forward 
these  proposals  on  the  sound  of  the  crack 
of  the  whip,  they  could  hardly  be  said 
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to  be  brought  forward  with  the  same 
authority  as  would  have  been  the  case 
had  they  been  supported  by  the  spon- 
taneous enthusiasm  of  the  Party  now  in 
Office.  He  could  not  but  think  that  it 
was  somewhat  unreasonable  that  this 
proposal  should  come  from  the  Prime 
Minister.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
had  told  them  in  the  close  of  his  speech, 
and  in  one  or  two  oCfter  speeches,  that 
he  had  sat  in  the  Riovise  of  Commons 
for  50  years.  In  the  course  of  that  time 
he  (Mr.  Raikes)  felt  sure  that  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  had  consumed  a  very 
much  larger  amount  of  the  time  at  the  dis- 
posal of  Parliament  than  any  other  Mem- 
ber, or  any  half-dozen  Members,  that  had 
sat  in  that  House  since  the  days  of  King 
John.  ['*  Oh,  oh  !  "]  Hon.  Members 
would  bear  in  mind  tnat  he  did  not  for 
a  moment  say  that  that  time  had  not 
been  well  occupied ;  but  he  did  assert 
the  fact  that  if  the  time  were  to  be 
measured  with  a  sand-glass — ^the  time 
consumed  by  one  Member  and  another — 
they  would  find  it  was  as  he  had  stated. 
[**  Oh,  oh  !  "]  He  was  sorry  hon.  Gen- 
tlemen should  dislike  that  statement, 
for  he  was  stating  it  merely  as  a  fact. 
They  knew  that  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man was  a  great  orator — one  of  the 
greatest  the  world  had  ever  produced — 
that  he  had  sat  in  the  House  a  very 
long  time ;  and  when  they  took  those 
two  circumstances  into  consideration,  it 
must  be  evident  that  he  had  occupied 
far  more  time  than  any  other  Member 
there.  That  being  so,  was  it  not  a 
curious  irony  of  fate  that  it  should  fall 
to  the  lot  of  the  Prime  Minister  to  pro- 
pose this  Resolution  ?  Was  it  not  a 
singular  thing  that  that  should  be  so  ? 
When  the  Prime  Minister  was  inspired 
to  bring  forward  this  proposal,  what 
should  have  been  the  sensible  and  natural 
course  for  him  to  take?  The  proposition, 
it  was  to  be  assumed,  was  intended  for 
the  benefit  of  both  Parties.  The  system 
was  to  be  used  by  both  Parties  as  they 
came  into  Office,  and  was  not  to  be  de- 
voted only  to  carrying  out  the  Nelson 
programme  of  the  noble  Marquess.  It 
was  to  be  a  system  that  was  to  last  for 
all  time,  and  to  be  used  first  by  one 
Minister  and  then  by  another.  What, 
under  the  circumstances,  should  have 
been  the  course  of  the  Leader  of  the 
House?  He  should  have  gone  to  the 
person  who,  next  to  himself,  was  nLoeA* 
interested  in  t\i^  "^T^fi«t^«u^wi  ^\   ^^ 
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order  of  BusinesB — be  sbonld  have  con- 
sulted the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  Worth  Devon  as  to  the 
course  which  was  most  likely  to  redound 
to  the  credit  of  Parliament,  and  which 
was  most  likely  to  be  convenient  for  the 
transaction  of  Business. 

Sir  STAFFORD  NORTHOOTE:  I 
do  not  wish  to  interrupt  my  right  hon. 
Friend  ;  but  I  think  I  ought  to  say  that 
there  was  a  communication  made  to  me. 

Mr.  RAIKES  :  Very  likely.     He  did 
not  wish  to  deny  that  a  communication 
was  made ;  but  what  he  meant  was  that 
the  proposal  now  submitted  to  the  House 
was  not  the  result  of  any  consultation 
between  them.     [Sir  Stafford  North- 
OOTE  :  That  is  soT]    It  was  all  very  well 
to  make  a  communication;  but  if  you 
did  not  act  upon  the  advice  of  the  per- 
son with  whom  you  communicated,  prac- 
tically it  might  as  well  have  not  been 
made  at  all.     There  was  another  person 
connected   with  the   House  whom  the 
Prime  Minister  had   consulted  —  and, 
doubtless,  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  was 
fully  entitled  to  consult  him ;  but  when 
he  did  consult  him,   that  person  cer- 
tainly ought  not  to  have  been  quoted 
to  the  House  by  the  Prime  Minister. 
He  was  aware  that  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman  was   at   considerable   pains   to 
exonerate   the   Speaker   from   any  re- 
sponsibility   for    the    proposals    sub- 
mitted to  the   House;    but  it  was  one 
thing  to  take  that  course  so  far  as  one 
part  of  the  speech  was  concerned,  and 
another  to  fortify  that  proposition  by 
quoting  from  the  speech  the  Speaker 
had  delivered  to  his  constituents.   That, 
though  a  small  matter,  was  an  indica- 
tion of  the  relations  which  were  in  the 
future  likely  to  be  developed  between 
the  Leader  of  the  House  and  the  occu- 
pier of  the  Chair.  r**No,  no!"]  He  was 
speaking  wholly  impersonally ;  but  he 
must   say   that  it   was  an  unfortunate 
thing  that  when  a  proposal  was  made 
for  a  complete  change  in  the  system  of 
Business  in  the  House,  the  Leader  of 
the   House,   in   introducing  it,    should 
think  proper  to  throw  in  the  van  of  the 
authorities  he  quoted  the  opinions  of  the 
Speaker.     He  did  not  wish  to  say  any- 
thing which  might  seem  in  the  slightest 
degree  to  reflect  on  any  person  they  had 
known,  or  were  likely  to  know,  in  the 
exercise  of  their  duties  in  the  Chair. 
But  the  House  would  see,  and  it  was 
Impoisible  to  deny,  that  the  adoption  of 
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the  Resolution  before  them  would  place 

the  Speaker  in  an  entirely  new  position. 

He  would  read  to  the  House  another 

brief  extract  from  his  favourite  author — 

Lord  Sherbrooke.     But  in  citing  words 

employed  in  connection  with  Urgency 

last  year,  he  must  point  oat  that  the 

position   which  the  Speaker  was  then 

called  upon  to  occupy  in  that  House 

was,  from  the  very  fact  of  its  temporaiy 

character,  far  less  onerous.     Yet,  with 

regard  to  that  position,  Lord  Sherbrooke 

had  written— 

"  It  is  hardly  too  much  to  say  that,  instead 
of  being  the  Representative  of  the  whole 
House,  &e  Speaker  has  beoome,  by  the  recent 
changes,  an  official  on  the  side  of  the  Party 
which  is  in  power  for  the  moment,  and  that 
upon  him  henceforth  the  hardest  and  most  in- 
vidious parts  of  public  duty  will  falL  He  may 
continue  to  bear  the  name  of  Speaker ;  but  tfaie 
essence  of  his  position  will  be  gone.** 

That,  in  itself,  was  a  reason  why  the 
House  should  pause  before  taking  this 
leap  in  the  dark.     They  valued  many 
things  in  the  House;  bat   there    was 
hardly    anything    which    they    valued 
more     than    the    Speaker's    position. 
There   was  nothing  more  precious   in 
the    House    of    Commons,    except   its 
own  liberty,  than  the  dignified  posi- 
tion and  freedom  from  Party  suspicion 
which  attached  itself  to  the  Chair.     He 
would  say  no  more  on  the  subject,  as  he 
felt  that  he  had  already  trespassed  on 
the  patience  of  the  House.     JBLe  would 
not  attempt  now  to  dissect  the  arith- 
metical  puzzles  which  were  proposed  by 
the  right  hon.   Gentleman  in  order  to 
perplex  Members  of  the  House  in  the 
future,  if  the  Rules  were  to  become  part 
of  the  institutions  of  the  House  ;  but  he 
might  point  out  that  it  was  a  peculiar 
thing,  which  he  had  not  seen  elsewhere, 
that  while,  under  the  Ist  Rule,  it  would 
be  possible  for  101  to  silence  39,  the 
moment  the   40th  man  came   into  the 
House,  it  required  100  more  Members 
to  counterbalance  his   individual  vote. 
He  did  not  know  whether  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  contemplated  that  as  one  of 
the  possible  results  of  the  proposal ;  but 
he  could  not  conceive  how  anyone  who 
professed  his  dislike  to  fantastic  majori* 
ties  and  complicated  systems  could  have 
contemplated   such   a  state  of  things. 
They  were  told  that  it  was  very  wrong 
that  a  majority  of  three-fourths  or  of 
two-thirds  should  be  required  to  put 
down  a   minority,  and  they  were  pre> 
sented  with  a  system  which,  while  it 
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varied  with  the  condition  of  the  House, 
required  first  a  majority  of  5  to  2,  and 
then  a  majority  of  5  to  1  ;  yet,  all  of  a 
sudden,  a  happy  moment  was  reached 
when  a  mere  majority  dominated,  and, 
instead  of  being  5  to  1,  it  was  only  201 
to  200.  That  might  be  logic;  but  it 
was  a  kind  of  logic  from  which  those  re- 
coiled who  had  been  brought  up  in  a 
University  where  mathematics  were  ap- 
preciated above  logic.  It  might  be  a  pro- 
blem worthy  to  occupy  the  1)rain  of  some 
casuist  or  schoolman ;  but  it  was  hardly 
the  form  in  which  a  great  change  in 
Procedure  should  be  submitted  to  the 
House  of  Commons.  Supposing  the  Go- 
vernment were  going  to  use  the  ma- 
chinery it  was  proposed  to  create  to  put 
down  minorities  in  the  House,  and  sup- 
posing the  minorities  were,  as  would 
frequently  be  the  case,  Irish  minorities, 
did  the  Government  think  now,  when 
their  legislation  was  not  too  successful, 
and  was  opposed  by  a  very  large  section 
of  the  Irish  Members,  what  would  it 
be  when  the  House  came  actually  to 
deny  a  hearing  to  those  who,  though 
a  small  minority  of  the  House,  might 
represent  the  great  majority  of  the 
Irish  people?  This  Besolution  would 
deprive  such  a  minority  of  the  oppor- 
tunity of  even  stating  their  grievance. 
In  doing  so  the  House  would  be  putting 
into  the  hands  of  the  agitator  a  new  and 
most  formidable  weapon ;  and  even  if  this 
most  odious  exercise  of  power  should  be 
avoided  actually,  the  fact  that  it  might 
be  employed  would  hang  over  the  heads 
of  Members  of  the  House,  and  they 
would  not  be  slow  to  tell  their  country- 
men what  they  thought  of  their  position 
in  the  House  of  Commons.  He  (Mr. 
Baikes)  had  noticed  that  when  the 
Prime  Minister  was  speaking  he  was 
not  so  keen,  neither  had  he  exhibited 
his  ordinary  vigour,  in  supporting  his 
proposition  as  he  did  on  some  occasions. 
He  had  thought  a  certain  melancholy 
pervaded  his  speech — a  sadness  which 
was  not  often  to  be  found  in  them,  and 
which  was  not  to  be  traced  in  the 
Nelson  speech  of  the  noble  Marquess 
the  Secretary  of  State  for  India  (the 
Marquess  of  Hartington),  nor  in  the 
utterances  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  President  of  the  Board  of  Trade 
(Mr.  Chamberlain).  It  seemed  as  if  the 
Prime  Minister  believed  that  the  country 
'Was  within  measurable  distance  of  the 
time  spoken  of  by  Mr.  Tennyson — 


"  When  banded  unions  persecute 
Opinion,  and  induce  a  time 
When  single  thought  is  civil  crime 
And  individual  freedom  mute." 

He  thought  that  the  noble  Marquess 
believed  that  they  were  already  on  the 
threshold  of  such  a  dispensation,  and 
that  the  myrmidons  of  the  Birmingham 
Party  were  already  exulting  in  the 
opinion  that  they  had  passed  the  border, 
and  had  entered  into  the  promised  land. 
He,  however,  did  not  share  in  that 
belief.  The  common  sense  of  this  coun- 
try, in  his  idea,  would  still  repel  any 
such  condition  of  things  as  that,  and  he 
trusted  it  might  belong  only  to  the  most 
distant  future ;  and,  moreover,  the  com- 
mon sense  of  this  country  would  make 
itself  felt  in  that  House,  even  before  the 
end  of  the  discussion  upon  which  they 
had  entered.  The  privileges  which  hon. 
Members  were  asked  to  surrender  were 
not  their  own,  but  rather  those  of  the 
constituencies  who  sent  them  there.  The 
trust  which  they  were  asked  to  abandon 
was  a  trust  not  to  be  exercised  for  their 
own  individual  benefit,  but  for  the 
benefit  of  the  people  of  this  country. 
And,  whatever  might  be  the  result  of 
that  particular  division,  of  this,  at  least, 
they  might  rest  assured  —  that  before 
long  there  would  come  a  day  of  serious 
reckoning  to  those  who  had  neglected 
those  privileges  and  proved  that  they 
were  undeserving  of  that  trust. 

The  Makquess  of  HABTINGTON  : 
Sir,  I  am  sure  there  is  no  Member  of 
this  House  to  whom  the  House  would  be 
more  disposed  to  listen  with  attention 
than  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  who  has 
just  sat  down  (Mr.  Baikes).  The  posi- 
tion which  he  filled  in  the  last  Parlia- 
ment, and  the  experience  which  that 
position  enabled  him  to  gain  in  many  of 
the  questions  which  are  now  come  under 
our  discussion  and  deliberation,  render 
him  eminently  qualified  to  give  an  opi- 
nion to  the  House  which  would  be  very 
carefully  weighed  by  it  upon  the  subject 
of  the  Bules  of  Procedure  which  have 
been  submitted  by  the  Government. 
But  I  think  the  House  would  have  pre- 
ferred, and  that  it  expected,  that  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  would  have  given 
us  something  more  of  his  own  personal 
experience,  and  that  he  would  have 
taken  less  time  in  favouring  us  with 
quotations  from  the  opinions  of  others, 
a  resource  which  is  open  to  ot^«t  ^^\si.- 
bers    of   the    T\g\i\.  \io\i.  Qi«YiWft\s^\k\3^^ 
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Party,  who  have  not  the  experience 
which  belongs  to  him  ;  and,  Sir,  I  can- 
not refrain  from  saying  that  I  regret  to 
observe  that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
does  not  seem  to  have  brought  back  to 
Parliament  all  that  impartiality  and 
calmness  of  spirit  which  I  am  sure  dis- 
tinguished him  in  the  position  which  he 
recently  filled,  and  which,  at  any  rate, 
ought  always  to  distinguish  Gentlemen 
filling  that  position ;  and  I  am  sorry 
that  he  should  have  thought  it  necessary 
so  far  to  depart  from  the  spirit  in  which 
this  proposal  has  been  made  to  the 
House  by  the  Prime  Minister  as  to  en- 
deavour to  lead  it  away  by  every  pos- 
sible channel  from  the  calm  and  impar- 
tial atmosphere  in  which  it  ought  to  be 
debated  into  the  region  of  Party  recrimi- 
nation. The  right  hon.  Gentleman  has 
not  scrupled — and  in  that,  I  believe,  he 
has  scarcely  carried  with  him  the  ap- 
proval of  his  own  Party — to  point  to  my 
right  hon.  Friend  at  the  head  of  the 
Government  as  the  last  man  who  ought 
to  have  brought  forward  this  proposal ; 
and  he  went  on,  and  not  indistinctly,  to 
hint  that  my  right  hon.  Friend  had,  in 
his  generation,  wasted  more  of  the  time 
of  the  House  than  any  other  Member 
of  it. 

Mr.  RAIKES  :  The  noble  Marquess 
will,  I  am  sure,  allow  me  to  say  that  I 
never  said  that. 

The  Mabqubss  of  HARTINGTON  : 
No,  Sir ;  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  did 
not  say  that ;  but  there  are  many  ways 
of  conveying  an  intention  without  mak- 
ing a  direct  assertion,  and  without  em- 
ploying the  actual  language  which  de- 
scribes it.  ['*0h,  oh!"]  What  was 
the  meaning  of  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man's allusion  to  the  time  of  the  House 
which  the  Prime  Minister  had  occupied, 
unless  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  wished 
to  convey  the  impression  that  some  of 
the  time  had  been  wasted  ?  And  I  re- 
gret to  think,  Sir,  that  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  should  also  have  thought  it 
necessary  to  bring  in  the  allusion  which 
he  made  to  the  opinion  of  the  Speaker 
in  the  Chair.  Sir,  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman (the  Speaker),  no  doubt  after 
full  deliberation,  knowing  how  much  the 
attention  of  the  country  has  been  de- 
voted to  this  subject,  thought  it  right, 
in  addressing  his  constituents,  mode- 
rately to  express  certain  opinions  of 
his  own  upon  this  subject.  My  right 
bon.  Friend  was,  I  think,  perfectly  en- 
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titled — not  to  quote,   and  he  did  not 
quote,  that  speech — but  to  refer  to  that 
speech  in  the  moderate  and   guarded 
terms  which  he  used.     Sir,  I  think,  fur- 
ther, that  it  scarcely  had  a  tendency  to 
improve  the  tone  of  this  debate  that 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  should  have 
brought  so  unfounded  a  charge  against 
the  Government,  as  that  they  were  en- 
deavouring, most  improperly  as  would 
have  been  the  case,  to  enlist  your  autho- 
rity in   support  of   the    proposals  for 
which  they,  and  they  alone,  are  respon- 
sible to  the  House.     Well,  Sir,  I  have 
said  that  I  think  it  is  to  be  regretted 
that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  should 
have  devoted  so  much  time  to  27ie  Nins- 
teenth  Century ^  and  given  us  so  little  of 
his  own  opinions  on  this  matter.     Sir,  I 
do  not  mean  to  claim  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  as  having  been  at  any  time 
a  supporter  of  the  power  of  the  eldture  ; 
but  there  was  a  time  when  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  did  not  think  it  necessary  to 
denounce  the  eidture,  or  the  idea  of  it,  in 
terms  so  strong  as  he  has  employed  this 
evening.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman  was 
examined  before  a  Committee  of  the 
House  of  Commons  in,  I  think,  the  year 
1878  ;   and  I  find  a  reply  to  a  question 
which  was  put  to  him  by  Mr.  Knatoh- 
bull-Hugessen,  in  reference  to  the  sug- 
gestion  which   he  had    made  himself. 
Mr.   Knatchbull-Hugessen   asked  him 
whether  his  proposal  did  not  amount  to 
a  proposal  for  the  cldture^  tempered  by 
the  interposition  of  the  Chair ;  and,  in 
reply,  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  said — 
"  I  can  hardly  say  that  it  amounts  to  the 
principle  of  the  cldture.^^     And  I  admit 
that  it  did  not.     He  went  on  to  explain 
— and  I  will  admit,  further,  he  succeeded 
in  doing  so — in  what  he  thought  it  dif- 
fered from  the  cldture  as  it  existed  in 
other  countries ;  but  it  does  not  seem  to 
me  that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman's  mind 
was  then  so  firmly  closed  against  the 
principle  of  the  eldture,  when  he  did  not 
think  it  necessary  to  repudiate  the  im- 
putation that  his  suggestion  resembled 
the  cldture  in  stronger  terms  than  these. 
Well,   Sir,   the  right  hon.    Gentleman 
quoted  at  some  length  in  referring  to 
the  example  of  other  countries,  ana  he 
seemed  to  find  a  very  strong  argument 
against  this  proposal  in  the  fact  that  there 
were  four  countries  in  Europe — I  think 
Hungary,  Portugal,  Norway,  and  Sweden 
— in  which  the  cldture  did  not  prevail ; 
and  he  referred  to  some  of  the  Coloniea 
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also  in  which  it  had  not  been  adopted. 
Well,  Sir,  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  did 
not  enter  into  sulEcient  historical  detail 
to  support  his  asseiiiion  that  the  eldture 
did  not  exist  in  those  countries  which 
had  the  tradition  of  Parliamentary  Go- 
vernment ;  and  I  think  he  would  find 
it  rather  difficult  to  support  the  asser- 
tion.    But  what  I  maintain  is,  that  no 
argument  against  this  proposal  can  be 
deduced   from  the  example  of  foreign 
countries  which  have  not  adopted  the 
eldture.     I  think,  however,  a  very  strong 
argument  might  be  adduced  in  support 
of  the  proposal,  when  it  is  considered 
that,  in  many  countries — where  the  work 
of  Parliament  is  far  lighter,  far  easier, 
far  less  important  and    overwhelming 
than  is  the  work  which  devolves  upon 
the  House  of  Commons — it  has,  never- 
theless, been  found  necessary  to  adopt 
a  system  of  this  kind.     But  that  there 
should  exist  in  Europe  countries  such  as 
Hungary,    and    Norway   and    Sweden, 
and  Colonies  where  the  work  is  light  and 
easy,  and  it  has  not  been  found  ne- 
cessary to  adopt  such  a  system,  appears 
to  me  to  prove  nothing  at  all  when  the 
question    under  discussion    is — *'  How 
is  the  Business  to  be  transacted  of  a 
Parliament  that  is  so  overburdened  as 
ours  ?  "     Sir,  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
also  referred  to  what  he  called  the  ''para- 
mount importance ''  which  is  attached  to 
this  proposal  by  the  Government.  I  will 
state  by-and-bye  why  we  do  indeed  attach 
paramount  importance  to  the  proposal ; 
and  I  will  state  why,  in  my  opinion,  the 
principle  of  that  proposal  adds  to  that 
importance.     In  my  opinion,  the  actual 
effect  of  the  proposal,  as  now  before  the 
House,  has  been  immensely  exaggerated 
on  both  sides  of   the  House,  and  the 
alarm  which  has  been  evinced  in  regard 
to  it  has  been  immensely  exaggerated 
by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  and  hon. 
Members  opposite.     What,  Sir,  is  this 
proposal  ?     After  all,  it  is  only  a  certain 
modification  of  the  existing   Hules  and 
restrictions  which  we  have  in  regard  to 
the   conduct  of  debates.     I  suppose  it 
will  be  admitted  that  every  Assembly 
must  have  Kules  to  regulate  the  conduct 
of  its  debates.     We  have  certain  Rules 
now,  although,  in  my  opinion,  they  are 
extremely  inadequate.     Perfect  freedom 
of  discussion   does  not   exist  now.     A 
Member  cannot  speak  when  he  thicks 
fit,  unless  he  be  called   upon   by  Mr. 
Speaker.     He  cannot  speak  more  than 


once  in  the  same  debate  in  the  House. 
He  must  speak  to  the  question  before 
the  House,  and  he  is  not  permitted  to 
speak  on  what  he  may  consider  some- 
thing infinitely  more  important — some 
other  question  which  is  not  before  the 
House.     These  are    all  restrictions  of 
debate  which  have  existed,  and  which 
exist,  which  are  not  complained  of,  and 
which  are  not  felt,  because  the  House  is 
accustomed  to  them,   and  because  the 
general  sense  of  the    House  perceives 
that,  without  restrictions  such  as  these, 
anything  in  the  shape  of  orderly  debate 
would  be  an  impossibility.      My  right 
hon.  Friend  showed  the  other  day,  when 
he    moved    this    Besolution,    that    the 
liberties  of  debate  have,  within  recent 
times,  been  already  ereatly  restricted. 
For  some  years  after  the  passage  of  the 
great  Eeform  Act,   it  was  possible  to 
raise  no  less  than  four  questions  upon 
the  presentation  of  a  Petition,  and  de- 
bate them  all.     Now,  these  four  oppor- 
tunities of  debate  on  the  presentations 
of  Petitions  have  been  absolutely  sup- 
pressed ;  and.  Sir,  considering  how  much 
alarm    and    how    much   excitement  is 
caused  by  the  proposals  which  are  now 
before  us,  I  can  very  well  imagine  with 
what  an  amount  of  real  or  simulated 
indignation  the  proposal  would  now  be 
received  by  some  hon.  Members  if  that 
power  were  still  in  existence,  and  it  was 
proposed  to  abrogate  the  possibility  of 
debating  on  the  presentation  of  a  Peti- 
tion.    Why,  Sir,  it  would  be  said — and 
it  might  be  said  with  justice — that  that 
was  a  far  greater  innovation  than  the 
one  which  is  now  proposed,  because  it 
was  an  interference  not  only  with  the 
privileges  of   Members  of  the  House, 
but  also  an  interference  with  the  privi- 
leges of  their  constituents,  those  whom 
they  represent ;  it  was  an  interference 
with  the  effectiveness  of  the  rights  then 
possessed  by  the    constituents.     Since 
that  time  the  presentation  of  a  Petition 
has  ceased  to  be  the  effectual  mode  of 
calling  the  attention  of  Parliament  to  a 
question  which  it  once  was,  and  now  it 
really  is  only  a  mode  of  supporting  cer- 
tain proposals  which  may  be  before  the 
House.     Well,  Sir,  other  changes  have 
been  made.     The    number   of    oppor- 
tunities for  the  discussion  of  Bills  by 
hon.   Members   has   been   considerably 
reduced.      Formerly  it  was  within  the 
power    of   Members    to    disciiB^   ^^«i^ 
question    aa  \t  ^Bt"a  ^\x\.ixwsi*Oiift^^*DL'wx^ 
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hat  the  Order  of  the  Day  be  read. 
Those  opportunities  have  been  taken 
away.  It  is  undoubted,  therefore,  that 
this  House  has  the  right,  and  has  used 
the  right,  to  make  Bules  for  the  order  of 
debate,  and  to  restrict  the  opportunities 
of  debate  when  necessary  to  do  so ;  and 
the  question  which  the  House  has  before 
it  is,  whether  the  existing  limitations  of 
debate  are  sufficient  for  the  due  conduct 
of  Business  ?  Now,  Sir,  that  question — 
Are  the  limitations  of  debate  adequate  ? 
— admits  of  but  one  answer.  Very  few 
of  the  propositions  which  are  brought 
forward  in  this  House  are  capable  of 
anything  like  a  mathematical  demon- 
stration ;  but  I  believe  the  answer  to 
this  question  approaches  nearly  to  being 
capable  of  a  convincing  mathematical  de- 
monstration. I  will  not,  however,  attempt 
on  this  occasion  to  enter  into  any  such 
demonstration.  I  will  only  endeavour  to 
indicate  two  or  three  of  what  I  consider 
to  be  the  points  which  would  appear, 
and  have  to  be  worked  out  in  such  a  de- 
monstration. In  the  first  place,  I  sup- 
pose it  will  not  be  denied  that  the  time 
at  the  disposal  of  the  House  is  a  limited 
quantity.  The  health  and  stjength  of 
Members  are  now  sufficiently  taxed,  and 
I  do  not  suppose  there  are  any  Members 
who  would  be  disposed  to  contend  that 
the  duration  of  the  Session  could  be 
greatly  protracted,  certainly  none  to 
contend  that  the  hours  of  sitting  by  the 
House  could  be  at  all  prolonged.  Well, 
Sir,  what  is  the  work  to  be  done  within 
the  limited  amount  of  time  ?  There  is 
an  amount  of  work  to  be  done,  a  part 
of  which  is  obligatory,  and  a  part  of 
which,  if  not  absolutely  obligatory,  is, 
at  all  events,  needful  and  necessary. 
In  the  obligatory  portion  of  the  work  of 
Parliament  is  included  the  consideration 
and  discussion  of  the  financial  proposals 
of  the  Government,  and  of  other  pro- 

Eosals — not  financial — which  are  made 
y  the  Government,  and  the  discussion 
of  the  Army,  Navy,  and  Civil  Service  Es- 
timates of  the  year.  That  is  work  which 
must  be  performed  by  the  House.  Then 
there  is  work  that  is  equally  obligatory — 
namely,  the  discussion  of  the  policy  of  the 
Government — its  foreign  policy,  its  Colo- 
nial policy,  its  Indian  policy,  its  domestic 
policy.  For  discussion  of  all  those,  when 
questions  are  raised,  opportunities  must 
De  found.  The  first  duty  of  Parliament — 
or,  at  any  rate,  one  of  the  first  duties  of 
Arliament— is  to  call  in  question,  when 
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it  thinks  it  fitting  to  do  so,  the  policy 
and  conduct  of  the  Government.     Sir, 
there  then  remains  leg^lation.     There 
is   legislation  which   may   be  roughly 
divided    into    two    categories.       First, 
there  are  proposals  for  administrative 
and  legal  reforms,  as  to  which  there  are 
no  sharp  differences  of  opinion — pro- 
posals, for  instance,   for  the  reform  of 
criminal  procedure ;  for  the  prevention  of 
corrupt  practices  at  elections ;  measures 
relating  to  education  ;  measures  relating 
to  the  sanitary  condition  of  the  people ; 
and  hundreds  of  other  subjects  which  I 
need  not  now  enumerate.     And  then, 
Sir,  there  will  also  be,  from  time  to  time, 
different  measures  of  a  political  charac- 
ter, which  each  of  the  great  Parties  in 
the  State  think  it  necessary  to  bring 
forward.      The    right  hon.  Gentleman 
who  has  just  sat  down  has  devoted  some 
attention  to  a  speech  which  I  made  in 
the  country  during  the  Recess,  and  has 
attacked  me  for  advocating  this  measure 
for  the  purpose  of  carrying  a  Party  pro- 
gramme.    Well,  Sir,  I  do  not  scruple  to 
say  that  measures  of  this  political  cha- 
racter are,  from  time  to  time,  as  essential 
for  the  consideration  of  Parliament,  and 
for  adoption,  after  discussion,  by  Parlia- 
ment, as  measures  which  do  not  possess  a 
Party  character  at  all.     I  do  not  believe 
that  the  political  life  of  the  country,  the 
freedom  of  this  country,  and  I  do  not 
believe  that  its  security  and  welfare  can 
be  maintained  unless  it  is  in  the  power, 
from  time  to  time,  of  each  of  the  great 
Parties  of  the  State  to  bring  forward 
measures  for  great  legislative  changes. 
I  do  not  hesitate  to  say  that  there  are  at 
the  present  time  in  contemplation  mea- 
sures which  have  long  been  under  the 
consideration    of    the  country,    and  in 
which  I  believe  the  country  is  deeply 
interested,  which  are  impossible  and  in- 
capable of  being  carried  into  law  unless 
some  change  in  reforming  our  procedure 
is  made.     And  I  believe  that  the  ma- 
jority of  the  country  are  in  favour  of 
those  measures ;  and  I  believe  also  that 
the  majority  of  this  House  is  in  favour  of 
them.     I  do  not  wish  them  to  be  carried 
without  full  discussion ;  but  what  I  say 
is  that  I  wish,  if  they  are  proposed,  and 
if  they  are  discussed,  that  they  should  be 
decided  upon  their  own  merits,  upon  the 
opinion  of  the  country,  and  in  accordance 
with  the  opinion  of  the  House ;  that  they 
should  not  be  defeated  merely  by  the 
want  of  the  necessary  time  to  diiwoM 
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them,  and  by  the  privileges  which  our 
present  system  gives,  not  for  defeating 
them  by  argument,  but  for  defeating  them 
by  Obstruction.  But,  Sir,  however  con- 
versant the  Members  of  this  House  may 
be  with  the  difficulties  under  which  we 
labour  in  the  transaction  of  our  Business, 
it  is  perfectly  easy  to  understand  that  the 
country,  which  does  not  participate  con- 
tinually in  our  discussions,  is  but  imper- 
fectly acquainted  with  the  obstacles  with 
which  we  have  to  contend.  The  ques- 
tion of  the  reform  of  our  procedure  is 
not  one  which  is  likely  to  excite  very 
warm  interest  in  the  country,  therefore, 
unless  it  can  be  connected  with  measures 
in  which  the  country  does  take  an  in- 
terest; and  I  am  not  in  the  slightest 
degree  ashamed — and  I  do  not  retire  in 
one  single  respect  from  what  I  said  to 
my  constituents — that  this  question  of 
procedure  was  one  which  interests  them. 
If  the  people  of  this  country  are  still  as 
interested  as  they  were  two  years  ago  in 
the  carrying  of  certain  measures  of 
political  reform,  the  only  mode  in  which 
they  can  arrive  at  that  end  is  by  assist- 
ing the  Government,  and  the  majority  in 
this  House,  to  reform  its  mode  of  pro- 
cedure. Then,  to  complete  the  summary 
of  the  work  of  the  House,  I  have  only  to 
refer  further  to  legislation  conducted  by 
independent  Members,  some  of  which  is 
frequently  of  a  very  valuable  character ; 
and,  finally,  the  discussion  of  what  may 
be  called  abstract  questions,  which  are 
brought  forward  from  time  to  time  by 
independent  Members,  and  which  have 
often  done  very  good  service  in  pre- 
paring the  way  for  a  decision  on  ques- 
tions which  are  not  yet  ripe  for  legisla- 
tion. Well,  Sir,  I  think  it  is  perfectly 
clear  that  it  is  impossible,  under  any 
system,  that  the  whole  of  the  work  which 
now  devolves  upon  the  House  of  Com- 
mons can  be  got  through  in  any  one 
Session,  and  what  is  still  more  absolutely 
clear  is  that  no  approach  can  bo  made  to 
the  performance  of  this  work,  with  any- 
thing like  care  and  deliberation,  and 
even  decency,  unless  our  proceedings  are 
conducted  with  some  order,  with  some 
method,  and  upon  some  principle,  and 
until  the  amount  of  time  employed  in 
discussion  will  bear  some  relation  to  the 
importance  of  the  matter  under  discus- 
sion. Now,  Sir,  I  venture  to  say  that  at 
present  there  is  scarcely  an  approach 
even  to  an  attempt  to  exercise  any  such 
diflorimination  as  to  the  apportionment  of 


our  time.  To  that  assertion  there  is  only 
one  qualification  or  exception.  It  is 
true  the  House  does  give  to  the  Govern- 
ment— presumably  acting  with  the  sup- 
port of  the  majority  of  the  House,  and 
able  to  act  upon  some  more  settled 
scheme  than  individual  Members — the 
nominal  arrangement  of  the  Business 
for  three  nights  in  the  week.  I  say 
it  nominally  gives  this  power  to  the 
Gt)vemment.  It  is  nominal  only,  be- 
cause, as  the  House  is  aware,  on  Fridays, 
though  the  Order  for  Supply  is  the  first 
to  be  set  down,  as  any  Amendments  may 
be  moved  to  Supply,  Friday  is,  practi- 
cally, an  independent  Members  day. 
The  other  two  days  are  partially  given 
to  the  Government.  Even  as  to  these, 
qualifications  exist.  If  it  be  Supply 
which  the  Government  considers  it  ne- 
cessary the  House  should  devote  itself 
to,  then,  upon  the  question  that  the 
Speaker  leave  the  Chair,  Amendments 
may  be  moved,  and  every  conceivable 
question  may  be  raised,  and  the  Sup- 
ply might  be  converted,  as  two  nights 
were  converted  last  week,  practi- 
cally, to  the  Business  of  private  Mem- 
bers. But  suppose  Supply  is  not  the 
first  Order  of  the  Day.  Suppose  the 
Government  ask  the  House  to  under- 
take the  consideration  of  a  certain  mea- 
sure or  measures,  then,  no  doubt,  they 
have  this  power.  They  have  power  of 
deciding  for  the  House  what  shall  be  the 
measures  you  shall  first  take  up  on  the 
particular  day.  But  when  once  the  Order 
is  read  from  the  Chair,  and  once  the  de- 
bate begun,  then  all  control  either  on  the 
part  of  the  Speaker,  on  the  part  of  the 
Government,  on  the  part  of  the  House, 
on  the  part  of  a  majority  in  the  House, 
or  any  Member  or  portion  of  the  House, 
vanishes,  and  the  debate  must  go  on  as 
long  as  any  Member  chooses  it  shall  go 
on,  however  long  the  subject  may  have 
been  previously  debated,  however  simple 
it  may  be,  however  clearly  expressed 
may  be  the  wish  of  the  country  upon 
the  subject,  however  pronounced  may  be 
the  opinion  of  the  House,  or  however 
many  former  opportunities  may  have 
been  given  for  the  consideration  of 
the  question.  The  House  parts  abso- 
lutely with  the  control  of  its  own  time 
and  places  it  at  the  disposal  of  any 
Member  who  chooses,  for  whatever  pur- 
pose, to  appropriate  it  to  himself.  I 
have  said.  Sir,  that  I  think  the  iuii^ot^- 
ance  of  the  aetvia\  o^^x^^Mviw  oi  \>xv&  xoSsi 
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has  been  very  considerably  exap^gerated; 
but  I  also  say,  and  I  repeat,  that  I  do 
not  think  it  is  possible  to  exaggerate  the 
importance  of  the  principle  it  contains. 
The  principle  which  it  contains  is,  in  my 
opinion,  this — it  is  an  assertion  that  the 
time  of  the  House  belongs,  not  to  every 
individual  Member  of  the  House,  but  to 
the  House  itself.     It  is  an  assertion  of 
the  principle  that  the  privilege  of  speech 
is  a  privilege  which  the  House  permits 
to  be  exercised  for  its  own  instruction, 
for  its  own  information,  in  order  to  form 
its  own   opinion,  and  that  it  is  not  a 
personal  privilege  to  be  used  irrespective 
of  the  convenience  and  the  efficiency  of 
the  House.     The   statement   that  the 
privilege  of  speech  is  not  a  personal 
right   attaching  to    the    position   of  a 
Member  of  Parliament  may  be  an  asser- 
tion that  will  startle  some  hon.  Members; 
but  I  think  a  very  little  consideration 
will  show  it  to  be  a  true  assertion,  and 
I  should  like  very   much  to    see   the 
contrary   of   that  assertion   formulated 
and  defended.      If  it  is  true  that  the 
privilege  of  speech  is   a  personal  pri- 
vilege, it  belongs,  I  presume,  equally 
to  every  Member  of  the  House.     Every 
Member  of  the  House  has  a  right  to 
make  use  of  it  to  an  equal  degree  when 
he  pleases,  and  if  every  Member  of  the 
House  were  to  make  but  a  very  sparing 
use  of  that  privilege,  the  question  would 
very  soon   be  brought  to  a  reduetio  ad 
ahsurdum.     Well,  if  the  right  can  only 
be  exercised  by  the  few,  and  by  the  for- 
bearance of  the   vast   majority  of  the 
House,  I  should  like  to  know  on  what 
ground  it  can  be  contended  that  such  a 
right  as  this  is  a  personal  right  at  all? 
There  is,  it  seems  to  me,  an  immense 
deal  of  confusion  in  the  use  of  some 
terms,  of  which  a  great  deal  is  heard  in 
this   debate.      We  hear  a   great  deal 
about  putting   an   end    to  freedom  of 
speech  and  liberty  of  discussion.     Now, 
freedom  of  speech  and  liberty  of  dis- 
cussion exist,  not  only  in  this  House, 
but  they  exist  in  this   country  to  the 
fullest  extent.     Any  man    may  speak 
what,  where,  and  when  he  pleases,  pro- 
vided that  he  speaks  within  the  limits 
of  the  law,  and  that  he  does  not  by  his 
speech  incite  to  any  breach  of  the  law. 
But,  Sir,  except  in  this  House,  liberty 
of  speech  does  not  extend  to  providing  a 
man  with  an  audience.     He  must  find 
hit  own  audience.     He  may  say  what  he 
Mket;  bat  no  one  is  bound  to  liAt^n  to 
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him,  except  in  this  House,  where  those 
whose  duty  it  is  to  attend  are  obliged  to 
listen  to  everything,  whenever  a  Member 
may  please  to  talk,  whether  they  desire 
to   hear  him  or  whether  they  do  not. 
The  privilege  which  is  claimed   is  not 
the  privilege  of  free  speech.     It  is  not 
the  privilege  of  saying  what  he  wishes 
to  say  and  what  others  wish  to  hear ; 
but  it  is   something  more    than  that. 
What  is  claimed  is  the  privilege  of  ap- 
propriating an  appreciable  portion  of 
the  time — the  precious  and  valuable  time 
—of  the  House,  for  which,  possibly,  the 
House  has  very  much   better  employ- 
ment.    The    principle    which,    in    my 
opinion,  is  contained  in  this  Resolution 
is  one  of  which  I  do  not   think  it  is 
possible  to  exaggerate  the  importance — 
the  principle  that  the  time  of  the  House 
should  belong  to  the  House  itself,  and 
that  the  privilege  of  speech  is  one  to  be 
used  for  the  convenience  and  for  the  ad- 
vantage of  the  House,  and  not  for  the 
personal    convenience  or  the   personal 
advancement  of  the  speakers.     It  is  said 
that  this  Bule,  if  earned,  may  be  abused. 
I  admit  that  any  rule  may  be  abused. 
The  possibility  of  its  abuse,  however, 
can  only  be  proved  by  the  assumption 
of  cases  of  the  most  extreme  kind ;  and 
by  the  assumption  of  extreme  cases  you 
may  prove  the  possibility  of  the  abuse 
of  any  condition  of  things  that  you  can 
conceive.      I  do  not  deny  that  if  you 
assume  a  partizan  Speaker  and  an  abso- 
lutely intolerant  majority,  it  may  lead 
to  the  undue  suppression  of  debate  in 
this  House.     ['*  Hear,  hear!"]     WeU, 
I  say  that  that  is  a  supposition  which  is 
not  impossible,  but  which,  at  all  events, 
is  utterly  improbable.      ["No,  no!"] 
Allow  me  to  say  why  I   think    it  im- 
probable.    Some  hon.  Members  seem  to 
think  that  this  is  the  only  place  in  this 
country  where  discussion  can  take  place. 
They  forget  the  Press,  and  they  forget 
the  right  of  public  meeting.     Do  you 
suppose    for    a    moment    that    public 
opinion  in  this  country  is  only  formed 
by  debate  and  discussion  in  this  House  ? 
Do  you  suppose  a  great  many  questions 
are   not  much  more  fully,  more  com- 
pletely, and,  I  venture  to  say,  more  ably 
discussed  outside  this  House  than  in  it, 
and  that  many  subjects  are  fully  debated 
and  discussed  in  the  countiy  before  they 
are  ever  mentioned  at  all  in  this  House. 
Well,  what   will  be  the   effect  of  any 
abuse  of  this  Bule  in  a  migoritj  lor  the 
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suppression  of  discussion  in  the  House  ? 
Why,  instantly  the  discussion  which  was 
forbidden  in  this  House  would  take  place 
in  the  country ;  and  is  it  possible  to  con- 
ceive a  more  telling,  a  more  damaging 
argument  which  could  be  used  against 
any  majority  than  to  enable  the  mino- 
rity to  go  to  the  country  and  say — **Our 
mouths  have  been  tryannically  closed  by 
the  House  of  Commons;  we  appeal  to 
you,  the  country,  to  hear  us,  and  let 
us  state  our  opinion.  Why,  Sir,  no 
majority,  however  powerful,  could  long 
resist  the  damaging  effect  which  would 
be  caused  by  an  appeal  to  the  public 
spirit  of  the  country  under  such  circum- 
stances. Therefore,  I  think  I  am  justi- 
fied in  saying  that  an  undue  suppres- 
sion of  debate,  or  of  the  freedom  of 
speech,  in  this  House  is  so  utterly  im- 
probable a  contingency  that  it  is  not  one 
which  need  be  taken  into  consideration 
at  all.  But  I  say,  further,  that  if  we  are 
to  go  on  arguing,  not  on  what  is  pro- 
bable, but  what  is  possible,  and  if  we  are 
to  assume  the  most  extreme  cases,  then 
I  maintain,  without  fear  of  contradiction, 
that  for  every  suggestion  that  can  be 
made  of  the  possibility  of  abuse  of  these 
proposed  Bules,  it  is  easy,  in  fact  it  is 
easier,  to  prove  the  possibility  of  the 
abuse  of  the  system  which  now  exists. 
That  is  perfectly  evident,  considering 
the  number  of  questions  which  are  sub- 
mitted to  the  House,  and  the  number 
that  can  be  raised.  I  have  alreadj'  said 
that  if  only  a  very  small  proportion  of 
the  Members  of  the  House  were  to  use, 
even  to  a  limited  extent,  the  privilege  of 
perfect -freedom  of  speech,  it  would  be 
easy  for  a  very  inconsiderable  minority 
to  bring  our  present  procedure  to  an  ab- 
solute deadlock  in  a  very  short  space  of 
time.  The  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member 
for  Mid  Lincolnshire  (Mr.  Stanhope),  on 
the  last  night  of  this  debate,  referred  to 
the  opinions  of  De  Tocqueville  and 
others  on  the  subject  of  the  tyranny  of 
majorities.  I  only  ask  those  who  are 
frightened  by  this  phrase,  *'  the  tyranny 
of  the  majority,"  to  ask  themselves,  at 
the  same  time,  the  question,  whether  it 
is  not  possible  also  to  have  the  tyranny 
of  a  minority  ?  I  do  not  think  that  in 
this  country  we  know  much  about  a 
tyranny  of  majorities  ;  but  I  do  think  in 
this  House  we  do  know  already  some- 
thing of  the  tyranny  of  minorities,  and 
all  I  ask  from  any  Member  of  this  House, 
who  is  disposed  to  give  this  proposal  an 


impartial  consideration,  is  that  when  an 
extreme  possibility  is  suggested  by  which 
this  Bule  might  be  abused,  he  will  put 
to  himself  the  corresponding  possibility 
of  abuse  under  the  existing  system. 
Now,  I  should  like  to  say  a  word  or  two 
on  the  question  which  we  know  by 
a  g^at  authority  is  the  one  question 
which  we  have  before  us — that  is, 
whether  this  Bule  is  to  be  set  in  opera- 
tion at  the  will  of  a  simple  majority,  or 
a  majority  differently  constituted  ?  Now, 
it  would  be  very  convenient  if,  before 
the  debate  proceeds  further,  it  could  be 
clearly  understood  whether  the  Amend- 
ment which  we  are  now  discussing  is 
really  intended  to  raise  the  question  of 
the  cldture  in  any  form  at  all,  or  whether 
it  is  intended  to  raise  the  question  of 
cldture  by  a  simple  majority?  If  the 
latter  is  intended,  it  certainly  does  not 
accomplish  the  object  in  view,  because  the 
Amendment  which  has  been  moved  by  the 
hon.  and  learned  Member  for  Brighton 
(Mr.  Marriott)  is  one  which,  if  carried, 
would  defeat  the  proposition  altogether. 
The  Amendment  says — 

**  No  Rules  of  Procedure  will  be  satisfactory 
to  this  House  which  confers  the  power  of  closing 
a  Debate  upon  a  majority  of  Members.'' 

That  is  to  say,  upon  any  majority. 
The  hon.  and  learned  Member  does 
not  confine  his  objection  to  a  simple 
majority;  but  his  objection  would  ex- 
tend to  a  majority  of  three  -  fourths 
or  four-fifths,  or  any  majority.  I  am 
not  complaining  of  this.  Possibly  the 
Amendment  perfectly  expresses  the 
opinion  of  the  hon.  and  learned  Member 
himself ;  for,  as  far  as  I  understood,  his 
speech  was  directed,  not  against  the 
principle  of  cldture  by  a  bare  majority, 
but  against  the  principle  of  cldture  in 
any  shape  or  form. 

Mb.  MABBIOTT  :  The  Amendment 
I  first  proposed  had  the  word  "bare" 
in  it ;  but  I  was  told  the  word  '*  bare  *' 
was  not  a  Parliamentary  word,  and  that 
the  word  majority  meant  a  majority  of  1, 
and  this  view  was,  I  thought,  confirmed 
by  the  Clerk  at  the  Table.  Therefore 
the  Amendment  was  proposed  as  it 
stands.     [**  Hear,  hear !  "] 

The  Makquess  of  HABTINGTON  : 
Well,  Sir,  I  am  very  glad  to  hear  those 
words.  I  interpret  those  cheers  to  mean 
that  hon.  Members  are  not  opposed  to 
the  proposal  altogether,  but  only  to  the 
proposal  of  a  bare  majority.  1  do  not 
know  whether   **\>«ixe      \a  ^  ^^:^^aNr 
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mentarj  word  or  not.  I  am  extremely 
aorry  the  word  is  eliminated,  because  I 
think  it  would  have  made  the  proposal 
much  clearer  than  it  is.  At  all  events, 
if  **  bare  "  is  not  a  Parliamentary  term, 
I  should  think  **  simple "  is,  and  that 
that  would  better  express  the  meaning 
of  the  hon.  and  learned  Member ;  but  if 
his  Amendment  was  intended  to  meet 
the  point  of  a  bare  majority,  it  would  be 
rather  unfortunate,  for  the  whole  of  his 
speech  was  directed  against  the  proposal 
in  any  shape  or  under  any  limitation, 
and  so  was  the  speech  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Lisader  of  <ihe  Opposition. 
There  is  no  doubt  about  the  opinion  of 
the  Leader  of  the  Opposition  on  this 
point,  because  he  has  given  Notice  of  his 
intention,  whatever  modification  may  be 
introduced  into  this  Bule,  to  move  its 
rejection ;  and  were  one  to  understand, 
therefore,  the  position  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman,  and  those,  I  suppose,  who 
sit  near  him,  as  one  of  absolute  opposi- 
tion in  any  shape  or  form,  or  witn  any 
limitation  whatever,  to  the  assumption 
by  any  majority  of  the  House  of  the 
power  of  closing  a  debate,  I  think  that 
it  would  probably  be  most  convenient 
that  we  should  discuss  that  question 
first,  and  that  the  debate  should  be,  as 
far  as  possible,  confined  to  the  question 
whether  we  are  to  have  the  eldture  in 
any  shape  or  form  or  not,  and  that  we 
should  wait  till  the  question  is  more 
completely  raised  whether  any  modifica- 
tion as  to  the  composition  or  proportion 
of  the  majority  is  to  be  introduced. 
I  will,  therefore,  only  say  one  or  two 
words  upon  this  point.  But,  as  I  have 
already  observed,  we  have  been  told 
that  this  is  the  only  question  we  have 
discussed.  I  should  like  to  make  one 
observation  upon  that.  I  must  say  that 
I  have  the  strongest  opinion  upon  this 
subject,  and  I  will  endeavour,  in  one  or 
two  words,  to  give  my  reason.  In  the 
first  place,  I  maintain  that  it  is  for 
those  who  contend  that  a  majority  for 
this  purpose  should  be  composed  in  an 
unusual  and  exceptional  manner — it  is 
upon  them  that  the  burden  of  proof 
rests.  Every  other  question  submitted 
to  the  House  is  decided  by  a  bare  ma- 
jority, and  it  is  for  those  who  contend 
that  for  this  special  purpose  the  power 
of  the  House  is  to  oe  exercised  by  a 
majority  differently  composed  to  s^ 
why  auch  a  reason  should  be  given.  It 
J«  true  that  last  year,  in  a  condition  of 
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Urgency,  a  majority  of  3  to  I  was 
required ;  but  that  has  been  universally 
admitted  to  have  been  an  exceptional 
condition  of  things,  and  not  to  be  a  pre- 
cedent upon  which  the  House  oould  safely 
rest.  Then,  I  say,  further,  that  it  is 
unnecessary  to  provide  a  majority  com- 
posed in  other  than  the  ordinary  way — 
I  say  it  is  unnecessary,  because  if  there 
is  a  possibility  of  an  abuse  of  this 
power,  I  maintain  that  it  is  much  more 
likely  to  be  applied  to  small  minorities 
than  large  minorities.  A  large  minority 
has  always  ample  power  to  protect  itself. 
There  are  so  many  opportunities  for 
raising  discussion  and  debate  in  this 
House — so  many  opportunities  of  mov- 
ing Amendments,  and  the  power  would 
have  to  be  so  constantly  employed  in 
the  face  of  large  unwilling  minorities — 
that  I  do  not  think  it  is  possible  to  con- 
ceive that  a  majority  could  close  the 
mouth  of  a  minority  but  little  inferior 
to  itself.  Then  a  large  minority  is 
largely  representative  of  the  country, 
and  all  those  opportunities  for  discussion 
out-of-doors,  to  which  I  have  already 
referred,  are  and  must  be  always  open 
to  a  large  minority ;  and  it  is  impossible 
to  conceive  anything  more  suicidal  than 
would  be  the  conduct  of  a  bare  majority 
in  exercising  its  powers  under  this  Bule 
to  close  the  mouths  of  a  very  consider- 
able minority.  It  is  true  that  it  is 
possible,  in  the  case  of  a  small  minority, 
that  the  Bule  may  be  more  open  to 
abuse;  and  I  do  not  deny  that  it  is 
possible  that  in  its  operation  there  may 
be  some  cases  in  which  some  reform 
may  be  postponed,  or  some  abuse  may 
be  sufPered  to  continue  longer  than  it 
otherwise  would,  in  consequence  of  the 
operation  of  this  Bule.  But  for  such 
minorities  no  proposal  as  to  the  com- 
position of  the  majority  which  has  ever 
been  made  would  avail.  The  protection 
for  the  small  minority  we  conceive  to  be 
in  the  initiatory  power  proposed  to  be 
given  to  the  Speaker.  It  is  mainly  in 
their  interest  that  power  is  to  be  placed 
in  his  hands.  At  idl  events,  no  artificial 
composition  of  a  majority — three-fourths 
or  four-fifths,  whatever  it  may  be — will 
be  competent  to  protect  the  interests  of 
a  small  minority.  My  further  objection 
is  that  such  a  plan  would  be  altogether 
inconsistent  with  the  Oonstitutional  prac- 
tice of  the  country.  When  once  this 
power  is  to  be  brought  into  existence,  it 
is  a  power  which  must  be  used  or  re- 
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fused  with  responsibility,  like  any  other 
power ;  and  if  that  power  ie  to  be  used 
only  by  a  majority  oomposed  in  some 
exceptional  way,  I  maintain  that  there 
would  be  no  one  who  would  be  respon- 
sible for  its  use  or  its  refusal.     Sup- 
posing that  it  is  the  opinion  of  the  Go- 
vernment that  some  measure  should  be 
adopted  without  delay,  and  supposing 
that  a  proposal  for  closing  the  debate  is 
not  adopted  by  the  requisite  number, 
who  will  be  responsible  for  the  conse- 
quences of  the  delay  ?  The  Government 
and  the  majority  will  not  be  responsible 
for  it,  because  they  would  have  done  all 
that  is  in  their  power.     The  minority 
who  have  refused  the  power  cannot  be 
made  responsible,  because  they  are  not 
in  a  position  to  undertake  it.     Let  me 
give  just  one  instance.     Take  the  Vote 
of  £6,000,000  which  was  proposed  by 
the  late  Government  to  Parliament.  That 
was  a  measure  which,  in  their  opinion, 
the  House  should  decide  upon  without 
delay ;  and  suppose  a  protracted  debate 
should  have  arisen  upon  it,  and  that  we 
were  not  of  opinion  that  the  measure 
was  necessary,  and  supposing  the  Go- 
vernment had  made  a  proposal  to  close 
the  debate,  and  had  not  been  able  to 
obtain  the  requisite  maj  ority — who  would 
have  been   responsible  for  the  conse- 
quences which  might  have  ensued  from 
the  delay  which  might  have  taken  place  ? 
The   majority   could    not    be    held   re- 
sponsible.    They  had   done   all  that  it 
was  in  their  power  to  do,  and  we  were 
at  that  time  certainly  not  in  a  position 
to  undertake  the  responsibility.     Take, 
again,  a  case  that  occurred  last  week, 
when  the  Government  said  that,  unless 
certain  Votes  were  passed  within  the 
week,  the  law  could   not  be   fulfilled. 
Supposing  Obstruction  had  taken  place, 
that    these   Votes    had    been    refused, 
and     if    the     provisions     of    the    law 
had    not    been    fulfilled,    upon    whom 
would  the  responsibility  for  such  failure 
have     rested  ?      It     could     not     have 
rested  with  us,  who  had  done  all  that 
was  in  our  power  to  observe  the  law. 
[Mr.  Warton:    No,  no!]     I  have  no 
doubt  the   hon.    and   learned   Member 
for   Bridport   will    address   the   House 
upon   this   subject   before  long;  there- 
fore, perhaps  he  will  allow  me  to  finish 
my  observations.     I  know  the  hon.  and 
learned  Member  thinks  the  delay  was 
caused  by  mismanagement  of  Business; 
but  that  is  not  the  question.     The  ques- 


tion is,  who  would  have  been  respon- 
sible if  the  provisions  of  the  law  had 
not  been  complied  with?  We  had  to 
deal  with  the  situation  in  which  the 
House  found  itself  last  week ;  and  if  the 
House  had  refused  to  grant  the  Votes 
we  asked  for,  who  would  have  been  re- 
sponsible? I  think  a  more  invidious 
power,  placed  in  the  hands  of  the  Leader 
of  the  Opposition,  than  that  proposed 
cannot  well  be  conceived.  It  is  the 
placing  in  his  hands  of  an  arbitrary 
power — I  say  arbitrary  power,  because 
it  is  a  power  which  must  be  exercised 
without  the  controlling  sense  of  re- 
sponsibility for  its  exercise.  I  have 
no  hesitation  in  saying,  with  what  small 
experience  I  have  been  able  to  obtain 
as  Leader  of  the  Opposition,  that  it  is  a 
power  which  I  should  most  reluctantly 
see  placed  in  my  hands.  I  would  much 
rather  the  majority  of  the  House  boldly 
took  the  power  in  its  own  hands,  and  be 
responsible  for  the  exercise  of  the  power, 
as  it  is  responsible  for  every  other  action 
it  takes.  I  will  only  now  ask,  if  the  Op- 
position are  going  to  vote  against  this 
Besolution,  and  if  the  House  is  not  going 
to  grant  this  power,  what  is  it  that  they 
propose  in  its  place?  My  right  hon. 
Friend  the  Prime  Minister  referred  to 
the  appeal  which  the  Speaker  made  to 
the  House  in  the  exercise  of  an  act 
of  authority  last  Session.  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  told  the  House  that, 
having  acted,  that  act  of  his  could  not 
be  one  which  oould  be  indefinitely  re- 
peated, and  the  House  must  now  take 
the  matter  in  its  own  hands.  What  is 
the  answer  that  the  Opposition  proposes 
to  make  to  the  appeal  from  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  in  the  Chair  ?  I  gather 
from  the  speech  of  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman the  Member  for  Preston  (Mr. 
Kaikes)  that  he  considers  that  some  im- 
provement, some  alteration  in  the  Hules 
with  regard  to  suspension,  would  be 
adequate.  I  say  I  am  of  opinion  that 
that  Bule,  admirable  as  it  is,  neces- 
sary as  it  is,  entirely  fails  to  meet 
the  point  with  which  we  have  to  deal. 
That  is  a  necessary  Bule  relating  to 
the  discipline  of  the  House,  not  to  its 
procedure.  It  fails  to  meet  what,  in  my 
opinion,  are  the  cardinal  points  to  which 
I  have  already  referred.  It  fails  to  meet 
the  point  of  the  relation  between  the 
length  of  the  debate  and  the  importance  of 
the  subject  debated,  and  it  fails  to  provide 
an  assertion  of  tike  ^xvncA.'^e  asc^xl  Vcl\^ 


1835      Parliament — Buaineta 


ICOMMONS) 


of  the  Souse, 


1,^36 


I  have  already  dwelt,  that  the  time  of 
the  House  is  a  propettj  in  the  hands  of 
the  House  itself.  The  Suspension  Rule 
is  a  penal  proceeding,  most  necessary, 
unfortunately,  in  the  present  state  of 
the  House,  sometimes  to  be  used  with  a 
most  salutary  efifect ;  but  it  is  not  appli- 
cable in  many  cases  in  which  the  exer- 
cise of  this  power  would  be  required.  I 
do  not  know  why  an  hon.  Member  should 
be  punished  by  a  penal  proceeding  for 
the  exercise  of  a  right  which  the  House 
admits  is  vested  in  him,  and  he  may  be 
only  exercising  in  a  way  which  may  not 
be  agreeable  to  the  prevailing  sense  of 
the  House.  I  do  not  think,  for  instance, 
that  the  hon.  Member  for  Birkenhead 
(Mr.  Mac  Ivor)  ought  to  be  punished  by 
suspension  because  he  considers  it  neces- 
sary to  discuss  upon  all  occasions  the 
operation  of  the  French  Treaty  and  the 
question  of  Fair  Trade.  I  do  not  want 
to  suspend  the  hon.  Member,  or  deprive 
his  constituents  of  his  services ;  but,  at 
the  same  time,  I  do  not  want  to  be 
bound  hand  and  foot  at  his  mercy  to 
listen  to  his  disquisitions  on  the  subject 
of  Fair  Trade,  whenever  he  likes  to  de- 
liver them.  It  is  a  proceeding  in  the 
nature  of  an  alteration  of  our  procedure, 
and  not  a  penal  measure,  which  is  re- 
quired in  his  case.  Again,  the  hon. 
Member  for  Eye  (Mr.  Ashmead-Bart- 
lett)  would  sometimes  consider  there  is 
no  question  so  worthy  of  the  considera- 
tion of  the  House  as  the  position  of 
Bussia  in  Central  Asia,  and  I  have 
known  that  question  interposed  to  the 
exclusion  of  very  important  and  press- 
ing Business.  Yet  I  do  not  wish  to  see 
the  hon.  Member  for  Eye  suspended.  I 
only  wish  the  House  to  have  the  power 
to  say  when  the  position  of  Bussia  in 
Central  Asia  has  been  sufficiently  de- 
bated. Hon.  Members  from  Ireland, 
aeain,  are  still  more  legitimately  em- 
ployed, when  they  consider  it  necessary — 
as  I  think  they  will  admit— in  season 
and  out  of  season,  and  bring  forward 
grievances  of  some  of  their  contituents 
or  of  their  countrymen.  I  admit  it  is 
natural  and  perfectly  legitimate  that 
they  should  consider  these  are  ques- 
tions which  ought  to  have  precedence 
over  every  other  that  the  House  can 
possibly  entertain.  I  do  not,  however, 
think  that  hon.  Members  ought  to  be 
suspended  because  they  desire  that  the 
House  should  debate  nothing  but  Irish 
grievanoeB.     At  the  same  time,  it  is 
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absolutely,  necessary  for  the  good  man- 
agement and  the  efficiency  of  the  pro- 
ceedings of  the  House  that  other  subjects 
should  from  time  to  time  be  discussed ; 
and  the  Hules  now  proposed  would 
enable  the  House  sometimes  to  escape 
from  the  discussion  of  Irish  grievances. 
The  hon.  and  learned  Member  for  Brid- 
port  interrupted  me  just  now.  He  may 
have  an  opportunity  some  day  of  ccdling 
the  attention  of  the  House  to  the  question 
of  patent  medicines.  And  I  do  not  wish 
to  invoke  the  authority  of  the  Chair  to 
suspend  him  if  he  trespasses  at  unneces- 
sary length  on  that  important  question ; 
but  still  I  do  think  that  perhaps  a  whole 
night  would  be  devoted  more  profitably 
to  other  matters  than  the  discussion  of 
the  question  of  patent  medicines ;  and  I 
think,  as  to  the  hon.  Member  for  Dun- 
garvan  (Mr.  O'Donnell),  whose  researches 
and  knowledge  appear  to  extend  equally 
to  every  question,  that  the  House  may 
sometimes  be  enabled  to  bring  a  debate 
to  a  conclusion  without  having  the  ad- 
vantage of  the  hon.  Member's  opinion 
upon  it.  But  I  should  like  to  accom- 
plish that  object  without  having  the  hon. 
Member  named  from  the  Chair ;  and  I 
think,  under  the  operation  of  this  Bule, 
it  may  be  found,  in  some  exceptional 
and  rare  intervals,  that  a  debate  could 
be  brought  to  a  conclusion  before  the 
hon.  Member  for  Dungarvan  speaks. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member 
for  Preston  says,  with  perfect  justice, 
that  this  matter  should  have  been  taken 
up  by  the  House,  and  not  by  the  Govern- 
ment. Sir,  it  is  a  matter  for  the  House, 
and  not  for  any  Party  in  the  House. 
Why  was  this  course  found  to  be  impos- 
sible? Twenty  Committees  have  sat 
and  inquired  into  this  question,  without 
any  adequate  result  —  almost  without 
any  result  at  all — and  the  labour  of  20 
Committees,  thrown  away  and  wasted, 
proves  that  there  does  not  exist  in  the 
House  itself  that  initiatory  force  which 
is  necessary  for  carrying  the  requisite 
reform.  It  is  not  easy  to  see  where  that 
necessary  force  can  arise,  except  in  the 
Government,  who  may  presumably  be 
supposed  to  possess  the  confidence,  at  all 
events,  of  a  majority  of  the  House,  and 
who  have  the  means  of  directing  the 
deliberations  of  the  House,  and  of  for- 
mulating and  placing  before  the  House 
more  definite  proposals  than  could  be 
laid  before  it  in  any  other  circumstances. 
The  House  had  a  right,  failing  these 
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repeated  attempts  to  which  I  have  re- 
ferred, to  expect  of  the  responsible 
Advisers  of  the  Crown  that  they  should 
present  to  the  House  their  proposals  for 
remedying  evils  which  are  of  undoubted 
existence  ;  and  when  the  responsible 
Ministers  of  the  Crown  have  made  their 
proposals,  it  has  also  the  right  to  expect 
of  them  that  they  will  use  every  means 
in  their  power  to  carry  these  proposals 
through  to  a  successful  issue.  We 
would  willingly,  if  we  could,  persuade 
the  House  by  argument  of  the  expe- 
diency of  our  proposals.  We  do  not 
desire  to  thrust  them  on  an  unwilling 
minority;  but  it  is  impossible  that  on 
any  considerable  changes,  such  as  these 
which  are  proposed,  there  should  be 
unanimity,  or  anything  approaching 
unanimity;  and  if  the  Government  is 
in  earnest  upon  this  question,  it  is  abso- 
lutely necessary  that  the  Government 
should  use  those  means  for  carrying  the 
proposals  into  execution  —  the  same 
means  which  it  uses  in  regard  to  any 
other  proposal  which  it  has  to  make. 
The  Government  was  bound  to  appeal 
to  the  confidence  of  its  supporters,  and 
to  state  clearly  to  the  House  and  to  the 
country  that  in  these  proposals  its 
existence  is  inevitably  bound  up.  I 
have  admitted  it  is  in  the  main  and 
chiefly  a  question  of  the  dignity,  effi- 
ciency, and  decency  of  the  proceedings 
of  the  House  itself.  It  is  a  question  in 
which,  undoubtedly,  the  House  itself  is 
first  and  primarily  interested  ;  but  I  will 
not  deny — I  willingly  admit — it  is  also 
one  in  which  the  Govenment  have  an 
interest  which  they  are  not  ashamed  to 
avow.  The  Government  are  responsible 
to  the  House  and  to  the  country  for  the 
conduct  of  Business.  They  come  before 
you  to  tell  you  that  under  the  existing 
Rules  of  Procedure  in  this  House  they 
cannot  undertake  responsibility.  If  they 
cannot  conduct  the  Business  of  the 
country,  they  are  not  fit  to  remain  in 
Office.  They  have  laid  before  you  pro- 
posals which,  in  their  opinion,  will  en- 
able them,  and  other  Governments  after 
them,  to  conduct  with  dignity  and  effi- 
ciency the  Business  of  the  country,  and 
by  these  proposals  they  are  prepared  to 
stand.  If  there  are  others  who  think 
they  can,  without  these  changes,  conduct 
the  necessary  afiairs  of  the  country,  and 
if  they  can  persuade  the  House  of  their 
capability  to  do  so,  we  shall  cheerfully 
resign  our  functions ;   but,  Sir,  so  long 


as  we  are  responsible  for  the  oonduot  of 
the  necessary  Business  of  the  oountrj, 
we  must  appeal  to  the  House  to  give  us 
those  powers  by  which  alone,  as  we  think, 
our  work  can  be  effectually  performed. 

Baeon  HENRY  DE  WORMS :  Sir, 
with  reference  to  the  statement  of  the 
noble  Marquess  the  Secretary  of  State 
for  India,  that  the  Government  intend  to 
stand  or  fall  by  their  proposals,  it  is 
somewhat  anomalous  that  a  Liberal 
Ministry  should  make  a  Cabinet  ques- 
tion out  of  what  is,  in  plain  English, 
nothing  more  than  a  scheme  for  tamper- 
ing with  freedom  of  speech  in  the  House 
of  Commons.  It  is  of  no  use  veiling  it 
in  fine  language,  or  attempting  to  throw 
dust  in  the  eyes  of  the  public  any  longer. 
I  can  only  find  an  explanation  for  it  in 
the  fact  that  Her  Majesty's  Government, 
conscious  of  their  own  weakness,  and 
aware  that,  owing  to  the  amount  of  op- 
position evoked  on  one  side  and  the 
half-hearted  support  they  receive  on  the 
other,  cannot,  as  they  wish,  pass  30  mea- 
sures a  Session,  and  that  they  therefore 
desire  to  introduce  a  measure  which,  by 
silencing  a  large  body  of  the  Members 
of  this  House  and  preventing  discus- 
sion, will  give  them  the  power  they  at 
present  lack.  The  noble  Marquess,  be- 
lieving that  it  is  a  matter  for  the  con- 
sideration of  the  whole  House,  argues 
that  the  consideration  of  the  question 
ought  not  to  be  remitted  to  any  more 
Select  Committees.  The  noble  Marquess 
reminded  the  House  that,  although  20 
Committees  had  considered  this  ques- 
tion, they  had  not  been  able  to  come  to 
any  conclusion.  Is  not  that  a  powerful 
argument  that  the  proposition  itself  is 
not  worthy  of  adoption  ?  From  the  tone 
of  the  noble  Marquess's  speech,  one 
would  almost  imagine  that  the  Parlia- 
mentary life  of  this  country  was  only 
beginning,  and  that  he  was  inaugu- 
rating it.  Surely  the  House  of  Com- 
mons has  existed  for  many  centuries,  has 
gone  on  with  a  tolerable  amount  of  suc- 
cess, and  reached  the  position  of  the 
first  Representative  Assembly  of  the 
world,  without  this  obnoxious  gagging 
Rule.  It  is  now  left  to  a  Liberca  Go- 
vernment, with  the  largest  majority  any 
Government  ever  had,  to  propose  a 
system  by  which,  by  a  bare  majority, 
the  cldture  can  be  forced  upon  the  House. 
That  is  clearly  a  proposition  which  I 
cannot  support,  and  which  we,  and  those 
who   agreo   \^itk  vi%,  iaxv&\.  ^wsiXi^  Vj 
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ererj  means  in  our  power.  EeformB  in 
the  Procedure  of  the  House  may  be  ne- 
cessary, but  not  the  eldtur$f  or,  at  any 
rate,  not  the  cldture  by  a  bare  majority.  If 
such  a  Besolution  as  that  proposed  by 
the  Prime  Minister  passes,  then  it  ought 
only  to  be  put  in  force  by  such  a  majority 
of  the  House  as  will  insure  that  that  ma- 
jority is  composed  of  Members  of  both 
sides  of  the  House ;  but  the  proposal  of 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  will  enable 
any  Minister — Liberal  or  Conservative 
*— with  the  greatest  facility,  to  impose 
silence  on  his  antagonists,  the  Opposi- 
tion, at  any  given  moment  of  the  debate. 
It  is  to  be  remembered,  too,  that  an 
English  Opposition  is  an  integral  part  of 
the  Parliamentary  machine,  if  not  of  the 
Constitution  itself.  It  is,  as  Sheridan 
has  said,  ''  Her  Majesty's  Opposition," 
whereas  in  foreign  countries  it  is  dif- 
ferent, and  the  Hules  applicable  to  their 
Legislative  Assemblies  cannot  apply  in 
our  case.  In  those  countries  where  the 
eldture  obtains  the  Opposition  is  nothing 
more  than  a  body  of  recognized,  but 
totally  irresponsible  critics — a  body,  not 
homogeneous  or  united,  but  often  split 
up  by  internal  divisions  into  several  in- 
considerable sections.  The  Oovemment 
of  England  is  unique  in  this  respect 
— it  is  essentially  a  Government  by 
Party;  and  the  adoption  of  the  oidture,  by 
annihilating  Party,  will  destroy  the  true 
principle  of  Parliamentary  government. 
Party  may  be  said  to  be  the  embodiment 
of  public  opinion.  Discussion  in  this 
House  is,  after  all,  the  distillation,  if  I 
may  use  the  expression,  of  the  public 
Opinion  of  the"  constituencies  who  send 
us  here;  and  if  discussion  is  to  be 
burked  in  this  House,  I  fail  to  see  how 
Party  can  remain  what  it  now  really  is — 
the  embodiment  of  public  opinion.  In 
foreign  countries,  where  the  rights  of  the 
Opposition  are  least  recognized,  free 
government  exists  only  in  name.  A 
aebate  in  the  House  of  Commons  is  a 
species  of  competitive  examination,  at 
which  the  merits  or  demerits  of  mea- 
sures emanating  from  the  Govern- 
ment of  the  day,  or  from  the  Oppo- 
sition, are  openly  tested.  It  is  the 
discussion  of  the  wish  and  will  of  the 
people  who  send  Members  there;  and 
the  whole  principle  of  Parliamentary 
government  will  cease  to  exist  if,  by  the 
action  of  a  bare  majority,  a  section  of 
the  House  are  not  allowed  to  debate  the 
very  questions  they  are  sent  there  to  dis- 
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cuss.    In  the  countries  where  tb^  el6iur$ 
exists,    Ministerial  responsibility    does 
not  exist.     The  el6tur$  exists  in  Austria 
and  in  Germany,  and  we  know  perfectly 
well  that  both  in  Austria  and  in  Ger- 
many the  independent  action  of  Par- 
liament is,  so  to  speak,   nil.    At  this 
very  moment  a  Government  is  in  power 
in  Austria  which  has,  for  nearly  three 
years,  been  governing  by  an  absolute 
minority ;  while  in  Germany,  the  other 
day,  Prince  Bismarck  defied  the  Cham- 
ber openly,  and  said  he  was  not  to  be 
governed  by  the  will  of  the  Chamber. 
I  do  not  wish  to  see  such  a  state  of 
things  introduced  here.   The  instant  the 
eldture  is    adopted  by  this  House,  the 
Minister  of  the  day  becomes  an  auto- 
crat— a  singular    consummation  to  be 
brought  about  by  hon.  Gentlemen  on 
the  Liberal  Benches.      Where  is  the 
adoption  of  these  foreign  principles  to 
cease  ?     I  would  remind  hon.  Members 
opposite  that,  in  most  countries  where 
the  eldture  exists,  there  is  also  the  insti- 
tution know  as  the  censorship  of  the 
Press.     In  Austria  and  Germany,  for 
instance,    it    is    the    concomitant    and 
corollary  of  the  eldture.  Does  the  Prime 
Minister  propose  to  add  the  censorship 
of  the  Press  to  the  cldture  ?     [**  Hear, 
hear !  "]     I   maintain  that  there  is  an 
intimate  connection  between  this  eidture 
and  this  censorship,  and  even  between 
the    eldture    and    Governmental    inter- 
ference at  elections  as  it  exists  on  the 
Continent.     When   a  great  question  is 
discussed  in  the  Reichstag,  a  moment 
may  arise  when  it  is  convenient  that  the 
question  should  be  no  longer  debated. 
At  that  particular  moment  the  cldture  is 
voted  and  the  debate  ceases ;  but,  at  the 
samatime,  it  may  be  inconvenient  if  the 
Press  oiisthe  country,  expressing  more  or 
less  the  viBvs  of  the  outside  world,  is 
enabled    to   gi^  those  criticisms  and 
views  which  it  fUnks  best  suited  to  the 
course  adopted.  Thtc©°8or  of  the  Press, 
therefore,  prevents  ^^**  Particular  re- 
port   from    appearing^  ill    *be    news- 
papers of  the  day.     OriH^?  fW gi°fi> 
system  is  adopted,  once  _^^ 

of  Commons  be  prevented  from  dTscuss^ 
ing  all   questions   which    come   before 
it  fairly  and  openly,  then  all  security 
for   liberty  will   be   gone.      The   pass- 
ing  of    a  Eesolution   like  this,  which 
will  impose  silence  on  the  whole  House 
because  of  the  obstruction  of  one  indi- 
vidual Member,  or  of  a  few  individual 
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MemberSy  cannot  be  tolerated,  and  must 
be  condemned,  and  I  venture  to  raise  a 
very  earnest  protest  against  it.  In 
foreifi^  countries  Ministers  hold  Office 
at  the  pleasure  of  the  Crown;  in  this 
country,  at  the  pleasure  of  the  people. 
The  whole  of  our  Constitutional  system 
is  so  utterly  different  from  that  of  the 
Legislative  Assemblies  where  the  cldture 
exists,  that  it  is  simply  astounding  that 
a  Minister  can  be  found  to  stand  up  and 
say  that  the  operation  of  this  method  is 
simply  a  change  of  Procedure  rendered 
necessary  by  obstructive  measures,  and 
that  it  is  not — what  it  really  is — a  deep 
and  terrible  blow  to  the  liberties  of  our 
free  Constitution.  When  the  Prime 
Minister  quoted  the  case  of  the  eidiure 
in  Austria  he  did  not  quote  it  quite  ac- 
curately, but  spoke  of  it  as  the  eld- 
iure  pure  and  simple.  In  the  Austrian 
Beichsrath,  however,  after  the  debate  is 
technically  closed,  a  speaker  is  chosen  by 
each  side,  who  has  a  right  to  address  the 
House  after  the  eldture  is  voted.  I 
should  be  sorry,  however,  to  advocate 
the  system  even  with  that  modification, 
and  it  is  only  to  put  the  subject  fairly 
before  the  House  that  I  mention  it.  It 
is,  I  confess,  astonishing  to  see  the  agi- 
tation from  all  parts  of  the  country 
brought  to  bear  on  the  House  in  favour 
of  the  eldture.  When  there  was  Obstruct 
tion  last  year,  while  it  was  a  question 
of  passing  a  Coercion  Act,  many  hon. 
Gentlemen  below  the  Gangway  on  the 
Ministerial  side  showed  that  they  sym- 
pathized with  the  opponents  of  the  mea- 
sure, even  in  their  Obstruction.  Now 
all  that  is  changed,  and  those  hon.  Gen- 
tlemen are  clamouring  for  the  eldture  and 
abandoning  their  old  friends,  perhaps, 
because  they  are  more  behind  the  scenes 
than  the  rest  of  the  House,  and  know 
the  intentions  on  the  part  of  the  Go- 
vernment, which  the  noble  Marquess 
has  so  clearly  foreshadowed  in  his  speech 
this  night.  It  is  indeed  a  sorry  spectacle 
to  see  the  Badical  Party  asking  the 
House  to  vote  away  its  own  liberty ;  and 
amongi^t  the  so-called  reforms  which  the 
future  historian  will  have  to  record  none 
^ill  be  more  remarkable  than  this.  It  is 
a  most  anomalous  thing  to  find  a 
raland  reforming  Government  seek- 
/O  destroy  that  great  and  distinguish- 
characteristic  of  the  House  of  Com- 
as—freedom of  debate.  Everything 
a  be  done  by  force,  and  the  Govern- 
^nt  have  a  very  pliable  majority  ready 


to  act  at  any  notice  and  for  any  cause. 
Probably  in  this  great  fight  on  behalf 
of  the  preservation  of  the  Constitution 
the  Opposition  will  be  beaten ;  they  will 
be  obliged,  as  minorities  always  have  to 
do,  to  submit  to  the  tyranny  of  the  ma- 
jority. Even  if  that  is  so,  there  is  one 
resort  left.  I  would  remind  the  House 
that  in  the  Austrian  Beichsrath  the  Czechs 
and  the  Poles,  who  had  been  outvoted 
on  a  certain  important  question,  left  that 
Assembly  in  a  body.  What  if  the  Oppo- 
sition take  that  course,  and  simply  walk 
out  of  the  House?  I  shoidd  like  to 
know  what  will  be  the  condition  of  Her 
Majesty's  Ministers,  if  they  are  com- 
pelled to  pass  every  measure,  not  after 
a  fair  discussion,  but  with  a  certain  pros- 
pect of  hon.  Members  on  this — ^the  Op- 
position— side  of  the  House,  leaving 
and  allowing  the  Government  majo- 
rity to  do  what  they  think  best  for  Uie 
country,  without  discussion  or  protest? 
It  would  simply  destroy  every  principle  of 
Parliamentary  government,  and  there 
are  contingencies  less  improbable  even 
than  that.  If  the  Government  insist 
on  adopting  the  eldture  by  a  bare  ma- 
jority, they  will  find  themselves  often 
placed  in  a  position  in  which  they  will 
be  more  or  less  stultified  in  the  eyes  of 
the  nation.  Sir  Erskine  May,  in  his 
work,  says  that  on  the  12th  of  March, 
1771,  the  minority  divided  the  House 
23  times  in  resisting  the  punishment  of 
the  printers  of  the  debates ;  and  Mr. 
Burke  said  of  those  proceedings  that 
posterity  would  bless  the  pertinacity  of 
that  day.  Mr.  Burke,  certainly  a  states- 
man of  no  mean  order,  thought  that 
those  23  divisions,  so  far  from  having 
injured  the  Procedure  of  Parliament, 
did  a  considerable  amount  of  good.  I 
most  emphatically  condemn  the  bringing 
up  by  the  Government  of  the  Obstruc- 
tion which  existed  last  year  as  the  evi- 
dence of  something  new  and  of  a  peculiar 
condition  of  things,  for  I  have  shown 
that  something  worse  existed  in  1771  ; 
and  the  Ministers  of  that  day  did  not 
propose  that  the  House  should  give  up 
the  freedom  of  debate.  It  is  not  neces- 
sary to  go  into  the  question  of  how 
many  votes  are  to  close  a  debate ;  these 
are  details  which  I  will  leave  to  others 
with  more  experience;  but  I  address 
myself  to  the  broad  principle;  and  I 
maintain  that  nothing  can  be  more  re- 
grettable than  that  a  system  which  ba.^ 
worked  so  well  lor  ^o  isi^LTi^  tc\iX.\mft^ 
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Bliould  now,  without  any  special  reason, 
be  altered,  simply  in  order  to  give  the 
GoTernment  of  the  day  the  power  of 
doing  that  which  they  would  not  be  able 
to  do  without.  The  majority  naturally 
have  their  way  in  a  division;  but  the 
Gk>vemment  wish  that  the  voice  of  the 
majority  should  be  heard  and  felt  before 
and  during  debate,  completely  upsetting 
the  very  principle  of  our  whole  Parlia- 
mentary Procedure.  In  all  these  proceed- 
ings the  Ministry  have  shown  that  they 
are  ashamed  of  the  foreign  importation, 
and  they  have  named  their  proposal  the 
**  closure,"  instead  of  the  ctdture,  in  the 
hope  that,  in  that  form,  it  will  be  less 
distasteful  to  the  English  people.  Are 
we  to  copy  the  institutions  of  the  Na- 
tional Assemblies  of  the  Continent,  which 
are  still  in  their  infancy,  whilst  the  re- 

Eresentative  institutions  of  this  country 
ave  been  in  operation  for  centuries? 
I  protest  against  such  an  innovation. 
England  had  her  Constitution  and  Par- 
liament when  France  was  under  the 
despotic  sway  of  Louis  IX.,  and  the 
itat9  geniraux  did  not  exist ;  when  Aus- 
tria was  barely  a  State,  when  Prussia 
was  under  the  iron  rule  of  the  Teutonic 
Knights;  and  now,  after  the  lapse  of 
centuries,  a  Liberal  Minister  asks  the 
House  of  Commons  to  copy  the  Eules 
of  Procedure  of  these  comparatively 
new  Legislative  Bodies,  and  to  copy 
them,  not  for  the  benefit  of  our  own, 
but  to  its  detriment.  I  ask  if  we, 
who  have  boasted  so  long  of  our  free- 
dom of  speech  and  our  freedom  of 
writing,  should  now  consent  to  fetter 
ourselves — nay,  to  gag  ourselves,  and 
to  deprive  ourselves  of  those  privileges 
which  we  have  enjoyed  for  centuries, 
and  which,  under  ordinary  circum- 
stances, we  might  have  hoped  to  enjoy 
for  generations  to  come.  I  cannot  think 
it  is  possible  we  should  willingly  do  any 
such  thing;  and,  therefore,  I  protest 
strongly  against  the  proposal  of  the 
Government. 

Mr.  BORLASE:  I  hope  my  hon. 
Friend  the  Member  for  Greenwich  (Baron 
Henry  de  Worms)  will  forgive  me  if  I 
do  not  begpn  by  following  the  very  valu- 
able arguments  which  he  has  advanced. 
I  wish  to  carry  the  House  back  a  month, 
to  that  period  of  the  debate  when  the 
hon.  Member  for  Newcastle  (Mr.  Co  wen) 
told  us  that  if  any  long  period  of  time 
were  to  elapse  between  the  periods  of 
the  debate,   hon.   Members  would    be 

Maron  Henry  Be  WortM 


apt  in  the  interval  to  forget  what  had 
taken  place  on  the  previous  occasion. 
There  are  two  things  which  I  think  we 
shall  not  soon  forget.  The  first  was  the 
most  explicit  speech  in  which  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  at  the  head  of  the  Go- 
vernment introduced  these  Resolutions 
to  the  House,  and  the  other  the  weird 

Eiece  of  invective  which  fell  from  my 
on.  and  learned  Friend  the  Member  for 
Brighton  (Mr.  Marriott),  whom  I  am 
sorry  not  to  see  in  his  place.  The  hon. 
and  learned  Member  began  his  speech 
by  apologizing  for  moving  an  Amend- 
ment, being  so  young  a  Member  of  the 
House.  I  do  not  think.  Sir,  he  intended 
us  to  suppose  that  he  was  ''  in  law  an 
infant,  or  in  years  a  boy."  It  must  have 
been  that  he  intended  to  carry  us  back 
to  that  day  when  he  and  I,  and  many 
hon.  Members  on  these  Benches,  walked 
up  the  floor  of  this  House  together  and 
together  took  the  Oath,  inspired  as  we 
were  at  that  time  by  high  hopes,  some 
of  which  have  been  realized,  some  of 
which  remain  to  be  realized,  and  would 
have  been  realized  before  now,  but  for 
that  cause  which  my  hon.  and  learned 
Friend,  by  his  Amendment,  seeks  to  pre- 
vent us  from  removing.  Did  he  mean  to 
carry  us  back  to  those  feelings  of  high 
respect  and  confidence  with  which  we 
then  regarded  the  right  hon.  Gentlemen 
who  sit  on  the  Front  Bench,  a  respect 
which  has  doubled,  a  confidence  which 
remains  now  unimpaired  in  the  hearts 
of  one  and  all  of  us,  save  in  that  of  the 
hon.  and  learned  Member  for  Brighton  ? 
Did  he  mean  to  force  upon  us  the  old 
proverb,  which  the  oftener  it  is  re- 
peated in  this  House  the  truer  it  seems 
to  become —  Quantum  mutatus  ah  illo  Hec- 
tare? But,  in  the  absence  of  the  hon. 
and  learned  Member,  I  not  unwillingly 
turn  away  from  following  any  further 
the  subject,  or  the  manner  of  his  speech. 
I  wish  to  refer  particularly  to  two  as- 
pects of  this  question — first,  to  call  the 
attention  of  the  House  to  the  opinion 
which  is  being  so  freely  circulated  m  this 
country,  both  by  hon.  Members  who  sit 
on  the  Benches  opposite,  and  also  by 
their  agents — namely,  that  in  taking 
these  measures  to  limit  debate  we  are 
opposing  the  great  Liberal  principle  of 
freedom  of  speech  ;  and,  secondly,  to 
dwell  on  the  real  effect  of  the  bare  ma- 
jority, which  is  supposed  to  make  this 
question  so  extremely  difficult.  Refer- 
ring to  that  latter  question,  in  the  first 
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place,  I  will  suppose  the  most  arbitrary 
sitnation  in  which  we  could  find  our- 
selves in  regard  to  the  Eule.  I  will 
suppose,  Sir,  that  your  Successor,  for  it 
could  not  be  yourself,  were  to  be  so  mis- 
taken in  his  estimate  of  the  state  of 
feeling  in  the  House  as  to  declare  his 
opinion  that  it  was  the  evident  sense  of 
the  House  that  the  debate  should  close, 
when,  on  a  division,  it  should  be  found 
that  in  a  House  of  401  Members  201 
were  to  vote  with  the  Government,  who 
would  have  moved  the  closure,  and  200 
against.  Now,  Sir,  I  contend  that,  if 
such  a  thing  as  this  were  to  happen,  in 
proportion  to  the  narrowness  of  the  ma- 
jority which  would  be  gained  by  the  Qo- 
yemment  upon  this  first  question,  that 
**  the  Question  be  now  put,"  woiild  be 
the  greatness  of  the  minority  in  which 
they  would  find  themselves  when  they 
came  to  deal  with  the  second  and  Main 
Question.  This,  Sir,  is  very  plain.  They 
would  have  drawn  together  the  whole, 
and  more  than  the  whole,  of  their  sup- 
porters in  order  to  gain  that  first  ma- 
jority, and  they  would  have  drawn  them 
together  under  circumstances  we  can 
wdil  recall  from  last  Session.  There 
would  be  almost  certainly  hon.  Members 
waiting  on  those  Benches  opposite,  long- 
ing to  close  the  debate,  ready  at  a  mo- 
ment's notice  to  vote  with  the  Govern- 
ment when  it  proposed  that  the  debate 
should  close,  yet  waiting  all  the  while  to 
vote  against  the  Government  when  the 
Main  Question  was  put.  Therefore,  Sir, 
I  contend,  and  I  will  say  it  again,  that 
in  proportion  to  the  narrowness  of  the 
majority  which  the  Government  could 
gain  upon  the  proposal  that  the  ^^  Ques- 
tion be  now  put,"  in  proportion  to  that 
would  be  the  largeness  of  the  minority 
in  which  they  would  find  themselves 
when  they  came  to  deal  with  the  Main 
Question.  Now,  Sir,  I  come  to  the 
second  part  of  my  subject,  the  second 
objection,  of  which  we  hear  more  in 
the  country  in  speeches  of  hon.  Gentle- 
men than  we  do  from  speeches  of 
hon.  Gentlemen  in  this  House — that 
is,  that  we  Liberals  are  giving  up 
our  principle  of  Freedom  of  Speech. 
Sir,  it  is  no  such  thing.  It  is  per- 
fectly true  that  freedom  of  speech  is 
one  of  the  most  time-honoured,  one  of 
the  most  cherished  principles  of  the 
Liberal  Party.  But  that  phrase,  * '  Free- 
dom of  Speech,"  had  and  still  has  an 
historic  meaning  which  this  House  knew 
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well  250  years  ago ;  and  it  does  not 
mean  freedom  to  choke  ourselves  by  our 
own  volubility  here.  It  recalls  to  us  the 
battle  of  immunity  from  external  inter- 
ference. It  means  that  for  which  my 
countryman.  Sir  George  Eliot,  here  con- 
tending, was  imprisoned,  and  which  by 
his  death  he  gained  for  this  House  for 
ever.  It  means.  Sir,  that  which  you 
yourself,  at  the  opening  of  every  Par- 
liament, demand  at  the  Bar  of  "another 
glace."  But  what,  in  Heaven's  name, 
as  that  to  do  with  the  question  before 
the  House,  that  fallacy  which  is  being 
bandied  about  by  hon.  Gentlemen  oppo- 
site and  their  agents  from  one  end  of 
the  country  to  the  other  ?  I  do  not  ac- 
cuse them  of  equivocation.  It  would  not 
be  Parliamentary  to  do  it ;  but  I  must 
strongly  contend  that  they  are  singularly 
forgetful  of  their  English  history.  Sir,  no 
one  respects  the  right  of  minorities  more 
than  I  do.  No  one,  did  he  ever  find 
himself  displacing  any  hon.  Member 
opposite  in  that  place  which,  in  my  opi- 
nion, he  so  appropriately  adorns,  would 
revel  in  the  legitimate  use  of  the  free 
blade  of  opposition  more  than  I  should 
myself.  Sir,  if  questions  were  to  be 
brought  before  this  House  such  as  were 
before  it  not  long  ago,  of  spending 
£25,000,000  in  Centrd  Asia,  or  of  be- 
coming tenants  of  Turkey  for  a  Levan- 
tine island,  or  of  annexing  a  new  country 
in  the  centre  of  Africa,  all  I  can  say  is, 
I  should  immediately  take  my  seat  at 
the  feet  of  the  hon.  Member  for  Wex- 
ford (Mr.  Healy),  and  beg  him  to  become 
my  tutor  in  the  art  in  which  he  sur- 
passes all  besides,  an  art  in  which  he 
has  become  so  proficient  that  in  one 
Session  he  has  made  a  speech  and  a- 
half  for  every  one  of  his  constituents — I 
mean  the  art  of  block.  But  I  trust  that  I 
should  feel  and  know  that  there  was  a 
time  to  stop  and  a  time  to  be  stopped — 
a  limit  beyond  which  it  was  wanting  in 
courtesy  and  in  deference  to  this  House 
to  proceed.  Now,  Sir,  before  I  sit  down, 
may  I  say  one  word  as  to  Obstruction 
generally?  I  take  it  that  Obstruction 
does  not  mean  that  Members  of  this 
House  do  not  know  how  to  behave  them- 
selves, as  many  superficial  people  have 
been  saying.  It  means  something  else. 
It  means  that  there  is  something  lying 
beyond  what  we  are  at  present  doing 
which  Members  opposite  mean  to  post- 
pone as  long  as  they  possibly  can.  It 
is  not  so  very  difRcuIt  to  ^^^  ^V^  ^^b^ 
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is.  There  is  an  agrarian  question  pend- 
ing which  must  very  soon  indeed  come 
to  the  fore.  That  is  what  they  want  to 
postpone.  It  is  no  new  phenomenon. 
Why  was  it  that  19  centuries  ago  that 
most  ancient  Tory,  Cato,  used  the  weapon 
of  continuous  speech  in  the  Senate  House 
of  Borne  ?  It  was  because  Geesar's  Land 
Bill  was  in  question,  and  that  was  the 
last  resource  by  which  he  could  fight  it. 
I  can  carry  you  down  through  the  his- 
tory of  many  other  Assembles  where  simi- 
lar phenomena  have  presented  them- 
selves ;  and  when  I  look  at  the  present 
Obstruction,  and  see  that  certain  hon. 
Members  are  so  very  anxious  that  it 
should  not  be  done  away  with  by  the 
most  drastic  and  thorough  measures, 
then  I  cannot  help  putting  two  and  two 
together,  and  concluding  that  it  is  the 
old  story  over  again  —  the  privileged 
classes  using  the  self-same  means  to 
stave  off  that  process  of  absorption 
which  they  feel  and  know  is  coming 
upon  them.  Depend  upon  it,  we  shall 
not  reach  agrarian  reform  until  the 
means  of  successful  Obstruction  have 
been  cleared  away.  I  contend.  Sir,  that 
80  far  from  being  arbitrary,  these  Bules 
are  eminently  just  and  right;  so  far 
from  being  ill-planned,  they  are  skil- 
fully devised  to  meet  their  object,  though, 
perhaps,  the  IstEule  is  not  particularly 
well  worded — that,  so  far  from  taking 
from  us  freedom  of  debate,  they  will 
give  us  that  of  which  many  of  us  have 
been  deprived.  Without  giving  offence 
to  anyone,  I  may  say  that  hon.  Mem- 
bers who  rise  to  speak  in  this  House 
are  divided  into  two  classes — those  who 
speak  because  they  have  something  to 
say,  and  those  who  speak  because  they 
have  to  say  something.  It  is  rather  to 
give  fair  play  to  those  who  have  some- 
thing to  say,  than  to  curtail  the  power 
of  those  who  have  to  say  something, 
that  these  Bules  are  laid  before  the 
House.  I  shall  give  them  my  undivided 
and  uncompromising  support ;  and  so  far 
do  I  differ  from  the  noble  Marquess  (the 
Marquess  of  Salisbury)  in  believing  that 
he  has  the  country  at  his  back  in  wishing 
to  prevent  their  passage,  that  I  am  fully 
convinced  that  tnis  land  of  England  is 
utterly  weary  of  a  state  of  things  in 
which  the  Public  Business  of  the  country 
cannot  be  transacted  at  all. 

Colonel  DAWN  AT  said,  as  a  mem- 
ber of  that  minority  whose  independence 
was  threatened  by  the  proposed  New 


Bule,  he  desired  to  say  a  very  few  words 
on  this  subject.  The  first  thought  that 
must  strike  everyone  with  regard  to 
this  Besolution  was  what  a  determined 
resistance  it  would  have  met  with,  and 
what  indignant  protests  it  would  have 
called  forth  from  the  Liberal  Party,  had 
it  been  proposed  by  any  Conservative. 
It  was  asserted  by  hon.  Members  oppo- 
site that  if  this  measure  was  carried  it 
would  in  no  way  impair  the  influence 
and  efficiency  of  the  Opposition  in  the 
performance  of  that  fint  duty  which 
they  owed  to  the  country  and  their  con- 
stituents— the  duty  of  criticizing  the 
policy  of  the  Government  of  the  day. 
J3ut  he  believed  it  was  an  undisputed 
axiom  that,  next  to  a  strong  Govern- 
ment, the  most  important  factor  in  the 
constitution  of  Parliament  was  a  strong 
Opposition,  and  how  could  there  be  any 
Opposition  worthy  of  the  name  which 
was  liable  to  be  silenced  whenever  its 
criticisms  became  inconvenient  ?  Again, 
if  the  apprehensions  of  many  Members 
on  both  sides  should  prove  to  be  well- 
founded  ;  if  at  no  distant  period  they 
should  find  themselves  confronted  with 
a  partizan  Speaker  and  an  imperious 
Minister,  with — he  would  not  say  a  ser- 
vile— but  a  well-organized  majority  at 
his  back,  why,  in  that  case,  a  majority 
even  of  1  would  convert  the  Minister 
of  the  day  into  an  absolute  Dictator,  free 
to  carry  any  measures  through  the 
House  with  just  as  little  discussion  and 
opposition  as  he  felt  inclined.  The 
Prime  Minister  desired  the  Opposition 
to  surrender  their  independence;  he 
asserted  at  the  same  time  that  if  they 
did  so  no  unfair  advantage  would  be 
taken  of  their  helpless  condition.  That 
might  or  might  not  be ;  but  the  Opposi- 
tion preferred  to  maintain  their  indepen- 
dence rather  than  place  it  at  the  mercy 
of  a  majority.  He  did  not  suppose  any- 
one would  seriously  contend  that  the 
Conservative  Party,  at  all  events  during 
the  existence  of  the  present  Parliament, 
had  ever  been  guilty  of  wilful  or  factious 
Obstruction.  On  the  contrary,  the  Prime 
Minister  had  admitted  their  loyal  co- 
operation with  the  Government.  An 
advanced  Badical  paper,  the  London 
£chOf  said  that  on  a  memorable  occasion 
when  a  powerful  Ministry  with  an  over- 
whelming maiority  at  their  back  intro- 
duced Bides  wnich,  if  passed,  would  have 
sacrificed  one-half  the  rights  of  private 
Members,   not  a  single  suggestion  for 
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improYing  these  Bules  or  for  limiting 
their  operation  came  from  the  Libereu 
Benches,  but  the  Tories  came  to  the 
rescue  of  the  Government  and  the  House. 
The  Tories  showed  themselves  the 
stoutest  and,  as  the  result  proved,  the 
most  reasonable  guardians  of  public 
liberty.  The  Tories  thus  rendered  good 
service  to  the  country — good  service  that 
deserved  to  be  remembered  in  future 
years.  That  unwilling  evidence  of  a 
bitter  political  opponent,  he  thought, 
afforded  strong  proof  of  the  advantage 
of  a  free  and  independent  Opposition, 
and  the  great  danger  of  the  placing  so 
powerful  a  weapon  as  cl6tur$  by  a  bare 
majority  in  the  hands  of  a  dominant 
Party.  But  perhaps  there  might  be  rea- 
sons why  the  Government  had  brought 
forward  these  Rules  at  the  present  time. 
Perhaps  they  were  not  very  anxious  for 
free  and  independent  criticism  upon 
their  policy,  and  had  become  aware  tnat 
in  and  outside  the  House  their  power 
and  influence  were  on  the  wane.  The 
Birmingham  caucus,  of  which  the  Pre- 
sident of  the  Board  of  Trade  had  told 
them  he  had  been  a  director,  had  done 
all  in  its  power  to  intimidate  indepen- 
dent Liberal  Members,  in  order  that 
they  should  support  these  Bules ;  but  the 
country  was  turning  against  the  Govern- 
ment. If  the  Government  succeeded  in 
carrying  these  Rules  they  hoped  to  be 
able  to  stifle  all  opposition  and  carry 
whatever  measures  they  choose ;  if  they 
failed  they  would  have  found  an  easy 
and  efl'ectual  mode  of  transferring  their 
failures  and  difficulties  to  others.  But 
at  a  time  when  failure  and  disaster  over- 
shadowed the  Government  in  all  their 
undertakings,  could  the  country  aflbrd 
to  dispense  with  the  counsels  and  as- 
sistance of  the  Opposition  ?  He  could 
not  believe  that  any  true  Liberals  would 
turn  their  backs  upon  their  own  tradi- 
tions by  surrendering  that  freedom  of 
debate  in  Parliament  on  which  the 
liberties  of  the  English  people  depended. 
He  believed  that  every  Member  of  the 
House,  to  whatever  Party  he  belonged, 
who  still  appreciated  the  old-fashioned 
virtue  of  independence,  would  unite  in 
opposing  strenuously  this  un-English 
and  tyrannical  measure. 

CoLoxEL  CARINGTON  said,  he  hoped 
that,  taking  into  consideration  the  im- 
portance of  the  question  before  the 
House,  the  indulgence  of  the  House 
would  be  extended  to  one  who  under  less 


grave  circumstances  would  have  g^ven 
a  silent  vote.  The  hon.  Member  for 
Brighton  (Mr.  Marriott)  had  laid  great 
stress  upon  the  fact  that  the  Rules  of 
the  House  had  been  unaltered  for  200 
years.  Generally  speaking  there  was,  no 
doubt,  some  truth  in  that  statement ;  but 
he  would  venture  to  remind  the  House 
that  the  mode  of  carrying  on  debates 
had  changed  more  in  the  last  200  weeks 
than  it  had  in  the  previous  200  years. 
Formerly  Members  of  the  House  were 
governed  by  sentiment;  we  did  not,  how- 
ever, live  in  a  sentimental  age,  and  did 
not  require  sentimental  Rules.  What 
was  really  needed  was  not  Rules  that 
could  be  stretched  or  strained,  but  Rules 
that  could  not  be  broken  or  even  bent. 
For  the  last  three  or  four  Sessions  of 
Parliament  some  hon.  Members  had 
spoken  with  unparalleled  frequency  and 
fluency,  and  in  so  doing  had  taken  up 
an  amount  of  time  which,  he  believed, 
in  the  opinion  of  the  majority  of  the 
House,  was  totally  in  excess  of  the  exi- 
gencies of  the  case ;  but  in  so  doing  hon. 
Members  were  totally  and  thoroughly 
within  their  right.  Now,  with  the  per- 
mission of  the  House,  he  should  like 
respectfully  to  ask  right  hon.  and  hon. 
Gentlemen,  whose  length  of  service  in 
the  House,  and  whose  knowledge  of  the 
Forms  of  the  House  made  their  opinion 
highly  valuable,  whether,  if  a  Member 
had  the  right  to  prolong  discussions  to 
a  length  which  was  considered  unwar- 
rantable by  the  majority  of  the  House, 
the  time  had  not  arrived  when  every 
vestige,  every  remnant,  and  every  shadow 
of  such  a  right  should  be  removed  once 
and  for  ever  ?  Some  hon.  Members  ap- 
peared to  view  with  disapprobation  the 
application  of  the  will  of  the  majority 
in  the  present  instance.  Did  hon.  Mem- 
bers forget  that  majorities  were  the  life 
and  soul  of  our  political  existence.  Every 
Member  sitting  in  this  House  sat  because 
the  majority  of  his  constituents  elected 
him  to  do  so.  The  Party  that  sat  on  the 
right  of  the  Speaker's  Chair — whichever 
Party  that  might  be — sat  there  in  accord- 
ance with  the  wishes  of  the  majority  of 
the  House.  The  Speaker  himself  and 
his  illustrious  Predecessors  had  all  filled 
the  Chair  because  that  distinction  was 
conferred  upon  them  by  the  majority  of 
the  House  of  Commons.  There  was  not 
an  Act  of  Parliament  on  the  Statute 
Book  the  origin  of  which  could  notb^ 
traced  to  PaT\iam«rL\a.T5  xw^^orvJCAft^.    ^ 
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majority  of  1  could  defeat  a  Ministry ; 
a  majority  of  1  could  prevent  the  voting 
of  a  single  shilling  in  Supply ;  and 
last,  but  not  least,  a  majority  of  1 
might  enable  at  the  next  G-eneral  Elec- 
tion the  hon.  Member  for  Brighton,  the 
Liberal  Member  for  Brighton,  further  to 
serve  his  Party  by  succeeding  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Duchy  of  Lancaster,  whom  he  had  so 
strongly  denounced,  as  Member  for  Bir- 
mingham. And  yet,  when  majorities 
were  applicable  to  all  these  great  ends, 
they  were  told  they  must  not  use  them 
to  set  their  own  House  in  order.  Then, 
again,  they  were  told  that  there  was 
grave  objection  to  the  eldture  because  it 
was  un-English.  There  was  nothing  new 
or  surprising  in  that  statement.  Hail- 
ways  on  their  introduction  were  held  to 
be  un-English.  The  Ballot  was  de- 
nounced as  un-English  at  a  time  when 
that  mode  of  voting  was  in  force  in  every 
English  Club  in  England.  Cyprus  was 
un-English,  and  yet  hon.  Gentlemen  op- 
posite did  not  object  to  its  annexation 
on  that  ground.  India  was  un-English, 
and  so  was  Ireland ;  but  no  one  in  their 
senses  would  endeavour  on  that  account 
to  wrest  them  from  the  British  Crown. 
He  begged  to  thank  the  House  for  the  in- 
dulgence that  had  been  extended  to  him. 
He  had  been  but  comparatively  a  short 
time  in  the  House ;  but  during  the  14 
years  he  had  had  the  honour  of  serving 
there  he  had  always  been  led  to  believe, 
partly  by  a  strong  inward  conviction,  but 
mainly  through  many  a  bright  example 
on  either  side  of  the  House,  that  the 
first  duty  of  a  Member  of  the  House  of 
Commons,  whether  he  were  the  Leader 
of  the  House,  or  whether  he  were,  as  he 
was,  its  humblest  Member,  was  to  be 
zealous  in  maintaining  the  honour  and 
dignity  of  Parliament ;  and,  recognizing 
the  paramount  importance  of  that  duty, 
he  should  support  the  First  Lord  of  the 
Treasury  witn  his  vote,  believing  that 
the  proposals  of  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man would  restore  full  dignity  to  their 
debates 

SxB  JOHN  KENNAWAY  said,  he 
believed  that  there  was  a  prevalent  opi- 
nion in  favour  of  a  revision  of  their 
Bules  of  Procedure.  Some  speakers  had 
attempted  to  show  that  the  Conservative 
Party  did  not  entertain  that  opinion ; 
but  their  efforts  had  resulted  in  complete 
failure.  How  was  it,  he  asked,  that  Eng- 
load  iiad  become  what  she  was  ?  When 
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sucoeasive  waves  of  revolution  had  passed 
over  the  rest  of  Europe,  how  was  it  that 
we  had  maintained  peace  and  prosperity  in 
our  country  ?  Should  not  the  reason  be 
sought  in  the  fact  that  there  had  always 
existed  a  confidence  in  the  honesty  of 
the  House  of  Commons  and  in  its  ability 
to  deal  with  the  innumerable  require- 
ments of  the  nation  ?  Of  late,  however, 
the  House  had  been  losing  its  prestige, 
an  impatient  country  having  begun  to 
lose  faith  in  it.  This  was  a  matter  in 
which  Censervativee  and  Liberals  were 
interested  alike.  His  Party  would  pro- 
ably,  at  some  future  time,  occupy  the 
position  of  the  Party  opposite,  and  be 
anxious  to  initiate  legislation  of  a  prac- 
tical and  useful  order.  Surelv  when 
that  time  should  come  they  ought  to  be 
able  to  give  effect  to  their  legislative 
desires.  The  view  of  the  case  which  he 
had  endeavoured  to  present  to  the  House 
being  almost  universally  accepted,  the 
Government  now  came  forward  with  cer- 
tain proposals.  He  held  that  their  first 
step  should  have  been  to  place  upon  the 
Table  of  the  House  Resolutions  which 
practically  would  have  been  received  with 
unanimity.  If  the  Government  had  been 
content  to  put  the  other  Bules  forward 
first,  they  would  have  met  with  general 
approval,  and  reforms  would  have  been 
inaugurated  in  a  way  that  would  have 
redounded  to  the  credit  of  the  Ministry. 
But  so  small  and  unambitious  a  scheme 
hardly  comported  with  the  tone  which 
they  assumed.  Bevolution,  and  not  re- 
form, had  been  the  motto  of  the  Prime 
Minister.  He  had  placed  the  eldture  in 
the  front  rank  ;  and  they  were  told  by 
the  noble  Marquess  (the  Marquess  of 
Hartington) — at  least,  so  he  had  under- 
stood it — that  the  Government  would 
stand  or  fall  by  that  Eesolution.  They 
were  referred  to  other  countries  for  ex- 
amples of  the  eldture.  He  read  last  week 
of  the  eldture  being  applied  twice  in  a 
single  sitting  on  Uie  vital  question  of 
religious  instruction.  That  was  the  sort 
of  treatment  they  might  expect  under 
similar  circumstances.  He  did  not,  how- 
ever, consider  the  cloture^  under  all  cir- 
cumstances and  all  limitations,  a  mea- 
sure to  be  resisted  altogether;  but  on 
that  point  he  wished  to  reserve  his  de- 
cision for  the  present.  The  great  point 
they  had  to  see  to  was  the  preservation 
of  the  right  of  free  speech  and  the  rights 
of  minorities;  and  he  maintained  that 
for  the  Government  to  get  together  200 
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Members,  and  to  use  them  for  putting 
a  stop  to  discussion  was  not  to  stop  Ob- 
struction, but  to  stifle  fair  and  legiti- 
mate discussion.  They  were  told  that 
bare  majorities  decided  great  questions 
in  that  House,  and  that  bare  ma- 
jorities decided  questions  at  the  poll- 
ing booths.  He  maintained  these  were 
not     at    all    analogous    cases    to    the 

Question  of  dealing  with  free  speech, 
tuestions  decided  in  that  House  were 
questions  relating  to  large  Imperial  or 
domestic  concerns,  with  regard  to  which 
there  had  been  free  discussion.  So  again 
at  the  polling  booth.  It  was  a  wholly 
difiPerent  thing  from  putting  the  eldture 
in  force  against  free  speech.  The  Prime 
Minister  gave  various  instances  in  sup- 
port of  the  eldture.  He  said  coercion  took 
29  days,  and  he  thought  20  would  have 
been  enough.  He  said  the  Land  Act 
took  58  days,  and,  in  his  opinion,  that 
was  twice  too  long.  In  his  (Sir  John 
Kennaway's)  opinion,  considering  the 
principles  involved,  twice  68  days  would 
not  have  been  too  much  to  discuss  the 
Land  Act.  But  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man failed  to  show  that  eldture  was  the 
only  way  of  meeting  the  Obstruction  to 
which  he  referred.  He  omitted  the  per- 
sonal dealing  with  the  individual  Ob- 
structive. The  remainder  of  the  New 
Hules  would  have  affected  the  Obstruc- 
tion and  reduced  the  subjects  within 
reasonable  limits.  Cldture  was  in  force 
in  America,  and  what  had  they  witnessed 
about  Congress  during  the  last  few  weeks  ? 
They  read  in  The  Times  of  last  Saturday 
that  the  House  had  been  sitting  for 
three  weeks,  and  there  was  nothing 
whatever  to  show  for  it,  and  no  prospect 
of  any  change.  The  fact  was,  free  dis- 
cussion was  of  the  very  essence  of  Par- 
liamentary life.  It  had  its  disadvan- 
tages. It  was  not  favourable  to  rapid 
legislation.  But  its  disadvantages  were 
compensated  a  thousand  times  over  by 
the  outlet  it  gave  to  discontent,  which, 
if  smothered,  might  lead  to  mischief. 
Under  the  eldture  the  honourable  under- 
standing which  had  prevailed  between 
men  of  difiPerent  opinions  and  diflferent 
Parties  in  that  House  would  be  put  an 
end  to,  and  a  feeling  of  suspicion  and 
distrust  would  take  its  place.  At  pre- 
sent the  conferences  between  the  Speaker 
and  the  Members  of  the  Government 
caused  no  comment  or  suspicion;  but 
under  the  New  Rule  those  conferences 
would  be  no  longer   possible.    Every 


movement  of  the  Prime  Minister  towards 
the  Ohair  would  be  a  movement  of  sinis- 
ter importance.  Every  whisper  woidd  be 
supposed  to  be  a  suggestion  that  the 
Speaker  should  declare  the  evident  sense 
of  the  House.  He  hoped  it  was  not  too 
late  for  the  Government  to  look  at  this 
question  from  a  somewhat  broader  basis, 
and  realize  that  it  was  too  wide  a  ques- 
tion to  be  dealt  with  on  strict  Party 
lines.  The  Prime  Minister  might  be 
able,  through  pressure  inside  the  House 
and  by  pressure  from  without — from 
those  organizations  of  which  they  had 
heard  so  much — to  carry  this  Rule  ;  but 
the  victory  would  be  bought  too  dearly, 
if  it  was  to  be  said  of  him,  after  his 
Hfelong  services  to  the  State  and  the 
exercise  of  bis  great  talents,  that  he 
degraded  the  character  and  destroyed 
the  liberties  of  the  British  House  of 
Commons. 

Mb.  SHIELD  said,  he  was  grateful 
to  the  hon.  Baronet  the  Member  &r  East 
Devon  (Sir  John  Kennaway)  for  one 
thing — he  had  not  introduced  the  caucus 
into  his  argument.  All  the  other  hon. 
Gentlemen  opposite  had  suggested  that 
they  were  going  to  vote  for  the  Reso- 
lution, not  because  they  liked  it,  but 
because  they  were  afraid  of  the  caucus. 
He  had  a  considerable  diffidence  in 
speaking  of  himself  personally  ;  but, 
without  claiming  in  any  way  to  be  con- 
sidered a  rara  avisy  he  assured  the  House 
that  his  vote  would  be  given  wholly  free 
from  the  influence  either  of  Birmingham 
or  of  his  own  constituency.  The  Amend- 
ment before  the  House  declared  that  no 
Rules  would  be  satisfactory  which  placed 
it  in  the  power  of  a  bare  majority  to 
close  a  debate.  But  he  thought  that  the 
Amendment,  as  well  as  the  arguments 
founded  upon  it,  ignored  the  most  im- 
portant part  of  the  Resolution  itself — 
that  which  referred  to  the  action  of  the 
Speaker.  It  was  a  vice  under  which  all 
their  adverse  criticism  laboured  that  they 
paid  no  regard  to  the  Speaker's  initia- 
tive, whereas  he  ventured  to  regard  it 
as  ninety-nine-hundredths  of  the  whole 
thing.  The  real  effective  agency  would 
come  from  the  Chair.  It  might  be  un- 
desirable to  place  such  extensive  autho- 
rity in  the  hands  of  the  Chair,  but  Gen- 
tlemen opposite  were  content  to  swallow 
the  camel  of  the  Speaker's  initiative 
while  they  strained  at  the  gnat  of  the 
majority.  Then,  too,  they  were  told 
that  SpeakeT%  wid.  <3Vi"eI\TEEi«\^>«wjy^>^^- 
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oome  deteriorated  by  the  operation  of 
that  clause.    All  the  evils  to  which  the 
imaginations  of  hon.  Members  gave  rise 
were  based  upon  violent  assumptions. 
There  was  the  assumption  of  the  des- 
potic  Minister   whom   the  House  had 
never  seen.     But  the  most  violent  as- 
sumption of  all  was  that  of  the  Successor 
to  the  present  Speaker,  who  should  so 
forget  the  inheritance  of  great  traditions 
he  had  received  as  to  sink  to  the  degra- 
dation of  becoming  a  confederate  with  a 
Minister  in  such  a  scheme  against  the 
State  and  enable  him  to  work  out  his 
nefarious  designs.      He  was  convinced 
that  the  youngest  man  in  the  House 
would  never  live  to  see  the  day  when  that 
would  happen.      But  the  Bule  directed 
**  that  the  Speaker  may,  at  his  absolute 
discretion,"  close  the  debate  after  ob- 
serving the  evident  sense  of  the  House. 
Before  that  power  could  be  abused  the 
House  must  imagine  a  Speaker  devoid 
not  only  of  impartiality,  but  also  of  ordi- 
nary sagacity.     Would  not  his  judgment 
be  arrived  at  under  keen  and  practised 
eyes  ready  to  detect  any  deviation  from 
his  duty  r  Whenever,  in  the  exercise  of 
that  duty,  a  Speaker  did  declare  the  evi- 
dent sense  of  the  House  to  be  that  the 
debate  should  be  closed,  he  ventured  to 
say  it  would  always  be  found  that  at 
least  a  two- thirds  majority  desired  it, 
and   therefore  no  danger   could   arise 
from   the    absence  of   that    particular 
stipulation.     There  was,  morever,  one 
weighty  argument  which  had  never  been 
met.     If  a  bare  majority  sufficed  to  turn 
out  a  Ministry  or  to  pass  a  Heform  Bill, 
why  should  it  not  suffice  also  to  ratify  a 
foregone  conclusion  ?    What  hon.  Mem- 
bers were  really  opposing  was  something 
which  W6U9  not  to  be  found  within  the 
four  comers  of  that  Eesolution.     The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  who  opened  the 
debate  that  evening  talked  about  the 
noble  Marquess  at  Nelson  having  let  the 
oat  out  of  the  bag.      That  was  a  figure 
of  speech  he  intended  himself  to  have 
adopted.   He  intended  to  have  said  that 
hon.  Members  of  the  Conservative  Party 
had  let  the  cat  out  of  the  bag  by  show- 
ing that  in  opposing  the  Resolution  they 
were  resisting  legislation.     He  was  not 
Baying  anything  which  had  not  been 
abundantly  avowed.     It  might  be  traced 
in  all  their  speeches ;  and  if  the  noble 
Lord  the  Member  for  Woodstock  (Lord 
Bandolph  Churchill),  the  cause  of  whose 
nbaenoe  they  all  regretted,  were  in  his 
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place,  he  could  call  attention  to  a  speech 
of  his  made  a  considerable  time  ago, 
when  the  noble  Lord  let  the  cat  out  of 
the  bag.  Now,  he  thoroughly  miscon- 
ceived the  people  of  England  if  they 
would  regard  it  as  a  blot  upon  the  Go- 
vernment Besolutions  that  they  were 
designed,  intended,  and  competent  to 
revive,  he  might  say  to  re-create,  the 
legislative  efficiency  of  the  House. 

Mr.  WAETON  said,  that  it  was  easy 
for  a  Minister  to  throw  down  the  gaunt- 
let, as  the  Prime  Minister  had  done ;  but 
it  was  hardly  fair  to  make  this  a  ques- 
tion upon  which  the  Government  would 
stand  or.  fall.     He  should  have  thought 
that  the  Government  would  have  put  the 
matter  on  a  dififerent  footing,  and  have 
connected  it  with  their  Irish  or  foreign 
policy.    But  they  were  threatened  by 
an  imperious  Minister,  who   showed  a 
despotic  temper  in  every  way,  not  only 
to  Members  on  the  Opposition,  but  upon 
his  own  side  of  the  House.     ["  No  ! "] 
Well,  if  it  was  an  open  question,  why 
was  such  pressure  brought  to  bear  on 
hon.  Members  to  support  the  Eesolu- 
tions?    [*'  Oh,  oh ! "]    It  was  aU  very 
well  to  protest  against  that  statement ; 
but  confidences  to  the  same  effect  had 
been  made  by  Member  after  Member  to 
those  sitting  on  the  Opposition  side  of 
the  House,  though,  of  course,  the  latter 
were  bound  not  to  reveal  them.     The 
Prime  Minister  acted  according  to  what 
he  might  call  Turkish  ideas.     He  knew 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  was  no  friend 
of  the  Turks,  and  yet  he  was  treating  the 
House  to  the  Turkish  alternative — the 
sack  or  the  bowstring.     With  the  bow- 
string he  would  strangle  them ;  with  the 
sack  he  would  send  them  away.    When 
that  imperious  Minister  was  recounting 
the  history  of  the  cl6ture  in  other  coun- 
tries he  did  not  tell  the  House  how  it 
had  acted  in    the  country   across  the 
Channel.     There  was  a  whole  string  of 
the  most  important  questions  that  ever 
came  before  the  French  Parliament  in 
the  time  of  the  late  Emptor  which  were 
carried  by  the  cl6tur$.    Whether  French 
subjects  should  be  sent  to  Cayenne  with- 
out any  trial  was  carried  by  the  cldtun 
after  only  one  Opposition  speaker  was 
allowed  to  be  heard.    So  it  was  with 
respect  to  Nice,  and  to  the  important 
questions  which  led  to  the  Austro-Italian 
War  and  the  Expedition  to  Mexico.  How 
did  the  cldture  work  under  M.  Bouher  ? 
Directly  he  got  impatient  he  gave  the 
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signal  to  his  followers  with  the  back  of 
his  head.  They  had  a  M.  Eouher  here, 
and  directly  he  got  impatient  he  would 
give  a  signal ;  hon.  Members  would  howl 
accordingly,  and  one  day  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  in  the  Chair  would  be  under 
the  impression  that  that  was  ''the  evident 
sense  of  the  House."  He  knew  the 
Speaker  would  not  do  anything  wrong 
in  the  slightest  degree ;  but  he  was  not 
sure  that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman's 
Successors  would  not,  for  one  result  of 
the  eldlure  would  be  that  they  should 
have  degraded  Speakers.  He  was  only 
speaking  the  mind  of  many  hon.  Mem- 
bers when  he  asked  whether  the  Chair- 
man of  Committees  was  fit  to  preside 
over  the  Committees  of  that  House  ?  If 
they  had  as  Speaker  such  a  man  as  the 
Chairman  of  Committees  was  now,  or  as 
future  Speakers  might  be,  they  would 
not  trust  their  discretion  at  all.  He  re- 
gretted very  much  that  anyone  should 
have  said  that  ''  bare/'  as  used  by 
the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  Brighton  (Mr.  Marriott), 
was  an  un-Parliameutary  word.  It  was 
a  good  old  English  word,  and  he  was 
afraid  that  in  this  age  we  were  losing 
old  English  words.  What  he  feared  was 
that  this  **  bare  majority "  would  in 
praetice  be  shown  in  a  great  number  of 
nowls  when  they  wished  to  come  to  a 
conclusion.  He  seldom  trespassed  on  the 
House  for  more  than  10  or  12  minutes, 
never  for  20  ;  but  when  the  cldture  came 
into  operation  he  would  speak  much 
longer.  When  the  cldture  was  passed  the 
name  of  Parliament  ought  to  be  changed. 
The  very  etymology  of  the  word  showed 
that  in  the  place  where  they  were  met 
it  was  meant  they  should  speak  their 
mind.  But  when  they  could  no  longer 
speak  their  mind,  he  left  it  to  those 
who  dealt  in  French  phrases  to  say  what 
the  particular  name  should  be,  wheu  it 
would  be  no  longer  a  Parliament,  but  a 
place  for  registering  the  decisions  of  a 
Minister. 

Mr.  H.  H.  FOWLEK  :  Sir,  the  Ee- 
Bolution  and  Amendment  raise  two 
questions  for  our  consideration — First, 
whether  the  House  should  in  any  way, 
or  to  any  extent,  limit  the  length  of  its 
debates  and  control  the  appropriation  of 
its  time  ;  and,  second,  whether  the  me- 
thod proposed  by  the  Government  for 
effecting  such  a  limit  is  the  best  and 
wisest  method  that  can  be  adopted.  In 
asking  whether  it  is  desirable  that  the 


House  should  limit  the  duration  of  de- 
bate, it  would,  perhaps,  be  more  accurate 
to  ask  whether  every  Member  of  the 
House  should  have  the  power  of  indefi- 
nitely prolonging  debate,  of  delaying 
Public  Business,  and  of  practically  para- 
lyzing the  legislative  and  administrative 
action  of  the  House.  That  question, 
whether  regarded  abstractedly,  or  in  the 
light  of  recent  Parliamentary  history, 
appears  to  me  to  admit  but  one  reply. 
If,  in  a  House  of  658  Members  every 
Member  has  a  right  to  speak  at  any 
length  on  every  question,  the  transaction 
of  Business  by  such  an  Assembly  be- 
comes impossible,  and  free  speech  and 
free  debate,  in  the  sense  in  which  we 
understand  and  value  them,  are  de- 
graded and  nullified.  The  plea  that 
such  a  right  would  never  be  exercised  is 
an  admission  that  there  are  somewhere 
or  somehow  controlling  forces  which  re- 
gulate or  prevent  its  exercise.  In  that 
case,  the  necessity  for  control  is  con- 
ceded, and  the  question  at  issue  be- 
comes one  of  extent  and  degree ;  but, 
unfortunately,  the  proceedings  of  the 
present  Parliament  negative  the  allega- 
tion that  such  an  abuse  is  impossible. 
The  41^  hours'  Sitting  was  a  determined 
and  persistent  assertion  of  the  right  of 
individual  Members  to  prolong  debate. 
That  debate  was  closed  by  the  wise  and 
courageous  action  of  the  Chair  inter- 
posing to  save  the  House  from  the  im- 
potence of  its  own  Pules.  That  inter- 
position called  the  attention  of  the 
House  and  of  the  country  to  a  real 
necessity  and  a  real  danger,  and  it  de- 
volves upon  the  House  to  provide 
against  its  recurrence.  The  practice  of 
the  House,  or  rather  its  former  prac- 
tice, provided  efl'ectually  for  the  closure 
of  debate.  The  Leaders  of  the  two  Par- 
ties into  which  the  House  was  formerly 
divided  practically  settled  how  long  de- 
bates should  last,  and  when  debates 
should  close  ;  and  Party  discipline  en- 
forced a  rigid  observance  of  these  ar- 
rangements. Adjournments  of  debates 
were  assented  to  on  the  understanding 
that  the  debate  should  close  at  a  certain 
time,  and  when  that  time  came  the 
debate  was  closed,  no  matter  how  nu- 
merous were  the  Members  who  desired 
to  address  the  House.  There  was  a  con- 
spicuous instance  of  that  last  Session. 
The  question  of  the  retention  of  Can- 
dahar  was  a  grave  question  of  Imperial 
policy,  legitimately  calling  iox  \Sl^  ^■- 
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tention  of  both  Houses  of  Parliament. 
The  question  was  one  on  which  public 
interest  was  aroused,  and  large  numbers 
of  Members  entitled  to  speak,  and  capa- 
ble of  speaking  with  experience  and 
authority,  were  anxious  to  oppose  or 
support  the  policy  of  Her  Majesty's  Go- 
vernment. Now,  Sir,  what  happened  ? 
In  the  interest  of  public  convenience 
it  was  seen  that  two  nights  only  could  be 
spared  for  the  debate  ;  and  although 
scores  of  Members  were  precluded  from 
advocating  their  views  the  eldture  was  as 
distinctly  applied  as  it  would  have  been 
in  the  French  Chamber,  and  the  discus- 
sion terminated,  and  the  division  was 
taken  at  the  close  of  the  second  night. 
Of  course,  you  may  call  this  "gagging" 
the  House,  interfering  with  the  right  of 
free  speech,  **  deferring,"  according  to 
my  hon.  and  learned  Friend  the  Member 
for  Bridport  (Mr.  Warton)  '*  to  the  im- 
perious will  of  a  tyrannical  Minister/' 
or,  according  to  the  expression  of  my 
hon.  and  gaUant  Friend  the  Member  for 
West  Sussex  (Sir  Walter  B.  Barttelot), 
**  collaring  the  House  all  round."  But, 
Sir,  it  was  the  common-sense  action  of 
common  -  sense  Leaders  combining  to 
conduct  the  Business  of  this  House  in 
a  common-sense  way.  Irrespective  of 
these  considerations  and  precedents,  I 
justifiy  the  limit  of  debate  in  the  in- 
terest of  minorities.  They  are  entitled 
to  a  free  and  full  expression  of  their 
views ;  to  a  free  and  full  expression  of 
all  shades  of  Parliamentary  or  public 
opinion  ;  and  in  that  expression  a 
minority  has  its  safest  security  and  its 
strongest  weapon.  Adebatetobe  effective 
must  tell  on  this  House  and  on  public 
opinion.  There  can  be  no  surer  way  of 
destroying  its  power  than  to  allow  it  to 
degenerate  into  waste  of  public  time  and 
hostility  to  public  good.  I,  Sir,  for  one, 
should  be  the  last  man  to  assent  to  or 
advocate   any  procedure   which   would 

grejudice  the  rights  of  minorities.  The 
istory  of  the  political  Party  which  sits 
on  these  Benches  is  the  history  of  the 
struggles  and  triumphs  of  minorities. 
Those  triumphs  were  won  not  by  Obstruc- 
tion, not  by  abuse  of  the  Forms  of  the 
House,  not  by  assailing  the  dignity  and 
character  of  Parliament,  but  by  fair 
discussion,  fair  argument,  intelligently 
convincing  public  opinion  and  convert- 
ing Parliamentary  minorities  into  Par- 
liunentary  majorities.  Minorities  have 
n  moral  power  which  is  weakened,  if  not 
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defeated,  by  all  unfair  attempts  to  sub- 
vert or  arrest  the  legitimate  action  of 
the  majority,  which  for  the  time  being 
Constitutionally  represents  the  opinion 
of  the  country.  There  is,  however,  an- 
other interest  which  claims  to  be  heard 
on  this  question — I  mean  the  public  in- 
terest. This  House  exists  to  work  as 
well  as  to  talk,  to  govern  as  well  as  to 
criticize,  to  legislate  as  well  as  to  debate, 
to  protect  and  extend  rights  and  liberties 
and  privileges  of  which  it  is  the  supreme 
guardian,  and  which  will  be  senously 
endangered  if  the  House  of  Commons  is 
lowered  in  public  estimation  or  incapaci- 
tated for  the  discharge  of  its  vast  and 
varied  powers.  On  these  grounds,  there- 
fore, I  support  the  limit  of  the  length  of 
debate ;  but  the  Main  Question  before  the 
House  is  not  so  much  as  to  the  necessity 
for  such  limit,  but  as  to  the  wisdom  of 
the  mode  proposed  by  the  Gt)V6rnment 
It  would  be  foolish  to  ignore  the  diffi- 
culties which  surround  every  mode  of 
approaching  this  question,  I  do  not 
disparage  the  character  or  efficiency  of 
other  Kepresentative  Assemblies  when  I 
claim  for  the  House  of  Commons  as  the 
'*  Mother  of  Parliaments"  characteristics 
so  peculiarly  its  own  as  to  render  pre- 
cedents drawn  from  other  Assemblies 
inapplicable.  I  think  we  can  gain 
their  advantages  in  our  own  way, 
in  a  way  that  is  in  harmony  with  the 
history  and  traditions  of  this  House. 
I  could  not  assent  to  a  proposal 
which  would  place  in  the  hands  of  any 
majority,  whether  a  bare  majority,  or  a 
two-thirds  majority,  or  a  nine- tenths 
majority,  the  power  of  summarily  decid- 
ing, without  check  or  control,  when  a 
debate  should  close.  The  illustration 
that  a  majority  can  decide  the  fate  of 
Ministries,  can  pass  or  reject  laws,  can 
control  public  policy,  is  not  applicable  in 
this  case.  The  determination  of  a  ques- 
tion after  the  question  has  been  fully 
discussed  is  the  function  and  the  right 
of  a  majority  ;  to  decide  such  a  question 
without  consideration,  or  rather  to  decide 
that  such  a  question  shall  be  determined 
without  consideration,  is  not  the  function 
of  any  majority.  And  I  make  no  quali- 
fication as  to  its  numerical  extent.  A 
majority  of  two -thirds  has  a  greater 
tendency  to  exercise  its  power  tyranically 
than  a  bare  majority.  The  minorities 
which  require  protection  are  minorities 
of  gener^y  less  than  one-third.  I  very 
much  doubt  whether  my  right  hon.  Goi- 
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league  (Mr.  0.  P.  Villiers),  daring  his 
long  and  gallant  struggle  on  the  floor  of 
this  House  for  the  repeal  of  the  Com 
Laws — and  my  right  hon.  Friend  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Duchy  of  Lancaster 
(Mr.  John  Bright)  will  know  whether  I 
am  right — ever  had  the  support  of  a 
minority  amounting  to  one-third.  The 
recognition  of  a  principle  that  a  majority 
of  two-third  or  three-fourth  power  could 
do  that  which  a  bare  majority  could  not 
do  would  be  the  introduction  of  a  prin- 
ciple entirely  new  in  the  practice  of  Par- 
liament, and  of  a  principle  which  would 
seriously  menace  the  rights  and  privileges 
of  what  I  may  call  ordinary  minorities. 
Now,  Sir,  what  the  Government  pro- 
poses, and  what  I  support  as  being  the 
strongest  guarantee  for  the  privileges  of 
minorities,  and  the  safest  mode  of  ex- 
pediting Public  Business,  is  that  the 
highest  Officer  of  the  House,  called  by  a 
great  statesman  of  the  last  century  '*  The 
natural  guardian  and  protector  of  the 
privileges  of  the  House  and  all  its  Mem- 
bers "  should,  acting  judicially,  exercise 
a  two-fold  judicial  function.  First :  He 
must  form  the  opinion — and  he  alone 
must  decide  the  tests  and  evidence  by 
which  he  will  arrive,  at  that  opinion — 
that  it  is  the  evident  sense  of  the  House, 
not  of  a  majority  of  the  House,  as  such, 
measured  by  any  particular  figure,  but 
in  the  ordinary  and  well-understood  ex- 
pression of  the  words — and  no  man  has 
any  doubt  in  his  own  mind  what  these 
words  mean — that  it  is  the  evident  sense 
of  the  House  that  the  debate  should 
close.  The  suggestion  that  20 1  Members 
as  against  200  would  constitute  the  evi- 
dent sense  of  the  House  is  a  transparent 
absurdity  which  is  not  worth  discussion. 
When  the  Speaker  has  formed  his  judicial 
opinion  as  to  the  evident  sense  of  the 
House  he  is  to  be  intrusted  with  an- 
other judicial  discretion,  to  which  I 
attach  the  greatest  importance.  He  is 
not  to  be  bound  by  the  evident  sense  of 
the  House — that  might  be  in  favour  of  a 
grave  injustice ;  but  he  may,  not  he 
must,  not  he  shall — he  may,  if,  in  his 
opinion,  it  is  right  to  do  so,  inform  the 
House  of  the  opinion  at  which  he  has 
arrived.  This,  Sir,  seems  to  me  to  be 
the  true  protection  of  a  minority.  The 
Speaker  stands  between  the  minority 
and  the  ihajorit^ — and  majorities  be- 
come more  tyrannical  and  more  domi- 
neering as  they  become  more  powerful 
— but  the  Speaker,  the  protector  of  their 


privileges,  guarding  the  rights  of  the 
minority,  will  not  take  the  initiative 
which  this  Itule  devolves  upon  him  until 
he  is  judicially  satisfied  that  it  is  right 
so  to  do;  and  then,  and  not  till  then, 
will  the  House  be  c^ed  upon  to  vote  in 
the  usual  way  to  show  that  the  neces- 
sary quorum  is  present,  and  to  translate 
into  a  formal  Order  of  the  House  what 
had  been  judicially  declared  from  the 
Ohair.  This  is  a  closure  of  debate 
widely  different  from,  and  vastly  su- 
perior to,  the  efdture,  which  the  Govern- 
ment are  erroneously  charged  with  en- 
deavouring to  introduce.  The  objection 
to  this  intervention  of  the  Ohair  is  that 
the  Speaker  may  be  a  Party  man,  chosen 
on  Party  grounds,  and  disposed  to  employ 
the  privileges  and  responsibilities  of  his 
high  office  for  Party  purposes.  You,  Sir, 
were  selected  to  preside  over  this  House 
by  a  unanimous  vote ;  your  Predecessor, 
Mr.  Denison,  was  similarly  chosen  ;  but 
let  me  recall  attention  to  the  election  of 
the  Speaker  who  preceded  Mr.  Denison. 
If  ever  there  was  a  Party  struggle,  if 
ever  there  was  a  Party  vote  in  this 
House,  it  was  in  connection  with  that 
election.  The  Opposition,  strong  and 
united  under  the  Leadership  of  Sir 
Robert  Peel,  proposed  Mr.  (Joulbum ; 
the  Government  proposed  Mr.  Shaw 
Lefevre.  In  the  division  there  were 
only  22  Members  absent ;  620  were  ac- 
tually present  in  the  House,  and,  in- 
cluding Pairs,  636  voted,  and  the  Speaker 
was  chosen  by  a  narrow  majority  of  18. 
And  this  Speaker,  selected  on  Party 
grounds,  supported  as  a  Party  candi- 
date, elected  in  a  Party  division,  dis- 
played in  his  occupancy  of  that  Chair 
a  dignity,  ability,  and  impartiality  which, 
according  to  the  testimony  of  both  sides, 
has  rarely  been  equalled,  and  has  never 
been  surpassed.  Lord Eversley's Speaker- 
ship is  the  best  reply  to  those  who, 
like  the  hon.  and  learned  Member  for 
Brighton  (Mr.  Marriott),  discern  untold 
calamities  and  unspeakable  degrada- 
tion from  a  Party  election  of  a  Party 
Speaker.  Party  grounds,  forsooth !  On 
what  grounds  are  the  holders  of  our 
great  judicial  offices  selected,  our  Lord 
Chancellors  or  Chief  Justices  ?  Is  there 
a  keener  Party  politician  in  this  country 
than  the  great  Lawyer  and  the  great 
Judge,  who,  if  the  Conservatives  re- 
turned to  Power,  would  preside  over  the 
administration  of  justice  ?  And  is  there 
anyone  who  will  dax^  lo  wj  K!t\S5^»^^«:^ 
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Cairns  would  allow  his  judicial  character 
to  be  warped  by  his  political  opinions  ? 
Our  Judges,  when  thej  leave  the  arena 
of  Party  strife  for  the  serener  atmos- 
phere of  the  Bench,  lay  aside  their 
^arty  politics;  and  so,  whoever  is  thought 
worthy  to  occupy  the  post  of  Speaker 
will  do  the  same.  The  insinuation  that 
the  Speaker  of  this  House  would  de- 
grade his  office  and  himself  by  Party 
unfairness  is  as  improbable  and  absurd 
as  the  insinuation  that  the  Judges  would 
similarly  degrade  their  offices.  But, 
Sir,  the  hon.  and  learned  Member  for 
Brighton  constructed  a  climax  of  which 
the  descending  steps  were — an  enlarged 
constituency  will  result  in  a  deteriorated 
House  of  Commons;  a  deteriorated 
House  of  Commons  will  surrender  its 
guidance  and  its  liberties  to  an  arbitrary 
Minister;  an  arbitrary  Minister  will 
select  an  unprincipled  Speaker;  and 
thus,  Sir,  the  extension  of  the  franchise 
effected  by  the  Conservative  Eeform  Act 
of  1867  is  to  find  its  consummation  in 
the  degradation  of  the  Chair.  This  very 
much  reminds  me  of  the  schoolboy 
syllogism — Greece  was  ruled  by  Themis- 
todes,  he  was  ruled  by  his  wife,  she  was 
ruled  by  her  little  boy — ergo,  the  little 
boy  ruled  Greece.  I  deny  the  fact  that 
the  enlarged  constituencies  have  de- 
teriorated the  character  of  this  House. 
On  behalf  of  the  hon.  and  learned 
Member  for  Brighton  himself,  on  behalf 
of  the  large  number  of  hon.  Members 
on  both  sides  of  the  House  who  have 
been  sent  here  by  the  suffrages  of  these 
enlarged  constituencies,  I  deny  that  our 
conduct  or  our  character  is  unworthy 
of  those  with  whom  we  are  asso- 
ciated. With  all  our  blunders,  we  new 
Members  are  as  anxious  to  do  our  duty, 
are  as  determined  to  uphold  the  dignity 
and  traditions  of  this  House  as  any  hon. 
Member  who  has  ever  sat  within  its 
walls.  But,  Sir,  if  the  strange  antici- 
pations of  the  hon.  and  learned  Member 
were  realized,  does  he  not  see  that  in 
that  event  this  Resolution,  and  any  Be- 
solution  affecting  Procedure,  would  not 
be  of  the  slightest  importance?  Ac- 
cording to  his  theory,  the  dignity  and 
independence  of  this  House,  the  cha- 
racter of  its  Leaders  and  its  Officers 
would  have  been  utterly  destroyed  by 
outside  forces ;  and,  in  the  presence  of 
that  catastrophe,  details  of  Procedure 
would  be  as  worthless  as  they  would  be 
insignifioaut.    As  practical  men  we  have 
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to  deal  not  with  what  is  possible,  but 
what  is  probable.  In  other  spheres  of 
life  we  regulate  our  actions  by  proba- 
bilities ;  and  in  passing  these  Rules,  I 
ask  the  House  to  deal  with  what  is  pro- 
bable, and  in  so  doing  to  remember 
that  there  are  two  factors  in  the  pro- 
blem which  not  even  the  much-abused 
Birmingham  Caucus  can  effect.  This  is 
not  the  occasion,  and  I  am  not  the  man, 
to  defend  the  political  life  of  Birming- 
ham from  the  sneers  which  have  been 
cast  upon  it.  For  many  years  past  men 
who  have  attacked  the  Liberal  Party 
and  Liberal  principles,  especially  when 
speakinff  from  Liberal  Benches,  have 
always  K>und  in  the  politics,  the  Mem- 
bers, and  the  caricatures  of  Birmingham 
something  wherewith 

**  To  point  a  moral  or  adorn  a  tale.'* 

The  municipal,  the  political,  and  the 
public  life  of  Birminghcun  will  survive 
all  this  sort  of  criticism.  But  I  would 
ask  the  hon.  and  learned  Member  for 
Brighton,  when  next  he  charges  the  en- 
larged constituencies  with  degrading 
the  character  of  Parliament,  and  pours 
his  scorn  on  Birmingham,  to  remember 
that  that  constituency,  composed  of 
nearly  70,000  men,  the  great  bulk  of 
whom  earn  their  daily  bread  by  their 
daily  toil,  and  who  cannot  be  bought 
like  cattle,  have  returned  to  this  House 
two  Members  who,  since  they  have  been 
elected  for  Birmingham,  have  been 
called  to  the  foremost  pleu^es  in  the 
Councils  of  the  Crown.  But,  apart 
from  that  digression,  I  was  saying  that 
there  are  two  political  influences  which 
not  even  the  Birmingham  Caucus  can 
effect,  and  those  are  public  opinion  and 
a  free  and  independent  Press.  There  is 
not  a  Member  of  this  House  who  be- 
lieves in  the  bogey  of  an  unprincipled 
and  tyrannical  Speaker.  There  is  not  a 
Member  who  does  not  know  that  all 
majorities,  no  matter  how  strone  and 
how  determined,  are  ever  acting  in  the 
presence  of  a  public  opinion  which 
keenly  watches  all  their  actions,  and 
which  is  as  ready  and  as  powerful  to  de- 
stroy majorities  as  it  was  to  create  them. 
In  the  present  condition  of  public  life 
in  this  country,  in  the  present  condition 
of  the  public  Press,  no  niajority  can 
trample  upon  the  legitimate  rights  of 
any  minority.  I  can  conceive  of  no 
better  cry  which  a  defeated  minority 
could  raise,  I  know  no  surer  sign  of  the 
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immediate  and  certain  downfall  of  any 
majority,  however  strong,  than  the 
clearly-proved  allegation  that  it  had  at- 
tempted to  tamper  with  or  to  destroy 
that  freedom  of  speech  which  is  the 
breath,  the  essence,  and  the  life  of  free 
government.  I  cordially  support  this 
Besolution  and  the  general  scheme  of 
the  Government,  because  I  believe  it 
will  tend  to  conserve  and  promote  the 
freedom,  the  dignity,  and  efficiency,  and 
therefore  the  well-doing  of  the  House  of 
Commons,  which  for  generations  past 
has  been,  and  which,  I  believe,  for 
generations  to  come,  will  be,  the  oldest, 
the  noblest,  and  the  best  of  those  He- 
presentative  Assemblies  which  are  at 
once  the  foundation  and  the  bulwarks 
of  Constitutional  freedom  and  national 
progress. 

SiB  R.  A8SHET0N  CROSS  said, 
that  with  a  great  many  of  the  words 
which  had  fallen  from  the  speaker  who 
liad  just  sat  down  he  felt  much  disposed 
to  agree.  But  he  was  bound  to  say  that 
he  entirely  disputed  the  correctness  of 
his  conclusions,  for  a  great  many  of  his 
arguments  went  directly  in  the  teeth  of 
the  proposals  of  the  Government.  It 
was  now,  unhappily,  long  since  those 
proposals  had  been  first  made  to  the 
House.  But  there  was  an  advantage  in 
the  delay,  for  they  had  had  a  longer 
time  to  form  their  opinions.  It  was 
perfectly  well  known  that  the  Society 
with  which  the  President  of  the  Board 
of  Trade  had  been  connected,  but  of 
which  he  was  not  now  a  member,  had 
done  all  in  its  power  to  get  up  Petitions 
to  the  House  in  favour  of  the  proposals. 
[Mr.  John  Bright  dissented.]  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  shook  his  head ; 
but  the  fact  was  so.  That  action  on  the 
part  of  that  Society  had  annoyed  and 
disgusted  Great  Britain.  ["  Oh,  oh !  "] 
Hon.  Members  might  say  '*  Oh,  oh ! 
as  much  as  they  liked ;  but  they  could 
not  alter  the  fact.  The  result  of  those 
Petitions  had  been  absolute  and  utter 
failure.  He  could  not  help  thinking 
that  the  reason  why  the  Chancellor  of 
the  Duchy  of  Lancaster  shook  his  head 
was  that  many  of  the  Petitions  on  the 
subject  had  only  been  presented  that 
morning.  But  it  was  a  remarkable  fact 
that  the  Petitions  in  favour  of  the  pro- 
posal only  numbered  48,  with  3,600 
signatories ;  whereas  there  were  27 1 
Petitions,  signed  by  22,000  persons, 
against  it.     He  did  not  say  that  that 


went  for  much ;  but,  at  all  events,  it 
went  to  show  that  the  action  of  the 
Birmingham  Association  had  not  pro- 
duced much  result.  He  wished  to  refer 
for  one  moment  to  the  Prime  Minister's 
speech  in  introducing  the  Resolutions. 
There  were  two  notes  of  alarm  in  that 
speech  which  were  quite  worthy  of 
serious  consideration.  First,  he  spoke 
of  the  dubious  operation  of  the  pro- 
posals which  he  was  about  to  make,  and 
said  that  he  should  bring  them  forward 
with  studied  moderation.  Whether  they 
were  necessary  or  not  was  another 
matter ;  but  anyone  could  judge  whether 
they  had  been  framed  with  studied 
moderation.  They  made  the  greatest 
change  that  had  ever  been  made  in  the 
Procedure  of  the  House  ;  they  absolutely 
altered  the  character  of  its  debates.  AU 
he  (Sir  R.  Assheton  Cross)  could  say 
was  that  if  they  were  conceived  in  a 
spirit  of  studious  moderation,  he  should 
like  to  know  what  other  proposals  were 
before  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  when 
these  moderate  measures  were  chosen. 
The  second  note  of  alarm  was  quite  as 
significant.  That  was  that  there  were 
other  matters  which  would  have  to  be 
left  to  the  future  consideration  of  other 
Parliaments.  Therefore,  it  might  be 
taken  for  granted  that  if  the  Prime 
Minister  once  got  the  Resolutions  ac- 
cepted, he  would  produce  some  new 
Rules  and  Regulations.  But  they  were 
not  left  there.  In  the  speech  of  the 
noble  Marquess  another  point  arose 
worthy  of  serious  consideration.  In  the 
Recess  the  Prime  Minister  expressed  a 
hope  that  the  question  would  not  be 
treated  as  a  Party  question.  He  said  it 
was  an  Imperial  question,  a  National 
question,  above  all  Party  questions. 
His  own  idea  of  a  Party  question  was 
that  it  was  one  on  which  there  would  be 
a  deadly  contest,  on  which  the  life  of  the 
Government  depended.  But  this  was  a 
question  on  which  the  House  was  to  be 
taken  into  the  counsels  of  the  Govern- 
ment, and  in  which  the  Government 
was  to  be  guided  by  the  expression  of 
its  opinion.  But  they  had  been  told 
that  evening  by  the  noble  Marquess, 
who  spoke  with  his  usual  frankness,  that 
the  Resolution  was  one  upon  which  the 
Government  took  its  stand,  whether  it 
should  remain  in  Office  or  fall.  He  was 
glad  that  that  announcement  had  been 
made.  But  he  wished  to  know  how  the 
noble  Marquess's  speech co^Id.V^^^^^^'^* 
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died  with  the  statement  of  the  Prime 
Minister  that  it  was  not  to  be  treated  as 
a  Party  question  ?  How  was  the  differ- 
ence to  be  explained  ?  He  quite  agreed 
that  the  House  wanted  a  motive  power. 
But  he  would  have  thought  that  the 
Prime  Minister,  after  consultation  with 
his  Colleagues,  would  have  brought  the 
proposals  before  the  House  in  his  capa- 
city of  Leader  of  the  House  rather  than 
of  Leader  of  a  powerful  majority,  in 
order  to  force  them  not  only  on  his  Sup- 
porters, but  upon  the  whole  House.  He 
agreed  with  his  hon.  Friend  who  had 
spoken  not  long  ago  (Sir  John  Kenna- 
way),  that  great  reforms  of  Procedure 
were  necessary.  He  would  accept  the 
words  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Member  for  Bipon  (A£r.  Goschen) 
that  Parliamentary  Procedure  had  be- 
come of  late  years  something  like  a 
bye- word.  He  agreed  with  the  Prime 
Minister  that  a  critical  stage  had  been 
reached,  and  that  the  limit  of  patience 
had  been  reached,  and  with  the  noble 
Marquess  who  asked  how  Business  was 
to  be  carried  on  ?  He  was  perfectly 
willing  and  ready  to  support  any  rea- 
sonable and  rational  reform,  and  he 
hoped  such  a  reform  might  be  car- 
ried during  the  present  Session.  He 
hoped  it  was  not  even  then  too  late  for 
the  Prime  Minister  to  come  down  from 
the  pedestal  on  which  he  had  placed 
himself,  and  make  some  proposal  for 
It ules  which  could  be  generally  approved, 
and  which  they  would  all  be  bound  to 
obey.  What  was  the  real  cause  of  the 
mischief  from  which  they  were  suffering? 
He  would  state  that  shortly.  But,  what- 
ever the  cause  was,  these  were  matters 
which  ought  to  be  considered  very  care- 
fully, and  which  ought  not  to  be  forced 
upon  an  unwilling  House.  He  had 
looked  into  the  opinions  formerly  ex- 
pressed on  that  subject  of  Members  of 
the  present  Government.  No  one  could 
have  expressed  himself  more  strongly 
in  favour  of  his  own  views  than  the  pre- 
sent Home  Secretary.  At  the  time  he 
referred  to  they  were  discussing  whether 
they  should  proceed  with  the  Army  and 
Navy  Estimates  without  first  going  on 
with  the  Motions  on  going  into  Commit- 
tee of  Supply.  That  was  a  question 
which  he  thought  might  be  approached 
with  great  advantage,  and  without  de- 
parting from  the  orainary  Bules  of  the 
House.  The  right  hon.  and  learned 
OoQtleman,  speaking  in  February,  1879 
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— not  very  long  ago — used  this  extra- 
ordinary language.  He  hoped  the  right 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman,  if  he  spoke 
in  that  debate,  would  not  depart  from 
that  language.  The  Home  Secretary 
then  said — "  It  is  quite  impossible  that 
a  question  of  this  kind  can  be  settled  by 
a  oare  majority."  But  then  the  right 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  went  on  to 
say — ''Thev  could  not  depart  from  the 
ancient  Bules  of  the  House,  except  by 
general  consent."  ["Hear,  hear!"] 
He  saw  the  Home  Secretary  acknow- 
ledged the  observation,  and  he  hoped 
they  should  get  his  vote  on  the  present 
occasion.  If  the  Prime  Minister  had 
only  brought  forward  [Resolutions  which 
could  have  commanded  the  general  con- 
sent of  the  House,  they  would  have  been 
passed  by  that  time,  and  the  House 
would  have  been  getting  on  with  its 
usual  Business.  What  was  the  cause 
of  the  present  state  of  things  ?  First, 
there  had  been  of  late  years,  unfor- 
tunately, a  spirit  of  disloyalty  to  the 
Kules  of  the  House,  and  the  Kules 
had  been  persistently  and  wilfully  per- 
verted. He  would  take  the  definition 
of  Obstruction,  as  given  by  the  Prime 
Minister,  ''  as  the  persistent  opposition 
to  measures  otherwise  than  by  argu- 
ment," or  as  being  "  the  want  of  defer- 
ence by  a  few  to  the  general  judgment 
of  the  House."  That,  he  maintained, 
was  an  absolute  offence  against  the  dig- 
nity and  authority  of  the  Chair.  The  late 
Government  did  attempt,  not  long  ago, 
to  introduce  a  Kule  in  order  to  check 
that  by  stating  that  if  a  Member  offended 
in  that  way  he  ou^ht  to  be  punished. 
They  had  considerable  difficulty  in  pass- 
ing that  Eule  in  the  beginning  of  the 
Session  of  1880.  The  noble  Lord  oppo- 
site was  g^od  enough  on  that  occasion 
to  give  them  his  support,  as  did  many  of 
his  Colleagues,  who,  however,  differed 
as  to  the  details,  although  they  were  all 
agreed  as  to  the  principle  of  the  pro- 
posal.  It  was  only  after  a  very  long 
debate  that  the  then  Government  were 
able  to  get  that  Kule  passed ;  and,  al- 
though it  was  very  much  laughed  at  at 
the  time,  he  was  bound  to  say  that  the 
present  Government  had  used  it  once  or 
twice  with  very  considerable  effect,  and 
he  thought  that  without  it  the  Coercion 
Bill  could  never  have  been  passed.  This 
particular  cause  of  the  grievance  ought 
not,  however,  to  be  made  an  excuse  for 
going  beyond  the  necessitieB  of  the  casei 


1369    ParUammU—BuiiM99        (Mabch  20,  1882} 


of  th$  Mouse, 


1870 


because  it  was  absolutely  clear  that  the 
eldtur^  was  no  remedy  for  that,  and  that 
it  must  be  dealt  with  by  punishing  the 
individuals.  He  saw  with  pleasure  that 
there  was  a  Bule  proposed  by  the  Prime 
Minister  to  strengthen  the  Eule  carried 
two  years  ago  by  the  late  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer ;  but  they  must  take  care 
not  to  make  the  passing  of  those  Bules 
an  excuse  for  the  cldture.  He  could  not 
express  that  feeling  in  stronger  lan- 
guage than  was  used  by  the  Prime 
Minister,  who,  in  the  debate  of  Feb- 
ruary, 1880,  said — 

"  Let  U8  obserre  and  bear  in  mind  that,  what- 
ever the  cldture  may  be  as  a  means  of  saving 
the  time  of  a  deliberative  Assembly,  it  is,  I 

think inapplicable  to  the  present  dis- 

cossion,  because,  as  a  penal  measure,  it  would 

snrely  be  altogether  inappropriate To 

bring  in  the  eUture  for  the  purposes  which  this 
Resolution  contemplates  would  be  simply  to 
enact  that  the  House  would  punish  itself,  and 
the  great  interests  with  which  it  is  charged, 
in  consequence  of  the  offence  of  a  particular 
Member."— [3  Eangard,  ccl.  1673.] 

What  were  the  other  causes  with  which 
they  had  to  deal  ?  The  Prime  Minister 
had  said  with  great  truth  that  there  had 
been  a  great  increase  of  Business.  Prince 
Bismarck  once  said  that  England  had 
too  many  irons  in  the  fire,  and  he  was 
not  quite  certain  whether  the  House  of 
Commons  did  not  suffer  from  the  same 
complaint.  There  was  another  cause  of 
the  grievance  from  which  they  suffered 
— namely,  the  growing  assumption  of 
power  by  the  House.  The  House  was 
gradually  assuming  new  functions,  and 
was  becoming  more  and  more  the  practi- 
cal Executive  Government  of  this  country. 
He  did  not  say  whether  that  were  right 
or  wrong ;  but  it  was  the  undoubted  fact. 
This  circumstance  was  clearly  pointed 
out  in  an  article  written  by  Mr.  Frederic 
Harrison,  a  gentleman  who  had  very 
great  weight  among  the  working  classes. 
Again,  hon.  Members  attended  in  much 
greater  numbers,  and  took  part  more 
frequently  in  the  debates  than  they  did 
25  or  30  years  ago.  Two  or  three  years 
ago  the  hon.  Member  for  Newcastle  (Mr. 
J.  Oowen),  in  a  remarkable  speech,  stated 
that  the  Members  elected  under  the  new 
Heform  Act  were  not  brought  up  in  the 
same  class  as  former  Members,  and  were 
not  bound  by  the  same  social  ties,  and 
that  they  came  there  without  being  cog- 
nizant of  the  position  of  the  old  House 
of  Commons.  For  his  own  part,  he  ra- 
ther welcomed  the  fact  that  they  were 


there.  But  they  would  in  future  be 
there  in  greater  numbers  than  ever,  and 
they  would  not  be  bound  by  the  old  tra- 
ditional Bules.  All  these  were  causes  to 
be  considered  when  the  House  came  to 
decide  what  Bules  should  be  applicable 
to  the  altered  state  of  thin&^s.  As  the 
noble  Marquess  had  statea,  if  every 
Member  were  to  speak  on  every  subject, 
however  briefly,  the  Business  of  the 
House  would  be  absolutely  stopped.  It 
was  only  by  self-control  and  by  bring^ne 
men  by  degrees  to  the  habit  of  sel^ 
control  that  the  Business  could  possibly 
be  carried  on.  If  they  attempted  to  put 
in  force  a  coercive  measure  of  this  kind 
they  would  fail.  They  would  cause  irri- 
tation, disturbance,  and  ill-feeling,  and 
would  render  necessary  in  the  future 
those  further  coercive  measures  which 
the  Prime  Minister  foreshadowed.  The 
canon  which  he  (Sir  B.  Assheton  Cross) 
would  lay  down  for  dealing  with  this 
question  was  that  they  must  not  make 
the  necessary  restraint  of  the  few  the 
measure  of  the  liberty  of  the  many,  and 
they  must  not  make  the  abuse  of  their 
Bules  by  a  few  an  excuse  for  curbing  the 
liberty  of  the  many.  If  the  Prime  Mi- 
nister were  to  follow  the  lines  of  the  four 
precedents  which  he  quoted  in  his  open- 
ing speech  the  whole  House  would  be 
with  him,  and  he  would  carry  the  Bules 
without  delay.  It  was  because  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  had  sought  other  pre- 
cedents elsewhere  that  hon.  Members  on 
that  side  of  the  House  dissented  from 
the  Government  proposals.  The  Prime 
Minister  had  laid  stress  on  the  fact  that 
the  cldture,  although  somewhat  different 
in  form,  had  been  recommended  by  Lord 
Eversley.  In  point  of  fact,  Lord  Eversley 
stated  that  the  precedents  of  America 
and  France  were  not  applicable  to  that 
House,  and  proposed — 

"  That  it  flball  be  competent  to  any  Member, 
before  the  Order  of  the  Day  for  resuming  an 
adjourned  debate  is  read,  to  move  that  the  de- 
bate be  not  further  adjourned,  and  that  if  the 
House  should  agree  no  Member  shall  be  allowed 
to  rise  after  2  o'clock  in  the  morning,  at  which 
hour  the  Speaker  shall  put  the  question." 

That  was  wholly  different  from  the 
spirit  of  the  present  proposal,  for  it 
assumed  that  all  questions  must  have  a 
whole  night's  debate.  This  was  a  eldture 
for  preventing  questions  ever  being 
brought  forward  except  in  the  most  for- 
mal way,  and  he  ventured  to  think  that 
was  entirely  different  from  wbflA.  IjRtl^ 
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Eversley  proposed.  Then  the  Prime 
Minister  said  that  there  had  been  14 
Committees  sitting  on  this  matter.  The 
noble  Marquess  that  afternoon  had  said 
there  had  been  20.  Here  was  a  remark- 
able fact,  that,  although  the  question 
had  been  so  often  brought  before  Com- 
mittees, not  one  of  them  ever  made  a 
Beport  in  favour  of  it.  The  Committee 
of  1848  said— 

"Your  Committee,  in  weighing  the  value  of 
this  evidence,  had  to  take  into  account  how 
materially  the  Constitution  made  the  transact- 
ing of  husiness  in  the  House  of  Commons  dififer 
from  the  two  Legislative  Assemblies  from  which 
we  had  evidence — namely,  America  and  France." 

Then  the  question  dropped  out  of  notice 
until  it  came  before  the  Committee  of 
1878,  when  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  President  of  the  Board  of  Trade 
(Mr.  Dodson)  proposed  an  Amendment 
to  Mr.  Knatohbull-Hugessen's  proposi- 
tion in  favour  of  the  eldture  in  these 
words — **  The  Committee  is  not  prepared 
to  recommend  its  present  adoption  by 
the  House."  For  that  Amendment 
there  voted,  among  others,  the  present 
SecretaiT  for  India  and  the  present 
Under  Secretary  for  Foreign  Affairs, 
and  11  others  out  of  15  who  were  pre- 
sent. Subsequently  there  was  a  Motion 
to  leave  out  the  word  "present,"  when 
the  President  of  the  Board  of  Trade 
voted  to  retain  the  word,  the  Under 
Secretary  for  Foreign  Affairs  voting 
contra.  The  question  now  was  whether 
this  was  to  be  a  eldture  by  a  bare  ma- 
jority. The  right  hon.  Gentleman  had 
argued  the  question  as  a  purely  judicial 
question  to  be  left  to  the  decision  of  the 
Speaker ;  but  he  would  ask  every  hon. 
Member  to  read  the  Eesolution  for 
himself,  and  see  whether  that  was  so. 
The  House  would  go  to  a  division.  The 
majority  would  say  that  it  was  the  evi- 
dent sense  of  the  House  that  the  debate 
should  close.  It  might  be  there  was  a 
majority  of  only  1,  so  that  the  effect 
would  be  that  that  one  Member  would 
be  entitled  to  say  it  was  the  evident 
sense  of  the  House  that  the  debate 
should  be  closed.  No  one  would  pre- 
vent him  from  believing  that  the  latter 
part  of  the  clause  constituted  really  the 
active  principle.  The  vital  power  re- 
mained in  the  enacting  words,  and  they 
were  that  a  bare  majority  should  close 
the  debate.  It  was  said  that  this  was  a 
proper  power  to  give;  but  he  would 
state  the  strong  objections  he  felt  against 
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the  eldture.  He  objected  to  it  because  it 
would  enormously  increase  the  power  of 
the  Minister  of  the  day.  The  Speaker 
could  only  state  what  he  believed  to  be 
the  temper  of  the  House,  and  a  powerful 
Minister  would  endeavour  to  force  his 
views  upon  the  House.  The  noble  Mar- 
quess had  himself  shown  how  this 
power  was  to  be  used.  He  would  say 
they  did  not  want  to  hear  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Birkenhead  (Mr.  Mc  Iver)  on  his 
question  of  Fair  Trade ;  they  did  not 
want  to  hear  the  hon.  Member  for 
Eye  (Mr.  Ashmead-Bartlett)  on  Eus- 
sian  Aggression ;  nor  the  hon.  and 
learned  Member  for  Bridport  (Mr.  War- 
ton)  on  Patent  Medicines.  He  would 
say  the  debate  should  close,  and  the 
judicial  power  of  the  Speaker  would 
simply  be  to  declare  what  was  the  sense 
of  the  House.  The  eldture  would  enor- 
mously diminish  independence  and  the 
action  of  independent  Members.  No 
one  would  forget  the  sense  of  general 
relief  that  prevailed  last  Session  the 
moment  Urgency  was  taken  off.  If  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  had  then  proposed 
any  Bules  of  this  kind  they  would  have 
been  scouted  out  of  the  House.  It  would 
not  be  at  the  beginning  of  the  Session 
that  the  eldture  would  be  enforced.  It 
would  be  applied  as  they  were  approach- 
ing the  end  of  the  Session.  When  the 
Heads  of  Departments  who  had  been 
shut  out  until  after  Easter  endeavoured 
to  introduce  their  Bills,  then  would 
come  the  demand  of  the  Government 
that  the  Bills  and  Motions  of  private 
Members  should  be  postponed  in  order 
to  make  way  for  their  own  measures. 
The  result  would  be  that  at  the  end  of 
the  Session  it  would  be  found  that  a 
very  dangerous  Bule  had  been  passed. 
The  question  of  Supply  was  very  serious. 
The  noble  Lord  opposite  had  alluded  to 
what  had  occurred  last  week,  and  to 
circumstances  which  he  certainly  thought 
very  hard  for  the  House  of  Commons. 
He  had  supposed  that  the  Gt)vemment, 
having  brought  forward  the  Army  Esti- 
mates on  Monday  and  the  Navy  Esti- 
mates on  Thursday,  and  having  got  as 
many  of  the  Votes  as  were  necessary, 
might  have  been  content ;  and  it  was 
the  first  time  he  had  ever  heard  the 
complaint  raised  that  on  the  first  intro- 
duction of  the  Estimates  Members  were 
allowed  to  discuss  grievances.  But  if 
the  eldture  had  been  in  force  last  week, 
none  of  the  Motions  on  going  into  Com* 
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mittee  of  Supply  could  by  any  possibility 
have  been  brought  forward.  He  might 
go  a  step  further.  The  noble  Lord  had 
said  very  truly  that  Friday,  though 
nominally  a  Government  night,  practi- 
cally belonged  to  the  private  Members, 
because  Supply  was  put  down  in  order 
to  enable  them  to  bring  forward  their 

frievances.  If  the  Besolution  of  the 
rime  Minister  were  passed ,  the  GK>vem- 
ment,  wanting  Supply  at  the  end  of  the 
Session,  would  get  rid  of  the  Motions  of 
private  Members  in  order  at  once  to  get 
into  Committee  of  Supply.  The  question 
had  been  asked  of  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  other  day,  and  the  only  answer 
that  could  possibly  be  given  was  that  the 
eldture  would  apply  only  to  the  particular 

Question  before  the  House.  Now,  the 
iuestiou  put  by  the  Speaker  on  going 
into  Committee  of  Supply  was  **That  I 
do  now  leave  the  Chair."  On  that  Ques- 
tion a  division  would  be  taken,  and  the 
Member  who  might  wish  to  bring  for- 
ward his  grievance  would  be  debarred 
from  doing  so.  The  Question  ^'  That  I 
do  now  leave  the  Chair,"  would,  after 
the  el6tur$y  be  ordered  to  be  put  from 
the  Chair,  and  no  further  debate  would 
be  permissible.  The  fact  was  that  on 
Fridays  the  Government,  if  hard  pressed, 
had  only  to  use  the  oldture  twice  to  take 
away  the  customary  rights  of  private 
Members.  [*'  No,  no  !  "]  He  believed 
he  was  correct.  He  would  take  the 
Orders  of  the  Day  and  Notices  for  next 
Friday,  the  24th  instant.  The  first 
Order  of  the  Day  was,  as  usual.  Supply, 
which  would  be  announced,  of  course, 
by  the  Clerk  at  the  Table,  and  the  dis- 
cussion would  be  upon  a  Motion  as  to 
the  Irish  Magistracy,  to  which  one  of 
the  Irish  Members  proposed  to  call  at- 
tention on  going  into  Committee  of  Sup- 
ply. The  Speaker  would  put  the  Ques- 
tion in  this  form — **  The  original  Motion 
was  *  That  I  do  now  leave  the  Chair,' 
since  which  an  Amendment  has  been 
moved  to  leave  out  all  the  words  after 
the  word  '  That,*  in  order  to  insert  these 
words."  Then  followed  the  words  of 
the  Resolution,  and  the  Question  put 
from  the  Chair  would  be — *'  That  the 
words  proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part 
of  the  Question."  If  the  eldture  were 
carried  what  would  happen  ?  Many 
other  Motions  might  be  put  down  on 
going  into  Supply,  but  the  Speaker 
would  have  to  put  the  Question  **  That  I 
do  now  leave  the  Chair."    That  Question 


would  then  become  the  Main  Question 
—  the  particular  question  then  before 
the  House ;  and  thus,  with  the  eldture 
called  for  a  second  time,  no  further 
discussion,  such  as  was  now  allowed, 
would  be  possible.  Hon.  Members 
could  not  suppose  that  a  GK>vernment 
that  once  carried  the  eldture  would  be 
ashamed  to  move  it  a  second  time? 
If  they  thought  that,  they  would  find 
themselves  much  mistaken  as  to  the 
temper  of  any  Prime  Minister.  What 
he  had  sketched  was  likely  enough  to 
happen ;  for  not  only  might  Supply  be 
desirable,  but  the  Motions  on  going  into 
Committee  might  be  very  inconvenient 
to  the  Government.  In  future  the  Go- 
vernment had  only  to  use  the  eldture 
twice,  and  private  Members  would  find 
it  always  impossible  to  bring  on  their 
Eesolutions.  A  passage  from  De  Toc- 
queville  had  been  quoted  the  other  day, 
and  he  might  supplement  it  by  a  few 
words  from  Bentham — 

*'In  France  the  terrible  decrees  of  urgency 
for  closing  the  discussions  may  well  be  remem- 
bered with  dread.  They  were  formed  for  the 
sutnug^tion  of  the  minority,  for  the  purpose  of 
stimng  argument  which  was  dreaded." 

Those  words  were  written  long  ago,  but 
the  importance  of  their  warning  still  re- 
mained. He  might  also  read  a  short 
extract  as  to  the  operation  of  the  eldture 
in  America,  where  it  flourished  in  full 
vigour,  from  the  pen  of  a  writer  who 
had  studied  American  politics,  Mr.  Jen- 
nings, the  author  of  Eighty  Years  of 
Republican  Government — 

"  Thus  the  power  of  Congress  is  securely  con- 
centrated in  the  hands  of  the  leaders  of  the 
dominant  party  of  the  hour,  who  may  be  actu- 
ated by  personal  ambition  or  some  other  un- 
worthy motive,  so  as  to  render  them  altogether 
unsafe  guides  for  the  nation.  The  discussions 
of  this  conclave  are  carried  on  in  secret,  and  the 
mockery  of  a  deliberative  assembly  is  made 
complete  by  the  systematic  refusal  to  allow  of 
debate  upon  measures  of  the  most  momentous 
description. 

"  They  are  decided  upon  in  private  caucus, 
for  reasons  which  the  public  are  not  allowed  to 
know  ;  and  when  they  are  brought  forward  in 
the  Legislature,  by  a  form  of  the  House  of  Re- 
presentatives known  as  the  '  previous  quebtion,' 
which  the  adherents  of  the  governing  party  are 
almost  always  numerous  enough  to  enforce,  dis- 
cussion is  absolutely  prevented.  Sometimes  no 
one  is  allowed  to  say  a  word.  The  minority  is 
not  admitted  to  the  caucus,  and  in  the  House  a 
gag  is  placed  upon  their  mouths.  When  the 
Civil  Rights  Bill  was  passed  over  the  President's 
veto  in  April,  186(5,  several  independent  Mem- 
bers begged  hard  for  permission  to  discuss  it,  or^ 
at  least,  to  explain  tK<i\T  T^a»QW%  \nrc  ^Owi  nqN.^ 
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thej  intended  to  give.  It  was  refased,  and 
there  was  a  general  cxy  in  the  House  '  Giye  an 
hour ! '  But  the  leaders  were  inexorable,  and 
the  resolution  was  pressed  to  a  division  in  less 
than  10  minutes  after  it  had  been  sent  to  the 
Speaker." 

Now,  he  did  not  think  the  House  of 
Oommons  would  like  to  have  its  pro- 
ceedings conducted  in  that  way ;  but  if 
they  passed  the  1st  Besolution  of  the 
Government  they  would  be  on  the  high- 
road to  that  system.  He  would  give  one 
more  extract  from  the  same  book.  The 
writer  said — 

*<  But  there  is  no  redeeming  circumstance  in 
the  measures  which  are  taken  by  the  dominant 
party  to  suppress  discussion.  They  give  rise 
at  times  to  scenes  which  ought  never  to  be 
witnessed  in  a  legislative  body.  An  illustration 
is  of  greater  value  than  an  argument,  and  I 
shall  therefore  give  an  account  of  a  spectacle 
which  I  witnessed  in  the  month  of  January, 
1867.  The  occasion  of  this  struggle  was  the 
introduction  of  a  Bill  from  the  Judiciary  Com- 
mittee, intended  to  do  away  with  the  e£fect  of  a 
decision  in  the  Supreme  C)ourt  as  to  the  ille- 
gality of  the  Test  Oath.  The  Bill  provided 
that  no  person  should  be  permitted  to  act  as 
attorney  or  counsel  in  any  court  of  the  United 
States  who  had  been  guilty  of  treason  or 
engaged  in  rebellion,  or  given  aid  and  comfort 
to  the  participants  in  rebellion.  In  short,  it 
was  intended  to  prevent,  by  Act  of  Ong^ess, 
any  Southern  man  or  Southern  sympathizer 
who  happened  to  be  a  lawyer  from  practising 
his  profession — thus,  as  a  kepublican  member 
afterwards  said,  depriving  thousands  of  families 
of  their  bread.  This  measure  a  distinguished 
Republican,  in  behalf  of  the  Committee,  deter, 
mined  to  force  through  the  House  the  afternoon 
it  was  brought  forward,  without  allowing  a 
word  of  discussion  upon  it.  Some  of  his  own 
party,  with  a  better  sense  of  reason  and  justice, 
strongly  condemned  this  course.  He  was  im- 
plored by  the  Democratic  members  to  yield  one 
nour  only  for  debate,  but,  confident  in  the 
power  of  his  party,  he  declined.  To  two  or 
three  members  he  dealt  out  *five  minutes,' 
<  three  minutes,'  and  to  one  gentleman  '  two 
minutes,'  and  with  this  concession  he  deemed 
^e  rights  of  a  deliberative  assembly  were  com- 
plied with.  That  immense  proportion  of  the 
people  then  represented  in  Congress  who  were 
opposed  to  this  Bill  were  granted,  through 
their  representatives,  about  ten  minutes  to  con- 
sider its  provisions." 

Another  serious  danger  had  been  pointed 
out  by  the  right  hon.  Gentlemeui  some 
time  ago,  and  also  by  the  noble  Lord 
that  evening — namely,  that  Members 
would  be  driven  to  go  outside  of  the 
House  if  they  wished  to  enjoy  freedom 
of  discussion.  He  thought  the  Bepre- 
sentatives  of  the  people  were  bound 
to  make  their  speeches  in  the  House. 
Under  such  a  rule  as  that,  in  times  of 
gresii  excitement  throughout  the  country, 


they  would  find  speeches  made  with 
gpreat  effect  elsewhere  by  Bepresentatives 
whose  mouths  were  closed  there.  No 
one  was  more  conscious  of  that  than 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  who  proposed 
that  Kesolution,  because,  in  his  cuticle 
in  I%e  Nineteenth  Century ,  in  1879,  he 
said — 

"  The  dan^  of  supplying  fiictious  or  un- 
ruly men  with  a  plausible  ground  of  hostile 
appeal  to  crowds  or  to  constituencies  in  critical 
times  is  a  far  greater  and  more  costly  danger 
than  is  at  any  time  likely  to  be  brought  upon  it 
(the  House  of  Commons^  by  its  patience  in 
cases  really  or  popularly  aoubtful.'* 

There  was  still  one  more  danger  to 
which  he  ha4  to  allude,  and  he  did 
so  with  great  deference — namely,  the 
action  which  such  a  Bule  might  have,  in 
the  long  run,  on  the  Chair.  In  America 
they  did  not  give  that  power  to  the  Chair- 
man of  Committees  of  Supply  at  all.  The 
proposed  Bule  went  far  beyond  America 
in  that  respect.  But  with  regard  to  the 
Speaker,  he  would  rather  not  make  any 
suggestion  of  his  own,  but  he  wished  to 
read  a  few  words  to  show  what  people 
outside  of  the  House  thought  of  the 
matter.  They  ought  to  know  what  the 
feeling  entertained  out-of-doors  was  on 
such  a  subject.  Coming,  as  they  did, 
from  a  representative  man,  Mr.  Harri- 
son's words  in  The  Nineteenth  Century 
were  well  worth  reading.  Mr.  Harrison 
was  much  in  favour  of  the  cldture,  and 
was  perfectly  prepared  to  face  all  the 
dangers  and  difficulties  involved  in  it. 
In  his  article  on  The  Deadlock  in  the 
Commons,  he  said — 

"With  our  present  system  of  throwing  re- 
sponsibility on  the  Speaker  we  lose  all  the  ad- 
vantages of  our  old  judicial,  passive,  absolutely 

impartial  Chairman The  Speakership 

of  the  future  is,  therefore,  one  of  the  grand 
political  offices,  second  in  importance  only  to 
that  of  the  Premier,  for  which  parties  will  con- 
tend, and  at  which  statesmen  (like  M.  Gr6vy 
and  M.  Qambetta)  will  aspire.  The  very  next 
Speaker  will  be  elected  after  a  furious  part^ 
intrigue  and  struggle ;   and  he  must  be  a  poh- 

tician  in  whom  the  dominant  party  trusts 

What  will  the  next  Speaker  be  P  Farewell  to 
the  race  of  the  Manners,  Lefevres,  and  Deniaons ! 
We  have  passed  to  the  era  of  the  president 
militant  and  dominant,  the  strong  man  of  a 
victorious  party.'* 

He  had  stated  that  the  Resolution  prao- 
tioally  amounted  to  that  of  a  bare  majo- 
rity. The  hon.  Member  for  Cambridge 
(Mr.  Shield)  had  made  some  very  strong 
remarks  as  to  the  difference  between  a 
.majority  of  two- thirds  and  a  bare  majo- 
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rity,  and  he  said  that  the  one  was  more 
dangerous,  perhaps,  than  the  other. 
The  noble  Lord  had  asked  some  ques- 
tions about  the  majority  of  two-thirds 
or  three- quarters.  One  of  his  arguments 
against  a  two- thirds  majority  was  that, 
80  far  as  a  small  minority  went,  two- 
thirds  were  more  likely  to  be  harsh  and 
cruel  than  a  bare  majority,  or,  at  all 
events,  there  would  be  no  protection  as 
far  as  that  was  concerned.  But  then, 
the  noble  Lord  said,  it  would  be  impos- 
sible to  close  a  debate  if  a  large  minority 
objected.  If  that  wa*3  so,  why  try  it? 
If  it  was  to  be  really  powerless,  why  try 
it  ?  If  it  was  to  be  effective  and  opera- 
tive it  was  dangerous.  He  did  not  see 
how  that  dilemma  could  be  got  out  of. 
As  to  who  would  be  responsible  if  a 
Government  failed  to  obtain  such  a  Vote 
as  that  of  the  £6,000,000  proposed 
by  the  late  Government,  the  Prime 
Minister  said  the  Government  would  have 
done  what  they  could,  and,  therefore, 
would  not  be  responsible,  and  the  noble 
Marquess  had  said  that  the  Opposition 
could  not  be  made  responsible;  but  if 
the  noble  Marquess,  supposing  him  to 
be  bound  by  what  the  Prime  Minister 
had  said,  would  look  at  the  Itesolution, 
he  would  find  it  was  the  Speaker  who 
would  be  responsible,  as  he  would  be  the 
judge  of  the  evident  sense  of -the  House. 
As  bearing  upon  the  question  of  a  large  or 
a  small  minority,  he  would  ask  what  would 
have  become  of  some  former  struggles  if 
the  cldture  had  been  in  force  ?  What 
would  have  been  the  fate  of  Mr.  Berke- 
ley with  his  Ballot  Motions,  and  of  Mr. 
Villiers  with  his  advocacy  of  FreeTrade  ? 
If  we  embarked  on  this  dangerous  course 
we  did  not  know  where  we  should  stop. 
No  statesman  could  foresee  what  the 
passing  of  the  Eesolution  would  lead  to. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member 
for  Ripon  (Mr.  Goschen)  had  said  that 
he  thought  the  cldture  would  never  be 
enforced  except  by  general  consent — 
that  he  trusted  and  believed  that  such 
would  be  the  case.  It  was  much  better 
to  keep  safeguards  and  securities  of 
which  you  were  in  possession ;  and  in 
opposition  to  the  right  hon.  Member  for 
Ripon  (Mr.  Goschen)  he  would  say  to 

the  House — 

"  Reserve  thy  state, 
And  in  thy  best  consideration  check 
This  hideous  rashness.*' 

He  might  be  asked  what  course  would 
the  Opposition  now  pursue  ?    The  answer 

VOL.  CCLXVIL    [tjijrd  sebies.] 


was  clear — that  the  House  ought  to  pro- 
ceed with  the  other  Besolutions.  If  the 
other  Bules  had  been  in  operation  the 
42  hours'  Sitting  could  not  have  hap- 
pened ;  it  would  have  been  stopped  on 
the  Motions  for  Adjournment.  As  to  all 
other  matters  the  other  Eules  provide 
all  the  safeguards  that  were  wanted. 
Why  should  the  Prime  Minister  force 
this  Bule,  knowing  how  much  it  was  dis- 
liked by  so  many  of  his  own  followers  ? 
[Mr.  Gladstone  dissented.]  The  Prime 
Minister  shook  his  head,  but  the  speeches 
of  the  hon.  Member  for  Bedford  (Mr. 
Whitbread),  the  hon.  Member  for  Swan- 
sea (Mr.  Dillwyn),  and  the  hon.  Member 
for  Burnley  (Mr.  Kylands),  made  so 
lately  as  1880,  would  satisfy  him  how 
distasteful  this  particular  proposal  was. 
All  the  other  Bides  would  be  passed  will- 
ingly ;  and  he  felt  bound  to  remind  the 
Government  that  the  Committee  of  1848 
said  that  the  Government  of  the  day  could 
themselves  contribute  essentially  to  the 
easy  conduct  of  Business  in  four  differ- 
ent ways,  none  of  which  had  been  fol- 
lowed this  Session.  They  were  the  care- 
ful preparation  of  measures,  their  early 
introduction,  a  judicious  distribution  of 
Business  between  the  two  Houses,  and 
the  order  and  method  with  which  mea- 
sures were  conducted.  None  of  those  ways 
had  been  followed  during  the  present  Ses- 
sion by  the  Government.  The  House  had 
fought  long  and  with  success  for  free- 
dom of  debate  against  the  personal  in- 
fluence of  the  Crown.  It  had  now  before 
it  a  larger  struggle  for  freedom  of  debate 
against  the  personal  interest  of  any 
powerful  Minister  of  the  Crown.  The 
Speaker  had  claimed  from  the  Crown  on 
their  behalf  their  ancient  rights,  and 
among  them  freedom  of  speech  in  debate, 
and,  what  was  not  less  valuable,  that  the 
most  favourable  construction  should  be 
placed  upon  their  proceedings.  These 
claims  had  been  granted  by  Her  Ma- 
jesty as  by  Her  Predecessors.  If  they 
passed  this  Besolution  they  would  be  in 
great  danger  from  the  Ministry  of  the 
day  that  the  most  favourable  construc- 
tion would  not  be  placed  upon  their  pro- 
ceedings. When  legitimate  debate  was 
raised  it  would  be  met  by  the  cry  of 
Obstruction,  the  c^/wr^  would  be  applied, 
and  discussion  would  be  stopped.  tJnder 
cover  of  putting  an  end  to  Parliamentary 
Obstruction  Parliamentary  Opposition 
would  be  destroyed.  The  Prime  Minis- 
ter of  the  day  ^ould  \ift^o\^L^^sa:^^^i^s^^^» 
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of  what  former  Ministers  had  regarded 

as  the  ordinary  course  of  Business ;  and 

he  would  speak  to  the  House  in  terms 

such  as  these — 

*'  By-  day  and  night  he  wrongs  me ;  every  honr 
He  flaiBhes  into  one  gross  crime  or  other 
That  sets  us  all  at  odds ;  I'll  not  endure  it." 

And  when  the  Prime  Minister  had  the 
power  he  would  not  endure  it.  The 
▼ery  anxiety  and  eagerness  with  which 
this  Resolution  was  pressed,  against  the 
wishes,  he  believed,  of  the  right  hon. 
Oentleman's  own  followers,  was  an  evil 
augury  of  the  temper  in  which  it  would 
be  used  if  it  were  once  passed.  But  he 
would  venture  to  predict  that  it  never 
would  be  passed,  certainly  not  in  its 
present  form.  The  noble  Lord  had  been 
good  enough  to  inform  the  House  that 
if  it  were  not  passed  the  Government 
would  go  to  the  country.  He  did  not 
know  whether  the  Prime  Minister  would 
endorse  that  statement ;  but  he  should 
like  to  know  how  he  could  reconcile  it 
with  the  hope  he  expressed  that  this 
should  not  be  treated  as  a  Party  ques- 
tion, and  that  they  would  have  a  fair 
and  impartial  debate?  All  he  (Sir  H. 
Assheton  Cross)  could  say,  if  this  Be- 
solution  were  to  be  pressed,  and  to  be 
passed  over  the  heads  of  those  opposed 
to  it,  and  if  it  were  to  be  carried  out  in 
the  way  he  had  suggested  ;  was  this — 
that  they  would  find  ere  long  that  the 
constituencies  would  not  suffer  their 
liberties  to  be  taken  away,  and  the 
Prime  Minister  would  again  learn,  as  he 
had  bitterly  learnt  before,  that  England 
loved  not  the  exercise  of  arbitrary 
power. 

Mr.  BRYCE  said,  he  was  one  of  those 
who  agreed  with  hon.  Members  oppo- 
site that  it  would  be  well  their  speeches 
should  be  limited  as  to  time ;  and  he, 
therefore,  did  not  intend  to  detain  the 
House  for  more  than  a  few  minutes. 
He  wished,  however,  to  say  a  few  words 
in  regard  to  the  experiences  of  America, 
which  had  been  referred  to  by  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  who  had  just  sat  down 
(Sir  R.  Assheton  Cross).  A  few  months 
ago  he  (Mr.  Bryce)  was  in  America, 
and  he  had  made  minute  inquiries  into 
this  particular  matter,  especially  in  con- 
nection with  the  proceedings  of  Legis- 
lative Assemblies  of  America,  which 
were  institutions  mainly  founded  upon 
our  own,  and  very  closely  resembling  it. 
The  picture  given  by  the  right  hon. 
Oentleoiim  to  the  House  as  to  the  work- 

Sir  R.  Aish$ton  Crow 


ing  of  the  system  for  closing  a  debate 
in  the  United  States  Assemblies  was 
altogether  incorrect.     It  was  not  called 
the  cloture  J  but   ''the  Previous  Ques- 
tion."    The  right  hon.  Gentleman  had 
given  the  data  from  which  he  made  his 
statements;    but,    speaking    from     ex- 
perience, he  (Mr.  Bryce)  was  able  to 
say  that  the  conclusions  drawn  by  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  were    the   very 
reverse  of  the  real  state  of  the  case. 
When  in  America  he  (Mr.  Byroe)  took 
an  opportunity,  at  Washing^n,  of  mak- 
ing very  carefril  inquiry,  and  he  was  in- 
formed that  the  way  in   which    "the 
Previous    Question"  was  worked  was 
this.     He  believed  that  it  existed  in  the 
Legislative   Assembly    of  nearly  every 
State  of  the  Union;  but   those  Legis- 
lative   Assemblies    scarcely  formed    a 
parallel  to  the  House  of  Commons.    It 
existed  also  in   the  House  of   Repre- 
sentatives   at     Washington.      It    was 
within  the  power  of  any  Member  at  any 
moment  to  move  "  the  Previous  Ques- 
tion," and  there  was  no  such  limit  or 
safeguard  to  it  as  was  proposed  to  be 
g^ven  by  the  Resolution  now  before  the 
House,  which  intrusted  the    initiative 
to  the  Speaker.     The  only  restriction 
upon  the  employment  of  ''  tiie  Previous 
Question"    was  that  there  must  be  a 
quorum  present  in  the  House,  and  that 
quorum  must  consist  of  one-half  of  the 
total  number  of   Members.     It  must, 
however,  be  remembered  that  the  Mem- 
bers of  the  Washington  House  of  Re- 
presentatives were  much  more  regular 
in    their     attendance     than    Members 
of  the  House  of  Commons.     He  made 
it  his  duty  to  ascertain,  from  as  large 
a  number  of  persons  as    possible,  how 
the  system  of  **  the  Previous  Question" 
worked.     He  made  inquiries  of  some  20 
or  30  Members  of  the  House  of  Repre- 
sentatives of  both  political  Parties ;  and 
every  one  assured  him — both  the  Re- 
publicans who  were  in  the  majority,  and 
the  Democrats  who  were  in  a  minority — 
that  it  not  only  worked  well,  but  that 
they  could  not  get  on  without  it.     Two 
gentlemen,    both    of    whom   were   ex- 
tremely weighty  witnesses,  and  whose 
names  would  be  known  to  most  hon. 
Members  who  had  been  in  the  United 
States,   spoke  in  high    praise    of   the 
system.     Mr.  Macpherson,  the  principal 
Clerk  of  the  House  of  Representatives, 
told  him  that  his  experience  extended 
over  80  years,  during  14  of  which  b9 
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had  served  as  principal  Clerk,  and  Mr. 
Macpherson  stated  that  he  could  not 
recollect  a  single  instance  in  which  the 
power  of  moving  **  the  Previous  Ques- 
tion''had  been  abused.  Mr.  Macpherson 
would  not  pretend  to  say  that  it  had 
never  been  abused  ;  but  he  declared  that 
he  could  not  remember  a  single  instance 
of  abuse ;  and  he  added  that  the  power 
was  essential  to  the  proper  working  of 
the  American  Bepresentative  system. 
Similar  testimony  was  given  by  Mr. 
Handall,  Speaker  of  the  last  House  of 
Bepresentatives.  Mr.  Macpherson  was 
a  Bepublican,  and  Mr.  Bandall  a  De- 
mocrat ;  and  both  agreed  in  asserting 
that  it  would  be  quite  impossible  to  con- 
duct the  deliberations  of  the  Assembly 
without  the  power  of  moving  **the 
Previous  Question."  And  it  constantly 
happened  that  when  the  power  was 
asked  for  it  was  rejected,  notwithstand- 
ing that  the  Leaders  of  the  Party  applied 
for  it.  Their  supporters  differed  from 
them  and  defeated  them.  In  other  cases, 
the  Leaders  of  the  Opposition  had  been 
anxious  to  close  a  debate  ;  but  the  Go- 
vernment refused  to  grant  them  the 
power,  in  the  belief  that  the  particular 
question  under  consideration  had  not 
been  sufficiently  discussed.  He  ventured 
to  think  that  the  experience  of  America 
was  of  considerable  value  in  a  matter  of 
this  kind,  because  Party  organization 
was  much  greater  and  closer  than  in 
this  country,  and  Party  discipline  was  a 
great  deal  stronger ;  and  therefore,  d 
fortiarif  an  argument  drawn  from  the 
experience  of  America  was  an  argument 
favourable  to  the  adoption  of  the  same 
system  in  the  House  of  Commons.  K 
the  system  was  not  abused  in  the  United 
States  there  were  strong  grounds  for  be- 
lieving that  it  would  not  be  abused  in 
the  House  of  Commons.  He  had  only 
a  word  or  two  to  add  in  reply  to  one  of 
the  arguments  frequently  used  against 
the  Besolution  of  the  Prime  Minister — 
that  it  would  seriously  interfere  with 
and  diminish  the  advantages  and  op- 
portunities of  private  Members.  Speak- 
ing as  a  private  Member,  and  as  one 
who  valued,  as  everyone  in  that  House 
must,  the  rights  and  privileges  of  pri- 
vate Members,  and  especially  recogniz- 
ing that  it  was  their  function  and  duty 
to  bring  forward  many  measures  which 
Her  Majesty's  Ministers,  as  a  Govern- 
ment, were  not  able  to  deal  with,  he, 
and  many  other  hon.  Members  on  that 


side  of  the  House,  valued  the  proposal 
of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  because 
they  believed  that  it  would  restore  to 
private  Members  the  rights  of  which 
they  were  now  deprived.  At  the  pre- 
sent moment  the  eUture  really  did  exist 
against  more  than  one-half  of  the  Mem- 
bers of  the  House.  It  existed  in  this 
way.  Whenever  a  measure  was  brought 
forward  and  there  was  a  majority  on 
one  side  or  the  other  in  favour  of  it,  as 
soon  as  Obstruction  set  in,  the  opponents 
of  the  measure  began  to  speak  against 
time,  and  the  mouths  of  those  who  were 
in  favour  of  it  were  instantly  closed.  It 
became  impossible  for  them  to  take  any 
further  part  in  the  debate,  because  they 
knew  that  by  doing  so  liiey  were  only 
playing  into  the  hands  of  their  antago- 
nists by  delaying  a  division.  In  £is 
way  many  hon.  Members  were  pre- 
vented from  speaking  who  might  have 
many  valuable  criticisms  and  arguments 
to  make,  and  important  information  and 
facts  to  state,  which  might  seriously  in- 
fluence the  discussion  and  the  course  of 
the  Gx)vernment.  They  were,  however, 
absolutely  debarred  from  bringing  for- 
ward the  information  in  their  possession, 
because  they  were  anxious  not  to  delay 
the  progress  of  the  measure  for  a  single 
moment.  It  was  for  this  reason,  and 
because  he  believed  that  the  passing  of 
this  Besolution  would  restore  the  free- 
dom of  speech  which  did  not  now  exist 
in  one  part  of  the  House,  that  he  sin- 
cerely trusted  the  House  would  carry  it. 
If  he  felt  any  regret  at  any  part  of  the 
Besolution,  it  was  that  it  had  not  been 
made  somewhat  stronger,  and  that  it 
was  surrounded  by  certain  safeguards 
which  he,  for  one,  looked  upon  as  un- 
fortunate. He  thought  it  would  have 
been  better — speaking  with  great  defer- 
ence to  the  opinion  of  those  who  had 
more  experience  than  himself — if  the 
initiative  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
in  the  Chair  had  not  been  required,  and 
if  the  matter  had  been  left  entirely  and 
absolutely  to  the  responsibilitv  of  the 
Government.  The  question  of  respon- 
sibility had  been  touched  upon  with 
great  force  by  the  noble  Marquess  (the 
Marquess  of  Hartington)  in  the  early 
part  of  the  evening  ;  and  he  (Mr.  Bryce) 
was  strongly  of  opinion  that  the  Go- 
vernment should  not  have  the  power  of 
shielding  themselves  under  the  autho- 
rity of  the  Chair.  They  had  muck  ta 
learn  from  Ametiea  m  >i)fcL\^  x^^'^^^X..   '^:^ 
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that  country  the  Office  of  Speaker  had 
now  become  a  partizan  Office,  and  the 
best  observers  there  agreed  in  protesting 
against  it.  They  were  all  of  opinion  that 
the  position  occupied  by  the  Speaker  in 
this  country  afforded  far  greater  security 
for  the  fair  and  proper  conduct  of  the 
Business  of  the  Legislature  than  that 
which  was  held  by  the  Speaker  in  the 
United  States.     He  could  not  help  feel- 
ing that  the  proposal  to  give  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  in  the  Chair  the  initia- 
tive, and  to  require  him  to  call  upon  the 
House  to  vote  upon  the  question  as  to 
whether  a  debate  should  be  closed,  was, 
no  matter  how  small  the  extent  might 
be,  an  infringement  of  the  perfectly  im- 
partial character  of  the  Speaker's  Office; 
and  he  was  afraid  that  to  some  extent 
it  might  tend  to  lower  the  dignity  and 
impartiality  which  had  hitherto  attached 
to  it.  He  therefore  hoped  that  some  means 
would  be  found  whereby  the  Besolution 
could  be  slightly  altered  in  the  direction 
of  giving  the  Speaker,  not  the  initiative, 
but  rather  the  appeal.     That  would  be 
much  better  than  throwing  upon   the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  responsibility 
of  discerning  the  **  evident  sense  of  the 
House,"  and  then  requiring  the  opinion 
of  the  House  to  be  expressed  by  a  divi- 
sion.  The  proper  course,  in  his  opinion, 
was  to  leave  the  responsibility  of  moving 
that  the  sense  of  the  House  should  be 
obtained,  .either  to  the  Government  or  to 
an  independent   Member,    and  to  give 
to  the  Speaker  a  power  of  interposing 
his  veto  if  he  thought  that  the  time  for 
such  a  course  had  not  arrived.     He  be- 
lieved that  the  Resolution  would  in  that 
case  be  quite  as  effective  for  its  purpose, 
and  at  the  same  time  the  impartiality  of 
the  Office  of  Speaker  would  be  more 
perfectly  secured.     The  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman who  last  addressed  the  House 
(Sir  R.  Assheton  Cross)  said  the  func- 
tions of  Parliament  would  largely  be 
curtailed  by  the  adoption  of  the  Reso- 
lution, and  he  warned  the  House  against 
the  danger  of  increasing  the  power  of 
the  Executive  and  impairing  the  power 
of  Parliament.      He  (Mr.  Bryce)  ven- 
tured to  read  the  Constitutional  history 
of  the  country  in  a  different  sense  from 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman.      He  could 
not  say,  speaking  from  experience  of  the 
past  few  years,  that  the  House  had  exer- 
cised any  of  the  functions  of  the  Go- 
vernment.     All  that  it  had  done  had 
been  to  impede  the  power  of  the  Govern- 

Jfr.  Bryce 


ment.  They  had  not  expedited  the  work 
of  legislation,  and  the  danger  they  were 
running  was  not  that  of  increasing  the 
power  of  the  Executive,  but  of  so 
crippling  and  clogging  it,  that  all  legis- 
lation would  be  brought  to  a  standstill. 
In  the  end  Parliament  itself  would 
become  discredited,  and  Constitutional 
Government  would  be  reduced  to  a  state 
of  paralysis.  They  were  told  that  if 
they  passed  the  Resolution  the  power  of 
closing  a  debate  might  be  abused.  All 
Forms  of  the  House  were  liable  to  abuse 
except  the  power  which  had  been  in- 
trusted to  the  Chair,  and  which,  within 
his  knowledge,  had  never  been  abused. 
But  they  must  run  the  risk  of  abuse  in 
order  that  they  might  secure  the  enjoy- 
ment of  greater  benefits  and  advantages. 
After  the  experience  of  the  last  few 
years  they  must  all  of  them  feel  that  the 
time  had  now  come  for  dealing  with 
Obstruction;  and  the  best  of  afi  safe- 
guards that  could  be  attached  to  the  use 
of  the  power  of  closing  a  debate  was 
that  safegpiard  which  consisted  in  a  sense 
of  fairness  on  the  part  of  the  House  it- 
self, and  the  belief  that  it  would  impair 
its  own  functions  if  it  ever  allowed  a 
Minister  of  the  Crown  or  a  majority  to 
become  tyrannical.  Personally,  he  was 
satisfied  that  the  country  would  always 
be  ready  to  visit  its  with  displeasure  any 
Minister  or  majority  who  sought,  by  the 
use  of  arbitrary  and  tyrannical  power, 
to  overbear  the  free  expression  of  the 
opinion  of  the  House. 

Mr.  R.  N.  fowler  said,  he  was 
much  surprised  that  no  Gentleman  had 
risen  from  the  Treasury  Bench  to  reply 
to  the  able  and  evidently  unanswerable 
speech  of  his  right  hon.  Friend  the  Mem- 
ber for  South- West  Lancashire  (Sir  R. 
Assheton  Cross).  Considering  the  high 
and  distinguished  position  which  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  occupied  in  the 
Cabinet  of  the  late  Government,  and  the 
considerable  position  which  he  filled  in 
previous  Parliaments,  it  was  scarcely 
courteous  to  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
and  to  the  great  Party  of  which  he  was 
an  honoured  Member  that  no  Minister 
should  have  risen  from  the  Treasury 
Bench  to  reply  to  him.  He  (Mr.  R.  N. 
Fowler)  was  glad  of  the  opportunity 
now  afforded  to  him  of  making  a  humble 
but  earnest  protest  against  the  proposal 
now  made  by  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment to  gag  the  House  of  Commons. 
He  used  the  word  *'gag^"  because  he 
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preferred  that  good  old  English  term  to 
the  eidture.  It  seemed  to  him  that  the 
object  of  the  Eesolutiou  was  to  gag  de- 
bate in  the  House  of  Commons.  What 
reason  was  given  for  it?  The  sjstem 
which  now  prevailed  had  gone  on  for  a 
long  series  of  years,  and  he  believed 
that  it  had  generally  worked  well.  That 
system  he  believed  to  be  this — When  a 
debate  had  gone  on  for  a  sufficient  time, 
an  arrangement  was  made  between  the 
two  Front  Benches,  by  which  it  was  un- 
derstood that  on  a  given  evening  the 
debate  should  be  brought  to  a  close. 
That  was  a  convenient  arrangement  to 
both  sides  of  the  House.  He  need  only 
refer  to  the  debate  which  was  brought 
to  an  end  last  week — the  debate  upon 
the  Motion  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Prime  Minister  in  reference  to  the 
House  of  Lords.  It  certainly  seemed  to 
some  hon.  Members  on  that  side  of  the 
House  that  at  the  time  the  division  was 
taken  the  discussion  had  been  by  no 
means  exhausted.  On  the  last  night  of 
the  debate  four  or  five  very  able  speeches 
were  delivered — one  by  his  hon.  Friend 
the  Member  for  Londonderry  (Mr. 
Lewis)  ;  one  by  his  right  hon.  Friend 
the  Member  for  North  Lincolnshire  (Mr. 
J.  Lowther);  another  by  his  hon.  Friend 
the  Member  for  Mid  Lincolnshire  (Mr. 
Chaplin),  and  several  others,  among 
them  being  a  very  able  speech  he  had 
not  the  pleasure  of  hearing  by  an  Irish 
Member,  who  possessed  great  informa- 
tion upon  the  subject.  It  seemed  to 
many  hon.  Members  on  that  side  of  the 
House  that  these  were  too  many  good 
speeches  to  be  massed  together  in  the 
course  of  one  evening's  debate ;  but,  by 
the  advice  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
who  led  the  Opposition,  it  was  agreed 
that  the  debate  should  be  brought  to  a 
close.  He  could  not  understand  why  the 
system  which  had  so  long  prevailed  of 
bringing  debates  to  an  end  by  the  gene- 
ral consent  of  the  House  should  not  go 
on  in  the  future  as  it  had  gone  on  in  the 
past.  The  reason  given  for  the  Kesolu- 
tion  was  that  the  present  system  had 
been  abused  by  a  certain  section  of  the 
House.  It  was  said  that  certain  )ion. 
Gentlemen  sitting  on  the  Benches  below 
the  Gangway  had  spoken  at  a  length 
and  with  a  frequency  which  had  become 
offensive  to  other  Members  of  the  House. 
He  was  not  there  to  j  uatify  the  course 
which  had  been  taken  by  hon.  Members 
below  the  Gangway  during  the  protracted 


debates  upon  the  Coercion  Bill  at  the 
commencement  of  last  Session.  In  com- 
mon with  his  hon.  Friends  on  that  side 
of  the  House,  he  had  followed  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Leader  of  the  Op- 
position in  giving  a  steady  support  to 
Her  Majesty's  Government.  At  the 
same  time,  he  certainly  thought  that  the 
course  taken  by  hon.  Members  below 
the  Gangway  might  find  strong  grounds 
for  justification  in  certain  extracts  which 
had  been  read  in  the  course  of  the  present 
debate  from  the  writings  of  the  Prime 
Minister.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
had  deliberately  laid  down  the  principle 
that  when  a  measure  ought  to  be  de- 
cidedly opposed,  there  were  occasions  on 
which  minorities  were  justified  in  using 
all  the  Forms  of  the  House  to  oppose  the 
passing  of  it.  Hon.  Members  below  the 
Gangway,  no  doubt,  felt  that  the  Coercion 
Bill  was  a  measure  which  justified  re- 
course being  had  to  the  doctrine  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman.  But,  be  that  as  it 
might,  right  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite 
were  of  opinion  that  the  Forms  of  the 
House  had  been  abused  by  the  Irish 
Members ;  and  they  made  that  a  reason 
for  introducing  these  proposals  for 
gagging  the  House  of  Commons,  for  the 
Kesolution  was  not  in  reality  directed 
against  hon.  Members  below  the  Gang- 
way on  the  Opposition  side  of  the  House. 
Her  Majesty's  Government  and  hon. 
Gentlemen  opposite,  although  looking 
upon  hon.  Members  below  the  Gangway 
as  erring  sheep,  still  regarded  them  as 
Members  of  the  Liberal  fold.  [**  No  !  "] 
Hon.  Members  might  say  **  No,  no ! "  He 
(Mr.  R.  N.  Fowler)  was  not  attempting 
to  say  what  they  thought ;  but  when  the 
country  refused  to  continue  its  confidence 
in  Lord  Beaconsfield,  and  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  opposite  came  into  Office,  it 
was  stated  in  the  publications  of  the 
day  that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  had 
a  majority  of  178,  and  that  number  cer- 
tainly included  the  Irish  Members.  If 
hon.  Members  below  the  Gangway  had 
no  longer  any  confidence  in  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman,  he  (Mr.  R.  N.  Fowler) 
was  very  glad  of  it ;  but,  at  the  same 
time,  he  was  only  speaking  his  own  view 
of  the  feeling  of  hon.  Gentlemen  oppo- 
site— namely,  that  they  looked  upon  hon. 
Members  below  the  Gangway  as  erring 
sheep  who  would  before  long  return  to 
the  Liberal  fold.  The  real  object  of  the 
Resolution,  therefore,  was  not  to  ^a^ 
them,  but  to  ^a^  \.\i^  Ifi^ws^a^t^  ^*l  xXsa 
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great  Conservative  Party,  who  sat  upon 
the  Opposition  Benches.  But  he  fearlessly 
asserted  that  during  the  present  Parlia- 
ment the  Forms  of  the  House  had  never 
been  abused  by  the  Conservative  Party. 
Hon.  Gentlemen  opposite  would,  he 
thought,  admit  that  there  never  was  a 
man  who  led  the  Conservative  Party  in 
a  more  conciliatory  and  generous  spirit 
than  his  right  hon.  Friend  the  Leader  of 
the  Opposition  (Sir  Stafford  Northcote). 
Whatever  might  be  said  of  factious  op- 
position, no  one  would  dream  of  charging 
factious  opposition  to  his  right  hon. 
Friend,  and  he  claimed  for  the  Con- 
servative Party  at  large  that  whenever 
they  conscientiously  coidd  they  had  given 
to  Her  Majesty's  Government  a  generous 
support ;  and  whenever  they  were  op- 
posed to  the  Government,  as  they  fre- 
quently were,  upon  conscientious  grounds, 
the  opposition  they  gave  to  them  was 
candid  and  straightforward.  That  being 
the  case,  he  did  not  see  why  a  Resolu- 
tion should  be  introduced,  the  avowed 
object  of  which  was  to  shut  the  mouths 
and  gag  the  Party  sitting  on  that  side 
of  the  House.  He  knew  that  that  object 
was  denied  by  the  Head  of  the  Govern- 
ment ;  but  his  right  hon.  Friend  below 
him  (Sir  B.  Assheton  Cross)  certainly 
in  his  speech  seemed  to  imply  some- 
thing of  the  sort,  and  he  need  only 
refer  to  the  organs  of  the  Liberal  Party, 
such  as  The  Spectator  and  I^e  Daily 
NewBj  to  show  that  in  their  opinion  the 
Government  were  to  be  supported,  be- 
cause the  great  object  of  the  Resolution 
was  to  shut  the  mouths  of  the  Conserva- 
tive Party.  Under  these  circumstances 
he  did  not  think  anyone  could  wonder 
that  they  should  on  the  last  occasion, 
perhaps,  that  might  ever  present  itself 
to  them  —  the  last  opportunity  they 
might  ever  have  of  freely  expressing 
their  opinions  in  that  House — that  they 
should  lift  up  their  voices  in  protest 
against  what  they  felt  to  be  a  degrada- 
tion to  themselves  and  a  degpradation  to 
their  constituents.  There  was  one  other 
point  to  which  he  wished  to  call  the 
attention  of  the  House.  It  was  said  that 
the  debates  in  the  House  of  Commons 
extended  to  an  undue  length.  But  when 
they  compared  the  debates  which  now 
took  place  with  those  which  took  place 
60  years  ago  it  must  not  be  forgotten 
that,  under  the  present  constitution  of 
the  House,  it  was  impossible  to  expect 
timt  the  debates  would  be  aa  short  as 
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they  were  formerly.  The  Members  for 
such  constituencies  as  Old  Sarum  and 
Gatton  were  returned  to  the  House  of 
Commons  by  two  or  three  electors,  and 
their  constituents  were  utterly  indif- 
ferent as  to  whether  their  Representa- 
tives took  part  in  the  debates  or  not. 
That  was  not  the  ease  now-a-days. 
Every  hon.  Member,  no  matter  upon 
what  side  of  the  House  he  sat,  repre- 
sented some  great  constituency ;  and  he 
did  not  think  it  would  be  denied  that 
the  constituencies,  as  they  had  been  con- 
stituted of  late  years,  did  not  like  to 
send  to  the  House  Members  who  would 
be  content  with  simply  walking  into  the 
Division  Lobby  and  voting  as  he  was 
directed  by  the  Whip  of  his  Party. 
They  preferred  to  send  Members  who 
took  an  intelligent  interest  in  public 
affairs,  who  addressed  the  House  when 
necessary,  and  who  placed  both  their  own 
views  and  those  of  the  constituents  they 
represented  before  the  House.  Therefore, 
he  did  not  think  that,  constituted  as  the 
House  of  Commons  was,  and  constituted 
as  it  woidd  be  if  the  scheme  which  had 
been  foreshadowed  by  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  Secretary  to  the  Admiralty  (Mr. 
Trevelyan)  and  other  hon.  Members  on 
the  Liberal  side  of  the  House  ever  came 
to  be  passed,  and  they  had  an  extension 
of  the  suffrage  in  counties,  followed,  no 
doubt,  as  it  would  be  by  a  scheme  for 
equal  electoral  districts,  there  was  any 
possibility  of  the  number  of  Members 
who  would  be  expected  by  the  consti- 
tuencies to  address  the  House  being 
diminished.  On  the  contrary,  the  num- 
ber, increasing  year  by  year  as  it  was 
under  the  existing'^  arrangements,  would 
increase  still  more  largely  in  years  to 
come,  and  thus  make  the  complaint  of 
hon.  Gentlemen  opposite  as  to  the  time 
consumed  in  the  debates  still  greater 
than  it  was  at  this  moment.  The  House 
had  been  told  from  the  Benches  oppo- 
site that  the  Resolution  provided  a  safe- 
guard, because  it  placed  the  initiative  in 
the  hands  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
in  the  Chair.  Now,  he  should  have  the 
fullest  confidence  in  the  manner  in  which 
the  power  intrusted  to  the  Chair  would 
be  exercised  so  long  as  the  present 
Speaker  occupied  and  adorned  it.  He 
should  have  the  fullest  confidence  that 
there  would  be  no  abuse  so  long  as  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  continued  to  pre- 
side over  the  deliberations  of  the  House. 
But  the  time  must  oome,  sooner  or  later 
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— and  he  was  sure  that  hon.  Members  on 
that  side  of  the  House,  especially  if  this 
Hesolution  were  passed,  fervently  hoped 
that  the  day  would  be  far  distant — when 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  must  retire 
to  his  well-earned  repose.  What  would 
be  the  case  then?  The  high  position 
which  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  now  so 
worthily  and  impartially  filled  would  be- 
come a  political  Office.  The  present 
Speaker  would  be  succeeded  by  some- 
one appointed  by  the  dominant  Party 
of  the  day — 

'*  Someone  instructed  in  a  patriot  school ; 
The  organ  of  a  party  and  a  party  tool/' 

placed  in  the  Chair  to  serve  the  interests 
of  the  dominant  faction.  This  would  be 
a  very  great  evil.  Of  late  years  it  had 
been  the  custom  to  look  upon  the  Speaker 
as  not  being  identified  with  any  poli- 
tical Party ;  and  on  several  occasions 
when  the  reins  of  power  had  changed — 
for  instance,  in  1841  and  in  1874 — the 
new  Prime  Minister  had  very  properly 
felt  that  he  ought  to  retain  the  Speaker 
in  the  Chair.  It  was  felt  that  that  high 
Office  was  not  a  political  one,  and  both 
Sir  Eobert  Peel  and  Lord  Beaconsfield 
acknowledged  the  principle,  when  Sir 
Hobert  Peel  supported  the  re-election  of 
Lord  Eversley,  and  Lord  Beaconsfield 
very  wisely  proposed  the  re-election  of 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  now  in  the 
Chair.  But  if  they  were  to  have  the  sys- 
tem altered  in  the  way  in  which  it  would 
be  altered  if  the  present  Resolution  were 
adopted,  the  Speakership,  instead  of 
being  an  Office  held  by  one  who  in  that 
high  position  stood  apart  from  politics, 
would  become  a  political  Office,  and  the 
inevitable  result  would  be  that  at  the 
commencement  of  every  new  Parlia- 
ment there  would  be  a  contest  for  the 
Speakership.  He  thought  that  that  in 
itself  would  be  a  very  great  evil.  There 
could  be  no  greater  evil  than  to  allow 
the  Speakership  to  become  a  political 
Office  ;  and  upon  that  ground,  if  for  no 
other,  he  most  strongly  deprecated  the 
proposal  which  the  Prime  Minister  had 
submitted  to  the  House.  No  doubt 
many  hon.  Gentlemen  on  the  opposite 
side  of  the  House  thought  that  hon. 
Members  on  that  side  of  the  House 
could  be  gagged  and  ought  to  be  gagged. 
But  the  Conservative  Party  had  always 
endeavoured,  as  far  as  they  could  con- 
scientiously, to  support  Her  Majesty's 
Government  upon  non-contentious  ques- 
Uons.     They  had  supported  them  when- 


ever it  was  desirable  that  they  should 
obtain  Supply,  and  upon  all  questions 
that  did  not  involve  Party  differences. 
Nevertheless,  Her  Majesty's  Government 
did  not  propose  to  treat  them  as  Gentle- 
men, but  as  a  set  of  men  who  were  to  be 
gagged  by  every  means  in  the  power  of 
the  Ministry.  If  200  Members  desired 
to  use  their  power  to  the  utmost,  if* 
they  insisted  on  speaking  upon  every 
question  that  came  before  the  House,  if 
they  attempted  by  every  means  in  their 
power  to  waste  the  time  of  the  House, 
he  very  much  doubted,  although  the 
Government  might  introduce  this  system 
of  the  eldture  or  of  the  gag — whichever 
they  liked  to  call  it — whether  it  would 
conduce  to  the  dignity  of  the  House  or 
the  progress  of  Public  Business.  On 
these  grounds,  thanking  the  House  for 
the  indulgence  with  which  it  had  listened 
to  him,  he  should,  on  every  oocasion, 
give  an  earnest  and  strenuous  opposition 
to  the  proposal  of  Her  Majesty's  Go- 
vernment. 

Sir  JOHN  LUBBOCK  said,  that  in 
regard  to  the  abstract  question,  if  they 
were  only  to  consider  the  actual  meaning 
of  the  words  proposed  by  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Brighton  (Mr.  Marriott),  he 
should  find  himself  unable  to  disagree 
with  them.  But  they  must  look  further 
than  the  words  of  the  hon.  Member. 
The  hon.  Member  for  Brighton  asked 
them  to  declare — 

**  That  no  Rules  of  Procedure  will  be  satis- 
factory to  this  House  which  confer  the  power  of 
closing  a  Debate  upon  a  majority  of  Members;*' 

and  he  had  explained  that  he  meant  on 
a  mere  majority.  He  thought  there 
could  be  few  hon.  Members  who  would 
not  be  disposed  to  agree  that  some 
measure  of  reform  in  that  direction  was 
very  desirable,  if  not  altogether  neces- 
sary. But  he  must  confess  that  it  did 
appear  to  him  that,  as  the  Hesolution 
was  proposed,  it  went  somewhat  beyond 
the  necessities  of  the  case.  They  must 
consider  not  only  the  meaning  of  the 
words  of  the  hon.  Member  for  Brighton, 
but  the  effect  of  adopting  them ;  and 
that  would  be,  practically,  to  negative 
altogether  the  1st  Kesolution  proposed 
by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  at  the 
head  of  Her  Majesty's  Government. 
Although  it  seemed  to  him  that  the 
eldture  should  only  be  enforced  when 
there  was  a  decided  majority  in  its 
favour,  with  such  a  nLa\ox\fe^  S^.  -^wi^^ 
be  an  improveixiwA,  cn^ulMW.V^A.'^^'^ 


1391        Parltament^Business        { COMMONS } 


of  the  JEtunue. 


1392 


become  a  necessity ;  and  if  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Prime  Minister  could 
hold  out  any  hope  that  he  was  prepared 
to  reconsider,  to  a  certain  extent,  the 
wording  of  the  latter  part  of  the  Beso- 
lution — if,  indeed,  he  did  not  deprive 
them  of  any  hope  that  he  would  do 
so — he  should  not  be  prepared  to  sup- 
port the  hon.  Member  for  Brighton. 
They  had  heard  in  the  course  of  the 
evening  of  many  cases  in  which  de- 
bates had  been  unduly  prolonged,  but 
not  of  one  case  in  which  the  prolonga- 
tion was  due  to  the  action  of  the  Party 
opposite  as  a  whole.  But  it  was  con- 
sidered that  the  time  might  come 
when  hon.  Members  opposite  might 
factiously  oppose  the  Business  of  the 
House,  and  when  it  might  become  ab- 
solutely necessary  to  adopt  some  such 
Bule  as  that  which  was  now  proposed 
— that  was  to  say,  the  cldture  by  a  bare 
majority,  which,  however,  only  came  into 
play  in  a  House  of  400  Members,  or 
thereabouts.  He  had  looked  through 
Hansard  of  last  year,  and,  though  there 
were  many  divisions  in  which  more  than 
400  Members  took  part,  he  only  found 
three  cases  in  which,  when  a  division  of 
more  than  400  Members  took  place,  the 
discussion  had  lasted  more  than  one 
night.  One  was  the  debate  on  the  Ad- 
dress ;  another  the  debate  on  the  second 
reading  of  the  Bill  for  the  Protection  of 
Person  and  Property  in  Ireland;  and 
the  third  was  the  debate  on  the  second 
reading  of  the  Land  Bill.  Every  fair- 
minded  person  would  admit  that  those 
were  three  cases  in  which  the  question 
at  issue  was  of  very  great  importance, 
and  on  which  a  protracted  debate  was 
not  only  justifiable,  but  to  be  expected. 
But  even  if,  in  the  course  of  a  Session, 
there  might  be  two  or  three  instances 
in  which  the  Government  would  gain  a 
little  time  by  the  power  of  closing  a  de- 
bate by  a  bare  majority,  there  would  be 
10  times  as  many  in  which  a  two-thirds 
majority  would  really  be  more  useful 
for  them  than  the  Eule  as  it  now  stood. 
Some  alteration  in  the  latter  portion  of 
the  Resolution  seemed,  indeed,  logically 
necessary  to  carry  out  the  intention  indi- 
cated in  the  earlier  portion.  The  Reso- 
lution authorized  the  Speaker  to  inter- 
yene,  if  it  should  appear  to  be  the  "  evi- 
dent sense  "  of  the  House  that  the  debate 
should  be  brought  to  a  close  and  the 
QtteAtion  be  put.  Surely  everyone  ad- 
mitted that  the  evident  Benae  of  the 
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House  must  mean  something  like  a  gene* 
ral  concurrence.  K  they  meant  to  say 
that  a  debate  was  to  be  closed  by  a  bare 
majority,  and  especially  a  majority  car- 
ried by  Government  pressure,  such  a 
conclusion  would  not  represent  the  evi- 
dent feeling  of  the  House.  They  had 
been  assured,  over  and  over  again,  by 
supporters  of  the  Rule  that  no  one 
wished  to  close  debates  by  a  mere  ma- 
jority. Then,  would  it  not  be  more  satis- 
factory to  say  so  ?  Let  them  know  what 
the  Rule  recdly  was  to  be.  If  they  did 
not  limit  the  power,  they  might  depend 
upon  it  the  time  would  come  when  bare 
maj  orities  would  silence  discussion.  What 
would  be  the  position  of  Mr.  Speaker  in 
years  to  come  if,  on  some  occasion  when 
the  Gt)vemment  thought  any  discussion 
would  tend  to  weaken  them,  he  was 
requested  to  close  the  discussion,  and 
assured  that  there  was  a  majority,  say, 
of  20  or  30  ?  It  would  be  veiy  difficult 
for  him  to  refuse  to  use  his  power. 
Surely  the  House  ought  distinctly  to  say 
what  was  meant.  If  a  bare  majority 
was  to  close  a  discussion,  let  them  say 
so ;  but  let  them  not  disg^se  the  fact 
that  they  were  altogether  altering  the 
character  of  debates  in  that  House.  To 
give  the  power  proposed,  if  they  did  not 
mean  it  to  be  used,  was  to  give  an  un- 
scrupulous Minister  a  great  advantage 
over  one  more  fair  towards  his  oppo- 
nents, and  would  make  it  difficult  even- 
tually for  any  Minister  not  to  use  the 
power.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Prime  Minister  gave  various  cases  in 
which  important  questions  had  been 
settled  by  small  majorities ;  but  then  it 
was  always  after  a  free  discussion.  This 
very  fact  seemed  to  be  rather  an  argu- 
ment against  the  cldture,  for  the  minority 
would  have  been  much  less  likely  to 
submit  if  any  check  had  been  placed  on 
the  discussion.  Moreover,  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  proceeded  to  ridicule  the  as- 
sumption that  a  mere  majority  would 
fairly  be  characterized  as  the  evident 
sense  of  the  House.  He  denied  that  it 
was  intended 

**  Simply  to  commit  to  the  majority  of  tho 
House  the  decision  of  this  matter  in  the  manner 
in  which  the  decision  of  other  matters  is  com- 
mitted to  it." 

He  pointed  to  the  fact  that  the  Speaker 
must  intervene,  and  that  he  must  only 
intervene  when  he  perceived  that  it  was 
the  *'  evident  sense  of  the  House  "  that 
\  he  should  do  so.    But  what  was  the  evi- 
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dent  sense  ?    The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
says — **It  is  not  for  me  to  give  an  au- 
thoritative construction  to  these  words." 
But  if  the  words  were  so  ambiguous  that 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  could  not  say 
authoritatively  what  they  meant,  was  it 
not  desirable  that  the  House  itself  should 
do  so  ?    In  the  mind  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the   ^*  evident  sense  of  the 
House  "  clearly  meant  something  more 
than  a  bare  majority.     Well,  then,  it 
could  scarcely  mean  much  less  than  two- 
thirds.     It  would  seem,  then,  that  the 
Speaker  was  not  to  put  the  Besolution 
unless  he  thought  there  were  about  two- 
thirds  in  favour  of  it ;  and  yet,  if  he  was 
mistaken,   and  if,  after  all,  there  was 
only  a  majority  of  1,  still  the  Motion 
was  to   be  regarded   as  carried.     But 
while  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  denied 
that  under  his  Besolution  it  was  intended 
that  the  cldlure  should  be  put  in  force 
by  a  bare  majority,  it  did  not  appear 
that  his  views  were  very  decided  in  that 
respect.     Different  parts  of  his  speech 
did  not  appear  to  be  very  consistent  with 
one  another  in  this  respect,  for  while 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  dwelt  on  safe- 
guards and  the  evident  sense  of  the 
House,  on  the  other  hand  he  frequently 
spoke  of  his  Kesolution  as  if  the  ques- 
tion were  to  be  determined  by  a  bare  ma- 
jority.   Indeed,  he  characterized  a  ma- 
jority of  two-thirds  or  three-fourths  as 
the  work  of  ingenious  brains.     But  such 
proposals    would    be     simplicity   itself 
compared    with     those    of    the    right 
hon.  Gentleman.     The  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman   did    not    propose   a   bare   ma- 
jority.   Surely  the  results  of  the  Eule 
as  it  stood  would  be  most  inconsistent. 
Twenty  Members  could  only  be  silenced 
by  100,  and  40  would  neutralize  as  many 
as  199.     Surely  such  results  were  quite 
indefensible   and  inconsistent.     If  the 
minority  was  20,  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man's Rule  required  a  majority,  not  of 
two-thirds,  but  of  5  to  1.      If  it  was  40, 
he  required  2 J  to  1.     If  the  minority 
were  either  33  or  100,  then  he  himself 
proposed   the   majority    of    two-thirds. 
Up,  therefore,  to  a  House  of  300  Mem- 
bers,   the  right  hon.   Gentleman   sug- 
gested a  Rule  at  least  as  stringent,  and 
sometimes    more    stringent,  than    that 
which  other  Members  ventured  to  sug- 
gest.    But  as  soon  as  he  arrived  at  the 
magic  number  of  399  he  was  satisfied 
with  a  bare  majority.     Now,  he  could 
understand  being  strongly    in    favour 


either  of  a  bare  majority  or  of  a  pro- 
portional majority ;    but  he  confessed 
he  felt  it  difficult  to  understand  being 
strongly  in  favour  sometimes  of  a  bare 
majority,  sometimes  of  2  to  1,  some- 
times of  3  to  1,  sometimes  of  4  to  1,  and 
sometimes  even  of  5  to  1.    The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  spoke  of  artificial  majori- 
ties ;    but  he  must  remind  the  House 
that  only  last  year  he  himself,  in  refer- 
once  to  the  question  of  Urgency,  pro- 
posed that  the  Motion  should  be  carried, 
^'  if  it  be  resolved  in  the  affirmative  by 
a  majority  of  not  less  than  3  to  1."    No 
one,  he  thought,  could  deny  that  any 
question    affecting    the    Bules   of    the 
House  belonged  to  a  class  on  which  it 
was  pre-eminently  desirable  that  what- 
ever was  done,  should  be  done,  as  far  as 
possible,  with  the  general  concurrence  of 
the  House.      He  thought  that  even  the 
most  extreme  Home  Hulers    opposite 
would  admit  that  some  change  in  the 
Rules  of  Parliamentary  Procedure  had 
become    absolutely    necessary    by    the 
course  they  had  adopted.    [**  No,  no !"] 
And,  although  they  cried  **  No ! "  he  be- 
lieved in  their  hearts  they  could  not  feel 
aggrieved  at  any  alteration  which  did 
not  ^o  beyond  the  necessities  of  the  case. 
He  believed,  also,  that  hon.  Members 
opposite  might  be  induced  to  concur 
in  the  1st  Rule  proposed  by  the  Prime 
Minister,    if    it    required    some    such 
majority   as   he   ventured   to   suggest. 
Now,  it  was  surely  evident  that  a  mode- 
rate Rule,  carried  with  the  assent  and 
support    of    hon.    Members   opposite, 
would  be  more  effective  than  one  much 
more  stringent  which  was  forced  upon 
them.      Moreover,    Her  Majesty's  Go- 
vernment must  not  measure  the  opinion 
of  Liberal  Members  by  the  support  they 
might  receive,  if  they  made  their  Rule  a 
question  of  confidence.  There  were  many 
Liberals  who  might  not  choose  actually 
to  vote  against  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man, who  yet,  in  reality,  must  prefer  a 
more  moderate  proposal.      But  if  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  consented  to  modify 
his  Rule,  and  then  carried  the  House 
heartily    with     him,    everyone    would 
feel  bound  to  carry  it  out  in  a  loyal 
spirit ;  whereas,  if  he  forced  his  views 
on  a  reluctant  House,  though  he  might 
obtain  his  Rule,  it  would  certainly  be 
far  less  efficient.      The  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman referred  specially  to  the  two  long 
debates  of  last  year ;  and,  indeed,  the^ 
were  almost  tVi^  oiA^  \i\sXAXi^^%  \^^  ^i^ 
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quote  as  examples  of  cases  in  which  his 
1st  Bule  would  apply ;  but,  as  he  him- 
self said,  on  both  those  occasions  the 
eMture  would  have  been  voted,  not  by  a 
majority  of  two-thirds,  but  of  9  or  even 
19  to  1.  Now,  they  were  told  that  the 
eldture  was  in  force  in  various  foreign 
Assemblies.  In  the  case  of  France  M. 
Guizot's  opinion  had  been  quoted  ;  and 
it  was  no  doubt  true  that  M.  Guizot  did 
say  that,  in  his  opinion,  it  had,  on  the 
whole,  worked  well.  But  his  language 
was  by  no  means  so  decided  as  might  be 
inferred  from  the  manner  in  which  it 
had  been  quoted.  He  admitted  that  the 
minority  complained  of  the  manner  in 
which  the  debate  was  closed.  He  was 
asked  whether  the  power  had  not  been 
abused,  and  he  replied — **  I  think  it  has 
not  been  used  unjustly  and  improperly 
generally."  To  say  that  a  power 
was  not  abused  **  generally  "  was  surely 
an  admission  that  it  was  abused  often. 
In  his  opinion,  therefore,  M.  Guizot's 
evidence  strengthened  the  opposition  to 
the  proposed  Bule  in  its  present  form. 
But  even  if  it  had  worked  well  in 
France  up  to  the  time  when  M.  Guizot 
spoke  subsequent  experience  showed 
tnat  he  was  mistaken ;  and  no  one  could 
deny  that  the  Eule  had  in  that  country 
been  used  in  a  manner  which  they 
would  greatly  disapprove.  But  if  M. 
Guizot' s  opinion,  as  regarded  its  ope- 
ration in  his  own  country,  proved  to  be 
entirely  erroneous,  it  was  rather  extra- 
ordinary to  quote  it  as  an  authority  with 
reference  to  ours.  Now,  he  would  ask, 
how  had  the  cldture,  by  a  bare  majority, 
worked  in  France  ?  Was  it  not  the 
case  that  under  the  Empire  Count 
Walewski  had  to  resign  the  Presidency 
because  he  was  not  found  sufficiently 
subservient  to  the  Minister  when  the 
Government  wished  to  close  a  discus- 
sion? It  was  not  only  unimportant 
speakers  who  were  silenced.  M.  Thiers 
himself  never  could  get  an  opportunity 
of  discussing  the  Mexican  Expedition. 
Would  anyone  deny  that  if  the  Op- 
position had  been  able  to  debate  the 
question  of  the  Hohenzollem  candi- 
dature the  Franco-German  War  might 
never  have  taken  place  ?  But  M. 
Thiers  and  M.  Gambetta  were  silenced, 
until  it  was  too  late,  and  the  Empire 
was  brought  to  ruin.  The  Paris  Corre- 
spondent of  The  Times,  describing  the 
Mtion  of  the  Mture  some  days  ago, 
mdd  tiuit,  praotioally,  all  formaUtiea  in 
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moving  the  cloture  were  dispensed  with 
when  Uiere  was  an  autocratic  President 
in  the  Chair.  It  became  a  reg^ular 
habit  with  the  Government  majority  to 
shout  for  the  eldture  as  soon  as  they 
understood  that  the  Minister  desired  to 
silence  the  Opposition.  If  hon.  Members 
were  not  satisfied  with  that  evidence,  he 
would  quote  from  another  paper — a  most 
able  and  consistent,  but  candid  sup- 
porter of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman — he 
meant  The  Daily  News — the  Paris  Corre- 
spondent of  which  said — 

**  He  could  not  call  to  mind  many  instances 
in  which  the  power  of  majorities  to  ga^  minori- 
ties had  been  abused  to  any  appreciable  extent. 
When  the  Comte  de  Momy  was  Speaker,  the 
cldture  was  only  one  of  many  forms  of  tyranny, 
and  there  was  seldom  occasion  to  resort  to  it 
under  the  'Moral  Order*  at  Versailles.  M. 
Buffet  was  sometimes  accused  of  exercising  the 
authority  of  the  Chair  to  stifle  a  debate.  It 
could  scarcely  be  denied  that  M.  Gambetta, 
when  impatient,  would  now  and  then  *  lift '  the 
majority,  which  obeyed  his  word  with  a  precipi- 
tation suggestive  of  unfairness/' 

This  was  the  account  of  the  work- 
ing of  the  cldture  as  given  bj  7i^  Daiig 
News.  It  might,  no  doubt,  be  the  case 
that  their  fears  as  to  the  working  of 
the  proposed  Bule  were  unfounded ; 
the  fairness  and  g^od  feeling  of  Eng- 
lish Gentlemen  might  prevent  any  tyran- 
nical abuse ;  but,  if  so,  there  was  no- 
thing to  be  gained  by  not  adopting  a 
wiser  and  milder  Bule.  The  noble  Mar- 
quess the  Secretary  of  State  for  India 
stated  that  this  was  a  question  of  conii-. 
dence ;  but  he  must  remind  the  House 
that  the  noble  Lord  was  practically 
asking  for  a  Vote  of  Confidence,  not 
only  for  his  own,  but  for  all  future 
Governments.  No  words  of  his  could 
adequately  express  the  admiration  he 
felt  for  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Prime  Minister,  or  his  sense  of  the 
splendid  services  he  had  rendered  to  the 
country.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman, 
in  his  eloquent  and  pathetic  peroration, 
referred  to  the  probability  that  this 
Rule  would  be  used  by  others  rather 
than  himself.  His  life,  he  said,  was 
rather  in  the  past  than  in  the  future. 
It  would  be  a  sad  day  for  them  when 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  resigned 
his  Leadership  of  the  Liberal  Party. 
The  vigour  and  eloquence  of  his  speech 
made  mem  indeed  hope  that  that  day 
might  be  far  distant.  But  the  argu- 
ment of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman, 
though  a  conclusive  answer  to  those,  if 
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an;  such  there  were,  vho  thought  that  fore  very  lonj^,  would  be  thein  aKain. 

in  proposing  these  Bules  he  was  actuated  Much,  then,  as  he  regretted  to&ndhim- 

by  feeliogs  of  personal  ambition — the  self  at  ieaue  with  the  majority  of  his 

very  argument,  he  said,   of  the  right  politioal  friends,  he  could  not  but  feel 

hon.    Qentleman    rendered     them    the  that  in  urging  the  right  bon.  Glentleman 

more  anxious  to   induce  him   to    con-  to  couseat  to  some  modification  of  his 

sent  to   a  modification    of    the    Bule.  Ist  Bule,  he  was  endeaTOuring  to  up- 

If,  indeed,  the  right  hon.   Qentleman  hold  that  principle  of  free  discuesion 

had  proposed  bis  Bules  as  a  Sessional  which  was  the  birthright  of  the  House 

Order,  the  ease  would  have  been  very  of  Commona,  and  used  to  be  the  proud 

different.      For  his    own  part,  he  was  boast  of  the  Liberal  Party, 

quite  ready  to  grant  the  right  hon.  Gen-  Motion  made,  and  Question,  "That 

tlemanhimBelf  all  the  power   his  Rule  ^he  Debate  be  now  adiourued,"-(Jfr. 

wouldgivehim       Aslongas  they  were  Jt>r»/ord  Mop6.)-v^t,  kv^i  agr»»d  to. 

BO  fortunate  as  to  retain  him  for  their  ■'            r  u     r    <           r 

Leader,  he  should  have  no  fear  for  the  Debate  fwthn-  adjoumtd  till  TXwrtAijr. 
result ;  nor,  again,  should  he  hesitate  for 

a  moment  as  long  as  the  present  Speaker  SUPPLY.— REPORT, 

presided  over  their  deliberations.     He  Kesolutions  [17th  Uaroh]V«fiorfei. 

tru.led  the  pr..enl.tal,ot  thing,  might  „       g^^^       ^^    the  Atlomsj 

ing  Urder  it  was  incumbent  upon  them  i\.     t    ,  tt.  i.  t.Y.    a.-       r        V-  l  ir  - 

tolook  fat  ah.ad.    They  had  Ken  told  S    j  i   j  k           t.m,  fcr  wh.ch  Major 

that  th.  right  hon.  Q.nllem.n  wa.  do-  ^f  ''"             "PPo-led  to  h»  olBwm 

tominad  tSmake  thi.  qua.tion  on.  „l  J"'"*  »"  »»"'/ "P'  th»0™"»>»t 

»-,„fij~„„„    mu     „„„«    i.^«v.-.,-,.„j.«.i.  nad  come  to  any  deterraination  with  re- 

coniidence.  Thereasonheobiectedtothe  j  >     i-        t-     ■       u-           '       q 

Hiilo  as  it  stood  WB«  not  from  anv  want  ^^^  '**  discontinuing  his  services  ? 

Kuie  as  It  stood  was  not  from  any  want  ^       A'lTOHNEY   GENERAL  foe 

of  eonfideuce  in  the  present   Ministry,  irelAND  (Mr.  W.  M.  Johnson)  said, 

but — they  would,  he  was  sure,  lorgive  l    „            vi    i                 ■     ..i. 

v~.  *„      _  ■              c „  *  «f  ~«„  he  was  unable  to  concur  in  the  sugges- 

him  for  saying  so — from  want  ot  con-  ..         e  .v.     i.        ir      u      *     itt    t>    j 

cj .     •'  ■  \,    L„„    n™*i "on  of  the  hon.  Member  for  Wexford. 

fidence  in   right   hon.  Gentlemen  op-  The  mattBi- hail  not  bBHndi'Hf.,i«Rfid  and 

risite.     He   trusted    that  the    Liberal  ^^e  matter  iiaa  not  been  discussed,  and, 
.        ■   Li  1            L  ■     -i               t  „  SO  far  as  he  was  aware,  there  was  no  in- 
,  arty  m.ght  long  tetam  it.  preaent  ma-  ,^^„                                }             Maj«.lj'. 
lonty;  but  it  was  too  much  to  hope  that  />       „        t  .    5-        ■■        .l        „■ 
the/would  do  80  for  ever.      Ho  should  Go^e^ment  to  d.econtinue  the  services 
like  the  supporters  of  this  Rule  to  con-  "^  '^"J"  ^O""*- 
eider,  in  such  a  case,  when  they  were,  Resolutions  agrttd  to. 
perhaps,  about  to  be  hurried  into  an  un- 
justifiable war,  which  it  might  be  Loped  BILLS  OF  SALE  ACT  (187B)  AMEND- 

a  free  discussion  would  prevent,  what  MENT  BILL [Bill  8.] 

their  feeling  would  be  if  this  Rule  were  (j^,.  jf„„^.^  jf,^  ^,,_,^„,  5  •^„_  ^^  j^^-,  f 

turned  against  them  and  discussion  were  Mr  R  S  FowUr  1 

stifled.     The  supporteis    of  the   MturA  \'     '           '',   „     ,, 

thought  of  the  measures    the   Liberal  committee,     [frayrw.  16M  JfiiM.] 

Party  wished  to  see  carried  ;  they  felt  Bill  eontidtrtd  in  Committee, 

tho  increased  pow.r  it  would  give  to  .  (i„  ,t,  Ctommittee.) 
Government  which  enjoyed  and  deserved 

their  confidence,  and  they  did  not  suffi-  Clause  8  (Execution  of  bills  of  sale). 

ciently  reflect  what  a  terrible  engine  of  Ma.  WARTON   said,    he  hoped  the 

oppression    they    were     preparing    for  Committee  would  not  for  one  moment 

themselves,  when   next  they  were  in  a  consider  that  in  proposing  a  slight  delay 

minority.     If  for  a  moment  he  found  for  the  consideration  of  this  Bill  he  had 

himself  holding  an  opinion  shared,  in-  any  other  motive  than  to  see  right  and 

.  deed,  by  many  Members  of  the  Liberal  justice  done.     He   had  considered  the 

Party,  though  doubtless  by  a  minority,  measure  very  carefully,  and  arrived  at 

Btill  he  could  not  but  remember  that  the  certain  conclusions  with  regard  to   it; 

present  opinion  was  quite  new.     He,  on  and  in  the  course  of  the  few  days  that 

the  contrary,  held  to  the  opinion  which  had  elapsed  since  the  Bill  was  last  be- 

was  that  of  the  Liberal  Party  but  a  few  fore  the  Committee  he  had  received  a 

months  ago,  and  which  he  believed,  be-  very  singular  oonfixme.\.\.oii  tA  ^ok-ruwii- 
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The  President  of  the  Law  Society  of  the 
United  Kingdom  had  sent  him  a  paper 
containing  a  number  of  objections  to  the 
Bill ;  and  he  found  that  not  only  were  all 
the  points  which  he  had  urged  taken  up, 
but  that  the  document  went  even  further 
than  he  had  gone.  There  was  one  point 
suggested  by  the  Law  Society  to  which 
he  referred  that  he  wished  to  urge  upon 
the  Attorney  General.  It  had  reference 
to  solicitors  employed  at  the  execution  of 
a  bill  of  sale;  and  the  document  stated 
that  ''  counsel  considered  that  if  such 
clause  be  retained  the  words  'for  this 
purpose '  should  be  added  at  the  end." 
He  would  not  take  up  the  time  of  the 
Committee  by  moving  the  words  as  an 
Amendment  on  that  occasion,  inasmuch 
as  it  was  impossible  to  follow  the  very 
peculiar  wording  of  the  clause  ;  but  he 
asked  the  hon.  and  learned  Attorney 
General  to  bring  up  words  on  Report 
limiting  the  clause  in  the  manner  sug- 
gested. 

Mb.  lewis  pry  said,  since  the  Bill 
was  in  Committee  on  Thursday  last,  he 
had  received  a  communication  from  the 
Incorporated  Law  Society,  which  repre- 
sented the  branch  of  the  Legal  Profession 
specially  concerned  in  this  clause.  The 
Committee  would  remember  that,  as  the 
Bill  formerly  stood,  it  was  the  duty  of 
the  solicitor  to  state  in  the  attestation  of 
the  bill  of  sale  that  he  had  read  it  over 
and  explained  it  to  the  person  about  to 
sign  it.  But  when  the  clause  was  last 
before  the  Committee  the  wording  was 
materially  altered,  and  the  duty  was 
thereby  imposed  on  the  solicitor  of 
"carefully  explaining  the  nature  and 
effect "  of  the  bill  of  sale  to  the  as- 
signor. He  asked  hon.  Members  to  ob- 
serve the  great  distinction  between  the 
two  forms  of  words.  The  non-perform- 
ance of  the  duty  of  explaining  the 
nature  of  the  instrument  would,  under 
the  original  clause,  render  the  solicitor 
liable  to  proceedings  for  professional 
misconduct ;  but  the  clause  as  it  now 
stood  rendered  him  liable  to  criminal 
proceedings  for  non-performance  of  the 
duty  imposed  upon  him.  It  might  pos- 
sibly appear  to  some  hon.  Members  that 
the  suggestion  of  the  Incorporated  Law 
Society  that  the  alteration  would  give 
rise  to  frivolous  prosecutions  was  with- 
out foundation.  It  was,  however,  de- 
serving of  g^eat  consideration.  He  was 
now  too  late  to  move  any  alteration 
or  oddidon  to  the  clause;  but,  at  the 

Mr.  Warion 


proper  time,  he  proposed  to  move  a  sub- 
stantive clause,  which  would  provide  that 
criminal  proceedings  under  this  clause 
should  not  take  place  without  the  sanc- 
tion of  the  Attorney  General.  Solicitors 
would  consider  themselves  safe  in  the 
hands  of  the  Attorney  General ;  but  if 
the  Committee  refused  to  alter  the  Bill 
in  such  a  manner  as  he  had  spoken  of, 
he  should  feel  it  his  duty,  on  Report,  to 
move  that  the  whole  clause  should  be 
omitted. 

Clause  agreed  to. 

Clause  9  (Local  registration  of  con- 
tents of  bills  of  sale). 

Amendment  proposed, 

In  page  3,  line  1,  to  leave  out  **  the  prescribed 
time  and  insert  ^Hhree  clear  days  after  re- 
gistration in  the  principal  registry." — {Mr. 
Whitley.) 

Question  proposed,  "  That  the  words 
proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part  of  the 
Clause." 

Mb.  monk  said,  he  had  no  objection 
to  the  alteration. 

Amendment  agreed  to. 

Clause,  as  amended,  agreed  to. 

Clause  10  (Bill  of  sale  under  50/.  to 
be  void). 

Mr.  WHITLEY,  in  proposing,  in 
page  3,  line  13,  to  leave  out  **  fifty  "  and 
insert  ''  twenty,"  said,  this,  no  doubt, 
was  a  very  important  alteration ;  it  was 
an  alteration  he  moved  in  the  Commit- 
tee upstairs ;  but  he  was  beaten  there. 
Since  then  he  had  received  representa- 
tions from  a  g^eat  number  of  people  on 
the  subject,  and  he  felt  justified  in  re- 
newing his  proposal.  The  President  of 
the  Board  of  Trade  said  the  other  day 
that  the  Bill  went  too  far,  or  it  did  not 
go  far  enough.  No  one  felt  more  strongly 
than  he  did  the  conduct  of  the  extor- 
tioner; but,  at  the  same  time,  as  a 
matter  of  principle,  he  did  not  see  why 
the  poor  man  should  not  have  the  same 
power  of  borrowing  as  the  rich  man. 
The  object  of  the  Bill,  no  doubt,  was  to 
stop,  if  possible,  usury  ;  but  he  thought 
the  Bill  would  do  a  great  deal  of  harm, 
and  not  good,  to  the  poorer  classes. 
Instead  of  lending  upon  bills  of  sale,  men 
would  fly  to  other  expedients.  They 
would,  for  instance,  find  some  means  of 
hiring  the  furniture  of  the  poor  people, 
and  no  registration  would  be  required, 
while  they  would  have  complete  control 
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over  the  property.  The  usurers  would 
be  driven  to  adopt  some  such  expedient 
to  carry  on  their  trade.  The  Bill  would 
increase  the  difficulties  under  which  the 
poorer  classes  laboured,  and  would  place 
them  more  than  ever  under  the  control 
of  the  usurer.  In  this  belief  he  pro- 
posed the  Amendment  which  stooa  in 
his  name,  and  he  hoped  the  Committee 
would  see  its  way  to  adopt  it. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  3,  line 
1 3,  leave  out  "fifty"  and  insert  '*  twenty." 
— (J»/r.  Whitley,) 

Question  proposed,  "That  the  word 
proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part  of  the 
Clause." 

The  attorney  GENERAL  (Sir 
Henry  James)  said,  he  quite  agreed 
that  this  was  an  important  matter  which 
the  Committee  was  now  called  upon  to 
determine.  What  was  proposed  was  an 
alteration  which  ought  not  to  be  hastily 
accepted.  The  matter  came  before  the 
Committee  which  sat  last  year ;  it  was 
very  fully  considered,  and  there  were 
some  matters  affecting  the  evidence  given 
before  the  Committee  to  which  he  wished 
to  call  attention.  He  would  admit  that 
he  was  waging  war  against  a  class  of 
men — the  usurers.  Not  only  from  the 
evidence  given  to  the  Committee,  but 
from  a  general  knowledge,  he  regarded 
these'  men  as  absolute  enemies  of  the 
poor  men — they  were  perfect  pests,  of 
society.  Unfortunately,  they  chiefly  di- 
rected their  eflforts  at  those  who  could 
not  protect  themselves,  but  who  would 
be  protected  by  the  legislation  now  pro- 
posed. For  one  moment  he  would  call 
the  attention  of  the  Committee  to  the 
extent  that  bills  of  sale  had  come  into 
existence  of  late  years.  In  the  year  1877 
the  total  number  of  bills  of  sale  regis- 
tered was  13,220;  but  in  1880  it  had 
increased  to  51,000.  Now,  in  1877,  when 
there  was  a  total  of  13,000,  there  were 
4,125  bills  of  sale  for  less  than  £50; 
but  in  1880,  when  there  was  a  total  of 
61,000,  there  were  36,000,  or  nearly 
three-fourths  of  the  whole,  which  were 
for  sums  less  than  £50.  The  meaning 
of  that  was  this — that  of  late  years  there 
had  been  a  class  of  persons  living  by 
false  pretences.  There  were  persons  who 
represented  themselves  to  be  widows  or 
charitable  persons  anxious  to  lend  money 
to  needy  persons.  They  found  it  was 
more  to  their  own  interest  to  lend  in 
small  sums,  because  they  could  get  more 


out  of  the  initial  charges,  and»  indeed, 
charge  in  proportion  a  higher  interest. 
Of  late  years  the  trade  had  taken  a  new 
start.  It  was  all  at  the  expense  of  the 
poor  man,  for  it  was  given  in  evidence 
before  the  Committee  that  the  bills  were 
drawn  very  carefully — drawn  in  such  a 
form  that  sometimes  there  were  20  con- 
ditions of  re-entry.  It  almost  invariably 
happened  that  when  a  poor  man  gave  a 
bill  of  sale  his  home  was  broken  up  and 
his  goods  seized.  His  hon.  Friend  (Mr. 
Whitley)  had  fairly  stated  his  view  that 
the  poor  man  should  be  as  well  able  to 
borrow  as  the  rich  man;  but  he  (the 
Attorney  General)  thought  it  better  for 
poor  men  to  suffer  any  inconvenience 
than  to  go  into  the  hands  of  the  money- 
lenders. A  man  had  better  pawn  a  por- 
tion of  his  goods — he  had  better  have 
execution  for  the  debt  he  had  honestly 
incurred,  for  it  was  certain  if  he  once 
began  to  borrow  from  usurers  the 
time  would  come  when  there  would  be 
a  seizure  of  his  goods  on  some  small 
pretence,  and  for  a  much  larger  sum 
than  was  really  due.  Every  kind  of 
charge  in  the  shape  of  costs  was  added, 
and  he  who  borrowed  small  sums,  under 
the  circumstances,  was  certain  to  find 
himself  ruined  in  the  end.  His  hon. 
Friend  admitted  the  principle  that  pro- 
tection should  be  given.  He  did  not 
wish  to  trouble  the  Committee  with 
figures ;  but  they  would  find  there  was 
a  vast  number  of  bills  of  sale  given  for 
between  £20  and  £50.  He  was  afraid 
that  if  they  adopted  the  low  figure  of  £20 
the  money-lenders  would  be  prompted  to 
lend  a  little  more  than  £20.  He  was 
surprised  his  hon.  Friend  did  not  ap- 
prove of  the  limit  at  £50,  because  when 
such  a  sum  or  higher  was  concerned, 
they  did  get  something  like  commercial 
transactions.  It  was  very  proper  there 
should  be  some  protection  given  to  the 
poor  man  ;  but  it  was  for  the  Committee 
to  inquire  where  the  line  was  to  be 
drawn.  He  knew  that  Members  of  the 
Committee  had  received  remonstrances 
as  to  why  a  poor  man  should  not  borrow ; 
but  he  was  confident  that  most  of  those 
remonstrances  came  from  persons  inte- 
rested, and  they  were  the  lenders  and 
not  the  borrowers.  The  borrowers  did 
not  tell  them  they  wanted  protection ; 
and  a  large  number  of  the  Committee 
were  of  opinion  that  what  ought  to  be 
done  was  not  to  give  tlieiu  protection, 
but  to  prevent  tkemboYTo^\w^^\»^^^«^ 
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— the  opinion  of  the  Oommittee  was  that 
few  had  better  suffer  inoonvenienoe  than 
many  of  them  should  be  ruined.  Whilst 
he  could  not  ask  the  Committee  to  fol- 
low his  judgment  in  every  respect,  he 
did  think  they  would  be  doing  good, 
whilst  they  would  inoonyenience  a  few,  if 
they  struck  home  at  the  money-lenders, 
and  virtually  bring,  as  they  would  by 
this  Bill,  their  trade  to  a  close.  He  hoped 
the  hon.  Gentleman  in  charge  of  the  Bill 
would  take  the  sense  of  the  Oommittee 
by  dividing  upon  the  Amendment. 

Mr.  WAETON  said,  it  was  a  pleasure 
in  the  House  of  Commons  to  sometimes 
get  out  of  the  raug^  of  political  contro- 
versy.    He  gave  the  Attorney  General 
every  credit    for    the   sincerity  of   his 
opinions  in  this  matter;  but  it  was  a 
curious  thing  that  the  limit  of  £20  was 
the  very  limit  that  the  Incorporated  Law 
Society  approved  of.  Thehon.  and  learned 
Attorney  General  spoke  about  remon- 
strances having  come   from   interested 
parties  alone — namely,  from  the  money- 
lenders ;  but  that  was  not  the  fact,  be- 
cause after  dispassionate  consideration 
the  Incorporated  Law  Society  approved 
of  the  suggestion  of  the  hon.  Member 
for  Liverpool  (Mr.  Whitley).      The  At- 
torney General  had  referred  to  the  evi- 
dence  given  before  the  Committee ;  but  he 
(Mr.  Warton)  protested  strongly  against 
the    system  prevailing  in   the  House, 
of  always  accepting  en  hloe  the  recom- 
mendations of  any  Committee  whatever. 
If  the  New  Rules  of  the  First  Lord 
of  the  Treasury  were  ever  adopted,  and 
they  had  such  things  as  Grand  Com- 
mittees, all  independent  judgment  in  the 
House  would  be  completely  strangled. 
He  did  not  feel  it  necessary  to  be  bound 
by  the  decision  of  any  Committee  what- 
ever ;  and  he  begged  to  remind  the  At- 
torney General  of  some  part  of  the  evi- 
dence he  had  not  mentioned  at  all.   The 
evidence  showed    there    was    a    large 
number  of  people  carrying  on  a  small 
trade,  who,  by  the  fact  that  they  were 
able  to  get  small  loans  of  £15  or  £20, 
were  able  to  go  on  from  week  to  week,  and 
in  this  way  to  get  over  their  difficulties. 
It  was  shown  that  to  small  butchers  and 
bakers  small  loans  were  very  valuable  ; 
and  he  trusted  the  Committee  would  give 
its  approval  to  the  suggestion  of  his  hon. 
Friend  the  Member  for  Liverpool.  He  did 
not  ask  the  Committee  to  be  guided  by 
anything  he  had  to  say ;  he  did  not  ask 
ihem  to  be  guided  by  anything  his  ex- 

J%$  AUern^y  General 


\ 


perienced  Friend  (Mr.  Whitley)  had  said ; 
but  he  did  ask  them  to  respect  the  opinion 
of  the  Incorporated  Law  Society. 

Mr.  monk  said,  he  agreed  with  what 
had  fallen  from  the  Attorney  General, 
and  wished  to  say  that,  with  the  ex- 
ception of  the  hon.  Member  for  Liver- 
pool (Mr.  Whitley),  the  Committee  up- 
stairs were  unanimous  in  coming  to  the 
decision  that  £50  should  be  the  figure 
below  which  bills  of  sale  should  not 
be  given.  In  reply  to  what  had  fallen 
from  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman 
the  Member  for  Bridport  (Mr.  Warton) 
he  would  say  that  even  small  butchers 
and  bakers  could  not  afford  to  pay  50 
and  60  per  cent  for  the  loans  they  got 
from  money-lenders.  Only  yesterday  he 
had  a  letter  from  a  small  tradesman,  in 
which  the  writer  complained  bitterly 
that  they  had  not  put  some  limit  in  the 
Bill ;  and  he  said  money-lenders  ought 
not  to  be  allowed  to  exact  more  than  30 
or  40  per  cent,  inasmuch  as  pawnbrokers 
were  only  allowed  20  per  cent.  He  re- 
gretted that,  in  the  opinion  of  the  Com- 
mittee appointed  by  the  House  to  con- 
sider the  matter  such  limitation  did  not 
appear  feasible.  The  Committee  examined 
money-lenders  themselves,  and  those  wit- 
nesses said  that  it  would  be  to  the  ad- 
vantage of  the  poorer  classes  of  people 
who  wanted  to  borrow  money  not  to  be 
allowed  to  raise  money  on  bills  of  sale. 
He  must  take  the  sense  of  the  Oommittee 
on  the  limit  of  £50. 

Ma.  FINDLATEB  said,  he  quite 
sympathized  with  the  Attorney  Geueral 
in  his  desire  to  protect  people  from 
usurers ;  but,  having  this  object  in  view, 
they  must  not  go  too  far  in  the  measures 
they  adopted.  They  must  take  care  not 
to  interfere  unduly  with  legitimate 
transactions  between  wholesale  houses 
and  small  traders.  A  bill  of  sale  given 
by  a  small  dealer  to  a  wholesale  house 
in  order  to  enable  him  to  carry  on  his 
trade  should  be  valid.  In  many  in- 
stances such  a  document  would  be  given 
for  the  balance  of  an  account  at  the 
ordinary  interest  of  5  per  cent.  He  felt 
that,  unless  some  steps  were  taken  to 
render  the  provisions  of  the  Bill  much 
less  stringent,  these  legitimate  trans- 
actions might  be  very  materially  inter- 
fered with.  Believing,  as  a  matter  of 
course,  that  as  this  law  was  introduced 
into  England  it  would  also  be  introduced 
into  Ireland,  he  had  put  himself  into 
communication  with  wholesale  houses  in 
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that  oonntry,  who  oonourred  in  hie  view ; 
and,  as  a  result,  he  did  not  wish  this 
provision  to  pass  without  entering  his 
protest  against  it.  He  did  not  object  to 
the  amount  mentioned,  and  he  only  re- 
ferred to  the  point  at  this  stage  for  the 
reason  that  later  on  he  intended  to  op- 
pose the  clause  altogether. 

Mr.  BAEEAN  said,  the  hon.  Member 
who  had  preceded  him  need  have  no 
fear  that  the  wholesale  trade  of  England 
would  be  influenced  by  this  clause  being 
passed.  No  respectable  wholesale  house 
would  take  a  bill  of  sale  under  the  cir- 
cumstances mentioned ;  therefore,  he 
thought  the  hon.  Member  might  set  his 
mind  at  rest  on  the  matter. 

Mr.  WHITLEY  said,  he  was  not  ad- 
vocating the  cause  of  the  usurers.  What 
he  wished  to  point  out  was  this — and 
the  hon.  Member  for  Gloucester  (Mr. 
Monk)  had  drawn  particular  attention 
to  it — he  (Mr.  Whitley)  was  not  aware, 
and  he  did  not  think  the  Committee 
were  aware,  that  while  they  were  trying 
to  protect  the  poor  man  they  might  be 
doing  him  a  great  injury. 

Question  put,  and  agreed  to, 

Mr.  H.  G.  ALLEN  said,  he  wished  to 
add  an  Amendment  in  page  3,  line  13, 
after  the  word  **  void,"  to  the  effect  that 
the  sum  actually  paid  to  the  grantor 
should  be  set  forth  in  every  bill  of  sale. 
It  seemed  to  him  that  it  was  only  right 
and  proper  that  the  grantor  should  be 
informed  on  this  head,  and  that  it  should 
be  fully  set  forth  what  he  was  actually 
going  to  receive. 

Amendment  proposed. 

In  page  3,  lino  13,  after  "void,"  insert 
''and  the  sum  actually  paid  to  the  grantor 
without  any  deduction  for  bonus,  discount,  or 
interest,  shall  be  truly  set  forth  in  every  bill  of 
sale,  otherwise  the  same  shall  be  void." — {Mr. 
Henry  Alien.) 

Question  proposed,  **  That  those  words 
be  there  inserted." 

Mr.  monk  said,  he  had  some  doubts 
as  to  whether  the  object  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber had  in  view  would  be  carried  out 
by  the  addition  of  these  words.  There 
was  nothing  said  in  the  Amendment  as 
to  solicitor's  costs.  The  hon.  Member 
mentioned  *' bonus,  discount,  or  in- 
terest ;  "  but  a  charge  might  very  pro- 
perly be  made  under  the  head  of  solici- 
tor's costs,  so  that  the  object  of  the 
Amendment  could  easily  bo  evaded.     It 


would  be  a  new  precedent  altogether  to 
set  forth  the  exact  sum  advanced ;  and 
he  doubted  whether  the  Amendment 
ouRht  to  be  accepted.  Unless  the  hon. 
and  learned  Attorney  Oeneral  thought 
these  words  should  be  accepted,  he 
(Mr.  Monk)  should  certainly  be  disin- 
clined to  agree  with  them. 

The  ATTORNEY  GENERAL  (Sir 
Hbnrt  Jambs)  said,  his  hon.  Friend 
threw  some  responsibility  on  him  in  this 
matter.  He  would  remind  hon.  Gen- 
tlemen who  were  Members  of  the  Select 
Committee  that  the  subject  had  been 
fully  considered  upstairs,  the  desire 
being  to  carry  out  the  views  expressed 
by  the  hon.  Member  (Mr.  H.  Allen).  A 
great  many  practical  difficulties,  how- 
ever, had  presented  themselves,  one 
being  that,  in  a  great  many  instances, 
bills  of  sale  were  not  ffiven  for  sums  ad- 
vanced, but  for  debts  for  goods  received. 
If  the  Committee  wished  to  adopt  the 
principle  advocated  by  the  hon.  Member, 
they  could  not  accept  this  Amendment, 
as  it  might  be  that  in  a  bill  of  sale 
transaction  no  sum  had  been  paid  to 
the  vendor.  This  view,  also,  should  be 
presented  to  the  Committee.  If  the  sum 
actually  paid  was  not  set  forth,  the  bill 
of  sale  was  to  be  void.  Very  good ;  a 
bill  might  be  rendered  void  by  a  bond 
fide  mistake.  A  man  might  say — ''  You 
have  stated  in  the  bill  of  sale  that  you 
advanced  £21,  whereas  you  only  gave 
me  £20 ;  therefore,  the  amount  is  not 
truly  cited,  and  the  bill  of  sale  is  void." 
He  (the  Attorney  General)  agreed  with 
the  principle  the  hon.  Member  had  in 
view,  as  also  did  the  Select  Committee ; 
but,  after  careful  consideration,  they  had 
come  to  the  conclusion  that,  as  it  would 
be  so  difficult  to  draw  up  a  clause  to 
cover  all  these  matters,  it  would  not  be 
practicable  to  do  what  the  hon.  Gentle* 
man  suggested. 

Mb.  STUART-WORTLEY  said,  he 
doubted  whether  the  Committee  should 
insert  a  provision  of  this  kind  in  the  Bill. 
The  Amendment  suggested  one  of  the 
most  easy  ways  in  which  the  1 0th  clause 
— if  it  was  to  be  passed  at  all — might  be 
evaded  ;  and  he  could  not  help  thinking 
that  either  on  Report,  or  at  some  sub- 
sequent stage,  the  Attorney  General  or 
the  hon.  Member  for  Gloucester  would 
be  able  to  propose  some  method  by 
which  the  object  of  the  hon.  Member 
could  be  achieved  without  adopting  such 
an  Amendment  aa  \bi^« 
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Mr.  lewis  fey  said,  he  wished  to 

goint  out  that  the  ohject  the  hon.  Member 
ad  in  view  was  practically  carried  out 
by  Clause  7. 

Mr.  H.  G.  ALLEN  said,  the  Committee 
had  examined  some  most  experienced 
County  Court  Judges  on  this  question. 
Mr.  Daniel  and  Mr.  Mottram  had  laid 
great  stress  upon  having  the  sum  ac- 
tually paid,  distinct  from  commission, 
interest,  or  expenses  stated  in  the  bill 
of  sale.  The  hon.  Member  for  Bristol 
(Mr.  L.  Fry)  would  be  quite  correct,  he 
thought,  as  to  a  statement  made  in  an- 
other clause,  provided  they  interpreted 
the  words  as  meaning  that  the  ''con- 
sideration "should  be  without  deduction. 
He  was  not  clear  that  it  would  be  cor- 
rect to  say  that  the  consideration  was 
not  fairly  stated,  for  it  might  be  still  a 
true  consideration,  though  there  might 
be  fraudulent  deductions  made  from  the 
payment.  He  did  not  feel  inclined  to 
withdraw  the  Amendment. 

Question  put,  and  negatived. 

Clause  agreed  to. 

Clause  1 1  (Bill  of  sale  void  as  against 
trustee  in  bankruptcy). 

Mr.  WAETON  said,  he  believed  this 
clause  was  one  of  the  most  important 
in  the  Bill;  and  before  he  moved  the 
Amendment  of  which  he  had  given 
Notice  he  should  like,  if  it  was  not 
wearying  the  Committee,  to  give  them 
again  the  opinion  of  the  Incorporated 
Law  Society,  which  opinion  went  far 
beyond  his  own  and  far  beyond  his 
Amendment.  The  Society  had  said  they 
were  of  opinion  that  it  was  not  right 
that  the  validity  of  a  bill  of  sale  should 
depend  upon  whether  or  not  the  grantor 
committed  an  act  of  bankruptcy  after 
its  registration.  No  prudent  person 
would  lend  .money.  ["  Divide  !  "J  He 
understood  the  feeling  of  the  Committee. 
It  seemed  clear  that  they  were  really  in 
their  hearts  opposed  to  bills  of  sale  al- 
together. Then,  why  not  say  so,  and 
make  this  a  Bill  for  the  abolition  of  bills 
of  sale  altogether?  No  prudent  man 
would  think  of  lending  money  on  a  bill 
of  sale  if  such  a  clause  as  this  remained 
in  the  Bill.  The  Incorporated  Law 
Society  were  altogether  opposed  to  the 
dause;  but  he  was  aware  that  in  the 
House  of  Commons  they  must  often  have 
oompromises,  and  he  did  not  expect  he 
ooold  oany  an  Amendment  to  strike  out 
Ibe  clause.    He  would  give  his  reason 


why  he  thought  the  period  of  four 
months  should  be  adopted  in  preference 
to  12.  In  the  Act  of  1862,  c.  32  & 
33  Vict,,  which,  with  another  measure 
they  were  familiar  with,  formed  the 
Bankruptcy  Act,  the  period  of  four 
months  was  what  he  might  call  a  sacred 
period.  They  would  find,  on  referring 
to  the  Act,  that  within  four  months 
of  the  presentation  of  the  Petition  the 
bankrupt  must  not  remove  any  part  of 
his  property.  He  must  not  falsify,  de- 
stroy,  or  mutilate  any  of  his  books 
within  four  months  of  his  bankruptcy ; 
he  must  not  make  any  false  entry  in  any 
of  his  books  or  documents  within  four 
months  of  his  bankruptcy ;  he  must  not 
make  any  alteration  or  omission  in  any 
document  within  four  months  of  his 
bankruptcy;  he  must  not  obtain  pro- 
perty on  credit  within  four  months  of 
his  bankruptcy.  Sub-sections  5,  9,  10, 
11,  12,  13,  and  14,  out  of  the  11  clauses 
of  the  Act,  referred  to  things  which  the 
bankrupt  must  not  do  within  four  months 
of  his  bankruptcy.  But,  when  he  came 
to  the  last  sub-section,  his  argument  be- 
came very  much  stronger.  The  15th 
sub-section  was  to  the  effect  that,  if 
within  four  months  next  before  the  pre- 
sentation of  the  bankruptcy  petition  or 
the  commencement  of  litigation,  a  per- 
son disposed  of  any  property  obtained 
on  credit,  and  not  paid  for,  he  com- 
mitted a  misdemeanour.  If  the  clause 
stood  in  the  Bill  as  at  present  framed, 
they  would  be  in  this  curious  position — 
that  they  allowed  a  person  to  pawn  or 
dispose  of  all  property  obtained  in  the 
way  of  trade  up  to  within  four  months 
of  his  bankruptcy ;  but  refused  to  allow 
him  to  dispose  of  his  own  property 
within  12  months  of  his  bankruptcy. 
He  (Mr.  Warton)  maintained  that  the 
prohibition  in  the  Bill  now  before  the 
Committee  should  be  added  to  the  nine 
or  10  prohibitions  of  the  Act  he  had  re- 
ferred to,  all  of  which  were  limited  to 
within  four  months  of  the  bankruptcy. 

Amendment  proposed. 

In  page  3,  line  14,  to  leave  out  the  vord 
"  twelve,"  in  order  to  insert  the  word  "four." 
—iMr,  JFarton.) 

Question  proposed,  "That  the  word 
'  twelve '  stand  part  of  the  Clause." 

Mr.  H.  H.  fowler  said,  he  could 
not  attach  the  weight  the  hon.  and 
learned  Member  for  Bridport  (Mr.  War- 
ton)  did  to  the  opinion  of  the  Council  of 
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the  Incorporated  Law  Society.  That 
Council  had  entirely  misapprehended 
the  object  of  the  clause.  They  had  given 
it  as  their  opinion  that  it  was  not  right 
that  the  validity  of  a  bill  of  sale  should 
depend  on  whether  or  not  the  grantor 
had  committed  an  act  of  bankruptcy 
after  its  registration.  This  Act  did  not 
propose  to  deal  with  that  question  at  all. 
What  the  Act  did  propose  to  do  was  to 
go  back  to  a  limited  extent  only  to  what 
was  the  state  of  the  law  prior  to  1 878. 
When  the  hon.  and  learned  Member 
said  that  no  prudent  money-lender 
"would  advance  money  on  the  security  of 
a  bill  of  sale  subject  to  this  contingency, 
he  forgot  that  every  bill  of  sale,  prior  to 
1H78,  was  subject  to  this  contingency 
without  any  limit  of  four,  six,  or  12 
months.  In  1878,  what  he  was  bound  to 
call  that  foolish  and  disastrous  Act  was 
passed,  which  repealed  '*  the  Order  and 
Disposition  *'  Clause  of  the  Bankruptcy 
Law.  and  which  every  witness  before 
the  Select  Committee  said  was  the  cause 
of  the  enormous  increase  of  bills  of  sale 
—from  11,000  to  15,000.  Every  money- 
lender examined  told  the  Committee  the 
value  they  attached  to  the  abolition  of 
this  clause,  and  made  no  concealment  of 
their  delight,  because  it  deprived  the 
honest  creditors  who  had  trusted  the 
trader  with  goods  of  that  security  which 
legitimately  belonged  to  them,  and 
placed  the  whole  of  the  property  of  the 
debtor  in  the  hands  of  the  preferential 
creditor,  who  held  the  bill  of  sale.  He 
should  be  glad  to  see  the  law  again  as  it 
was  before  1878;  and  if  there  should 
be  a  Bankruptcy  Act  this  Session,  he 
would  call  attention  again  to  this  ques- 
tion. The  Committee  were,  however, 
now  dealing  with  bills  of  sale,  and  they 
found  that,  by  the  Act  of  1878,  great 
wrong  and  great  injustice  had  been 
done ;  and  what  the  Committee  were 
asked  was,  to  say  that  a  bill  of  sale, 
given  within  12  months  of  bankruptcy, 
should  not  be  valid,  so  far  as  related  to 
goods  in  the  possession  of  the  bankrupt 
at  the  time  of  his  bankruptcy.  It  was 
a  principle  of  justice  that  a  man's  goods 
should  belong  to  all  his  creditors ;  and 
he  hoped  the  Attorney  General  would 
adhere  to  the  clause  as  the  Committee 
had  left  it.  He  should  prefer  no  limit 
of  12  months;  but  that  was  the  least 
limit  that  ought  to  be  fixed. 

Mr.  WHITLEY  said,  he   agreed  in 
the  remarks   of  the  hon.  Member  for 
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Wolverhampton  (Mr.  H.  H.  Fowler); 
but  he  thought  the  hon.  Member  forgot 
that  the  alteration  in  the  law  was  owing 
to  pressure  by  the  mercantile  commu- 
nity. Representing,  as  he  did,  a  great 
commercial*  community — Liverpool — he 
attached  considerable  importance  to  this 
clause.  In  1878  it  was  the  commercial 
bodies  of  the  country  that  caused  the 
change  in  the  law,  because  they  found 
that  a  man  who  had  house  property  or 
freehold  property  could  borrow  to  the 
last  penny  on  his  property ;  but  a  man 
with  £20,000  or  £30,000  worth  of  pro- 
perty,  if  it  consisted  of  personal  property, 
could  not  do  so.  Many  large  manufac- 
turers throughout  the  country  had  spent 
£20,000  or  £30,000  in  erecting  machi- 
nery and  warehouses ;  and  they  borrowed 
on  bills  of  sale,  which  were  advertised, 
and  of  which,  therefore,  all  the  creditors 
had  knowledge.  It  was  in  the  interest 
of  the  commercial  bodies  that  the  altera- 
tion was  made ;  and  he  thought  that  un- 
less the  Committee  were  prepared  to  go 
80  far  as  to  say  that  no  man  should  bor- 
row on  personal  property,  they  must  do 
away  with  bills  of  sale  altogether ;  but 
believing  that  bills  of  sale,  which  en- 
abled men  to  spend  large  sums  of  money 
on  their  works,  were  entitled  to  protec- 
tion if  the  creditors  had  notice,  if  the 
clause  was  to  be  passed  at  all,  he  thought 
it  ought  to  follow  the  lines  of  the  Bank- 
ruptcy Act,  and  that  was  why  he  pro- 
posed four  months.  The  Committee 
might  say  men  should  not  borrow  at 
all;  and  to  say  that  after  12  months  the 
security  should  disappear  was  virtually 
to  decide  that  mercantile  men  should  not 
borrow  upon  their  property.  It  was  not 
in  the  interest  of  the  money-lenders,  but 
in  the  interest  of  the  commercial  com- 
munity, that  he  took  this  view ;  and  if 
there  was  to  be  any  alteration,  the  Com- 
mittee ought  to  follow  the  Bankruptcy 
Act  and  make  the  limit  four  months. 

The  ATTORNEY  GENERAL  (Sir 
Henry  James)  said,  that  for  every  bill 
of  sale  of  a  commercial  nature  there 
were  10  that  were  in  no  way  connected 
with  commerce.  A  man  who  knew  he 
was  insolvent,  and  could  not  continue  in 
his  position  and  meet  his  necessities, 
would  give  a  bill  of  sale  to  one  parti- 
cular person  who  advanced  him  a  sum 
of  money,  and  that  particular  person 
would  take  all  his  goods  as  against  all 
the  other  creditors.  These  bills  of  ^«1^ 
were  given,  in.  ohW^^^A^otl  wA  ycl  vs^- 
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templation  of  insolvency ;  and  when  the 
bankruptcy  occurred  the  real  meritorious 
creditor  got  nothing  at  all,  the  one  per- 
son taking  everything.  What  the  Com- 
mittee had  to  determine  was  the  period 
when  a  man  was  likely  to  give  a  bill  of 
sale  in  anticipation  of  bankruptcy  ;  that 
might  be  not  within  12  months,  but 
within  four  months,  when  he  got  close 
up  to  his  bankruptcy.  His  own  view 
was  that  a  12  months'  limit  would  be 
a  sufficient  security  for  the  meritorious 
creditor,  and  that  by  that  means  he  would 
be  protected  against  being  cheated  by 
the  money-lender,  who  now  took  all. 

Mr.  STUART- WOETLEY  said,  by 
this  Bill  it  was  proposed  to  repeal  the 
**  Order  and  Disposition  "  Clause  of  the 
Act  of  1878,  and  to  go  back  to  a  state  of 
things  which  the  hon.  Member  for  Wol- 
verhampton desired.  If  this  period  of 
uncertain  ownership  was  to  be  created  at 
all,  he  thought  it  should  be  shortened. 

The  attorney  GENERAL  (Sir 
Henrt  James)  said,  the  Bill  did  not 
propose  to  repeal  the  Act  of  1878,  ex- 
cept so  far  as  regarded  inconsistencies. 

Mb.  monk  wished  to  state  that  the 
Chambers  of  Commerce  were  in  favour 
of  the  longer  term,  and  would  remind 
the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  (Mr. 
Stuart- Wortley)  that  in  a  previous  divi- 
sion on  this  subject  he  had  voted  with 
the  hon.  Member  for  Wolverhampton, 
when  there  was  a  majority  of  2  to  1  in 
favour  of  a  long  term. 

Mr.  STUART- wortley  said,  that 
at  that  time  a  Select  Committee  had  not 
approved  of  even  a  qualified  repeal  of 
the  20th  clause  of  the  Act  of  1878. 

Question  put. 

The  Committee  divided : — Ayes  63  ; 
Noes  13:  Majority  50.  —  (Div.  List, 
No.  53.) 

Clause  agreed  to. 

Remaining  clauses  agreed  to. 

Mr.  MELLOR,  in  moving,  in  page  2, 
after  Clause  6,  to  insert  the  following 
Clause : — 

(Bill  of  sale  with  power  to  seize  except  in  cer- 
tain events  to  be  void.) 

**  A  bill  of  sale  by  way  of  mortgage  shall  bo 
void  if  the  mortgagee  is  thereby  empowered  to 
seize  the  goods  assigned  for  any  other  than  the 
following  causes  '.'— 

(1.)  If  the  mortgagor  shall  make  default 
in  payment  of  the  sum  or  sums  of  money 
Uiereby  received  at  the  time  therein  provided 
for  payment; 
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(2.)  If  the  mortgagor  shall  become  a  bank- 
rupt or  suffer  the  said  goods  or  any  of  them 
to  be  distrained  for  rents,  rates,  or  taxes ; 

(3.)  If  the  mortgagor  shall  fraudulently 
remove  or  suffer  the  said  goods,  or  any  of 
them,  to  be  removed  from  the  premises ; 

(4.)  If  the  mortgagor  shall  not,  without 
reasonable  excuse,  upon  demand  in  writing 
by  the  mortgagee,  deliver  to  him  his  last 
receipts  for  rent,  rates,  and  taxes ; " 

said,  the  object  of  this  Amendment  was 
to  prevent  money-lenders  from  entering 
upon  the  property  or  goods  of  the  debtor 
without  any  default.      At  present  the 
bills  of  sale  by  money  -  lenders   were 
simply  traps  for  the  unwary,  and  were 
so  drawn  that  it  was  very  difficult  to  dis- 
covertheir  meaning.  With  regard  to  such 
bills  of  sale,  which  were  in  common  use, 
he  defied  anyone  to  find  out  in  what  event 
the  money-lender  could  not  enter  and 
take  the  goods.     Many  money-lenders 
advertised  under  the  names  of  fictitious 
banks;  and  sometimes  they  advertised 
in  this  form—"  A  widow,  with  capital  to 
spare,  will  be  happy  to  lend  on  easy 
terms.     Strict  secrecy.     Five  per  cent." 
In  an  evening  paper  published  in  Not- 
tingham he  had  counted,  on  one  occasion, 
13   of  these  money-lending    advertise- 
ments    Having  entrapped  a  man  into 
his  office,  the  money-lender  proceeded  in 
this   way — He  produced  a  bill  of  sale 
containing  a  large  number  of  clauses, 
which  it   was  impossible    for  the    bor- 
rower to  read  or  understand  in  the  time 
allowed ;  and  in  most  cases  the  lender 
charged  a  bonus  of  at  least  £50  upon 
an  advance  of  £100.     The  re- payment 
was  fixed  to  be  made  by  monthly  in- 
stalments, and  there  were  a  variety  of 
charges — for  the  inspection  of  the  goods, 
for  drawing  up  the  bill  of  sale,  and  for 
various  other  matters.    All  were  added 
to  the  amount  secured  by  the  bill  of  sale ; 
and  after  the  bill   had   been  running 
about  a  month,  even  without  any  de- 
fault   on  the    part    of   the    borrower, 
however  insignificant,  the  lender  oould 
enter   upon   his   premises    and    sweep 
off  the   whole  of    his   g^ds,    putting 
into  his  own  pocket  not  only  the  £100 
advanced,  but  the  £50  bonus  and  all  the 
expenses  charged.     His  object  was  to 
put  a  stop  to  such  a  state  of  things ;  and 
he  ventured  to  suggest  that  this  clause 
would  be  effectual,  because  it  provided 
that  the  money-lender  should  only  have 
power  to  enter  in  four  particular  caaes. 
The  first  was  in  the  event  of  the  borrower 
making  default  in  payment ;  next^  if  h^ 
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suffered  the  goods,  or  any  of  tbem,  to 
be  distrained  for  rent,  rates,  or  taxes ; 
thirdly,  if  he  fraudulently  removed  or 
suffered  the  goods  to  be  removed 
from  the  premises;  and,  lastly,  if  the 
borrower  did  not,  without  reasonable 
excuse,  upon  demand  in  writing  by 
the  lender,  deliver  to  him  his  last  re- 
ceipt for  rent,  rates,  or  taxes.  The 
reason  for  adding  receipts  for  rates  to 
those  of  rent  was  that  the  goods  of  a  man 
were  not  protected  by  a  bill  of  sale  from 
a  distress  either  for  rent  or  rates  or  taxes, 
according  to  the  clauses  of  this  Bill. 
The  object  of  the  3rd  sub- section  of  the 
clause  was  to  secure  that  a  money-lender 
should  not  take  advantage  of  the  re- 
moval of  a  chair  or  a  table  or  some 
small  article  from  a  building,  and  make 
it  an  excuse  for  entering  and  seizing  the 
whole;  and,  therefore,  it  was  provided 
that  he  should  not  enter  unless  the 
goods  were  removed  fraudulently.  The 
last  section  provided  that  the  lender 
should  have  the  right  to  see  the  last 
receipts  for  rent,  rates,  and  taxes,  be- 
cause if  they  were  not  paid  the  security 
which  the  bill  of  sale  was  intended  to 
cover  would  be  materially  affected.  He 
submitted  to  the  Committee  that  these 
were  reasonable  provisions,  and  he 
begged  to  move  that  the  clause  be  read 
a  second  time. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  2,  after 
Clause  6,  insert  the  following  Clause  : — 

(Bill  of  Sale  with  power  to  seize  except  in  cer- 
tain events  to  be  void.) 

**  A  bill  of  sale  by  way  of  mortgage  shall  be  void 
if  the  mortgagee  is  thereby  empowered  to 
seize  the  goods  assigned  for  any  other  than 
the  following  causes : — 

(1.)  If  the  mortgagor  shall  make  default  in  pay- 
ment of  the  sum  or  sums  of  money  thereby 
received  at  the  time  therein  provided  for 
payment ; 

(2.)  If  the  mortgagor  shall  become  a  bankrupt 
or  sufifer  the  said  goods  or  any  of  them  to  be 
distrained  for  rents,  rates,  or  taxes ; 

(3.)  If  the  mortgagor  shall  fraudulently  remove, 
or  suffer  the  said  goods,  or  any  of  them,  to  be 
removed  from  the  premises ; 

(4.)  If  the  mortgagor  shall  not,  without  reason- 
able excuse,  upon  demand  in  writing  by  the 
mortgagee,  deliver  to  him  his  last  receipts  for 
rent,  rates,  and  taxes.*' — (Mr.  Mellor.) 

Question  proposed,  '^  That  the  said 
Clause  be  there  inserted." 

Mr.  monk  said,  he  thought  there 
was  very  great  force  in  all  that  had  been 
stated  by  his  hon.  and  learned  Friend ; 
and  without  taking  up  the  time  of  the 


Committee  he  would  say  at  once  that  he 
was  ready  to  accept  the  clause. 

Mr.  WARTON  would  suggest  that 
the  1st  sub-sectiou  should  be  amended 
by  making  it  read  ''  time  or  times,"  in- 
stead of  *'  time." 

Mb.  MELLOE  said,  he  had  no  objec- 
tion. 

Proposed  Clause  amended  by  insert- 
ing, in  1st  sub-section,  after  *'  time,"  the 
words,  **  or  times." 

Question  proposed,  ''  That  the  Clause 
as  amended,  be  added  to  the  Bill." 

Mr.  8TUART-W0RTLEY  suggested 
that,  as  the  clause  had  now  been  read  a 
second  time,  it  would  be  better,  for  the 
sake  of  uniformity,  to  substitute  some 
other  term  for  the  term  **  mortgagor." 
In  the  other  clauses  of  the  Bill  the  bor- 
rower was  called  *'  gprantor." 

Mr.  monk  agreed  with  the  hon. 
Member  for  Sheffield  (Mr.  Stuart- Wort- 
ley)  that  the  word  "grantor"  would 
be  a  better  term  than  '*  mortgagor," 
and  in  the  second  line  of  the  1st  sub- 
section the  word  *'  received  "  ought  to 
be  altered  into  **  secured." 

Proposed  Amendments  made. 

The  attorney  GENERAL  (Sir 
Henry  James)  proposed  that  the  words, 
**  by  way  of  mortgage,"  in  the  first  line 
of  the  clause,  be  omitted.  They  would 
only  lead  to  confusion. 

Further  Amendment  made. 

Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Clause,  as  amended,  added  to  the  Bill. 

Mr.  lewis  fry  moved,  after  Clause 
8,  to  insert  the  following  Clause  : — 

**  No  prosecution  for  any  dereliction  of  duty  by 
a  solicitor  under  section  eight  shall  be  instituted 
without  the  fiat  of  Her  Majesty's  Attorney 
General.*' 

He  moved  this  clause  at  the  request  of 
the  Council  of  the  Incorporated  Law 
Society,  to  whose  Report  reference  had 
already  been  made,  and  who  were 
certainly  entitled  to  be  heard  on  a 
question  of  this  nature.  They  were  of 
opinion  that  without  some  such  clause 
members  of  their  Profession  might  be 
exposed  to  threats  of  extortion  and  to 
frivolous  prosecutions  by  unprincipled 
persons ;  and  it  would  certainly  be  hard 
to  impose  a  statutory  obligation  upon 
solicitors,  and  then,  to  T«iidst  >i!tvwccL\vi8i^^ 
to  proseculiou  u^ow.  ^vnv%"3    y^^\«vsr.«6^, 
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He   hoped  that  the   Attorney  General 
would  see  his  way  to  accept  the  clause. 

Amendment  proposed,  after  Clause  8, 

insert  the  following  Clause  : — 

"No  prosecution  for  any  dereliction  of  duty  by 
a  solicitor  under  section  eight  shall  be  instituted 
without  the  fiat  of  Her  Majesty's  Attorney 
General.*'— (Jfr.  Lewit  Fry.) 

Question,  ''That  the  said  Clause  be 
there  inserted,"  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Mr.  H.  G.  ALLEN  said,  that  if  he  was 
in  Order  he  would  move  the  omission  of 
Clause  9,  for  the  purpose  of  inserting 
clauses  requiring  a  copy  of  the  bill  of 
sale,  with  inventory,  &c.,  to  be  pre- 
sented to  the  Registrar  of  the  County 
Court,  and  that  the  bill  of  sale  should 
be  filed  and  an  abstract  sent  to  the  He- 
gistrar  of  the  Queen's  Bench  Division. 
The  learned  Attorney  General  informed 
him,  however,  that  he  could  not  move 
the  omission  of  the  clause  at  that  stage, 
because  it  had  already  been  agreed  to. 

The  chairman  said,  the  hon. 
Member  could  not  move  the  clauses  he 
had  placed  on  the  Paper  in  substitution 
of  a  clause  already  agreed  to;  but  he 
might  move  them  as  additional  clauses. 

Mr.  H.  G.  ALLEN  said,  that,  under 
those  circumstances,  he  would  bring  up 
the  clauses  on  the  Report. 

Mr.  H.  H.  fowler  begged  to 
move  the  clause  which  stood  in  his 
name,  and  which  provided  that  where  a 
Company  registered  under  the  Com- 
panies Act  was  wound  up  within  12 
months  after  the  execution  of  a  bill  of 
sale,  the  bill,  as  against  the  liquidator, 
should  be  void  in  respect  of  any  personal 
chattels  subsequently  acquired  by  the 
Company.  A  great  many  businesses  in 
this  country  were  now  carried  on  by 
means  of  Companies,  with  limited  lia- 
bility, under  the  Joint  Stock  Companies 
Act,  and  there  was  a  good  deal  to  be 
said  in  favour  of  the  clause,  because 
these  Limited  Companies  had  all  their 
capital  paid  up,  and  their  only  avail- 
able assets  were  the  goods  in  their 
possession. 

New  Clause— 

(Bill  of  sale  to  be  void  as  to  personal  chattels 
in  certain  cases^ 

"  Where  a  Company  registered  under  *  The 
Companies  Act,  1862/  is  wound  up  either  com- 
pulsorily  or  voluntarily  within  twelve  months 
after  the  execution  by  such  Company  of  a  bill 
of  sale,  such,  bill  of  sale  shall,  as  against  tho 
ligiddator  or  liquidators  of  such  Company,  be 
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void  in  respect  of  any  personal  chattels  which 
at  or  after  the  date  of  the  commencement  of  such 
winding  up  are  in  the  possession,  or  apparent 
possession,  or  the  order  and  disposition  of  such 
Company,'*— (if r.  H.  B,  Fiwler,) 

— brought  upy  and  read  the  first  time. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
''  That  the  Clause  be  read  a  second 
time." 

Mr.  monk  said,  he  had  no  objec- 
tion to  the  insertion  of  the  clause. 

Mr.  STUART  -  WORTLEY  asked 
if  the  object  of  the  clause  was  not 
already  effected  by  Clause  14  ? 

Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Clause  agreed  to,  and  added  to  the  Bill. 

Bill  reported:  as  amended,  to  be  con- 
sidered upon  Monday  next. 

GENERAL  POLICE  AND   IMPROVE- 
MENT   (SCOTLAND)     BILL.— [Bill    77.] 
{Dr.  Cameron,  Mr,  Barclay,  Colonel  Alexander.) 

COMMITTEB. 

Bill  considered  in  Committee. 
(In  the  Committee.) 

Clause  1  (Short  title). 

Mr.  WHITLEY  said,  he  understood 
that  the  principal  object  of  this  Bill  was 
to  give  the  right  of  voting  in  regard  to 
municipal  matters  to  women.  He  wished 
to  know  if  that  was  the  only  object  of  the 
Bill? 

Dr.  CAMERON  stated  that  women 
who  were  householders  had  a  right  con- 
ferred upon  them,  by  an  Act  passed  last 
Session,  to  vote  at  municipeJ.  elections 
in  Royal  and  Parliamentary  burghs  in 
Scotland;  and  the  object  of  the  present 
Bill  was  to  give  them  the  same  right  in 
police  burghs. 

Clause  agreed  to. 

Remaining  clauses  agreed  to. 

Bill  reported,  without  Amendment ;  to 
be  read  the  third  time  To-morrow. 

WAYS  AND  MEANS. 
CONSOLIDATED  FUND   (NO.    2)   BILL. 

Resolntions  [March  17]  reported,  and  agreed 
to  : — Bill  ordered  to  be  brought  in  by  Mr.  PIat- 
FAiR,  Mr.  Chancellor  of  the  Excubqukb,  and 
Lord  Frederick  Catbxdish. 

Bill  presented,  and  read  the  first  time. 

IIouso  adjourned  at  Two  o* clock, 
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HOUSE    OF    LORDS, 
Tuesday,  2Ut  March,   1882. 


MINUTES.]  —  Public  Bill  —  Chmmittee—Be- 
por/— Pilotage  Provisional  Order  (Tees)  •  (83). 

MARRIAGE  OF  HIS  ROYAL  HIGHNESS 
PRINCE  LEOPOLD,  DUKE  OF  ALBANY. 

MESSAGE  FROM  THE  QUEEN. 

Delivered  by  The  Earl  Granville, 
and  read  by  The  Lord  Chancellor,  as 
follows : 

Her  Majesty  relies  upon  the  cordial  interest 
which  the  House  of  Lords  have  expressed  in 
the  approaching  marriage  of  Prince  Leopold, 
Duke  of  Albany,  to  Princess  Helen  of  Waldeck 
and  Pyrmont : 

The  proofs  which  the  Queen  has  never  failed 
to  receive  of  their  loyalty  to  Her  Throne  and 
of  their  attachment  to  Her  Person  and  Family, 
lead  Her  to  believe  that  they  will  upon  this 
happy  occasion  make  such  a  provision  for  Prince 
Leopold  as  may  be  suitable  to  the  dignity  of  the 
Oown. 

Earl  GEANVILLE  :  My  Lords,  I 
beg  to  give  Notice  that  on  Thursday  ^ 
shall  move  that  Her  Majesty's  gracious 
Message  be  taken  into  consideration  by 
this  House. 

The  Marquess  of  SALISBURY : 
Before  the  Orders  of  the  Day  ? 

Earl  GRANVILLE:  Yes;  before 
the  Orders  of  the  Day. 

House  adjourned  at  a  quarter  past  Five 

o'clock,  to  Thursday  next,  half 

past  Ten  o'clock. 


HOUSE     OF     COMMONS, 
Tuesday,  'lUt  March,  1882. 


MINUTES.]— Select  Committee— /Vr*<  Re- 
port —  Commons  (Stivichall  Common  and 
Crosby  Garrett  Common).     [No.  126.] 

Private  Bills  {J>y  Order) — Second  Reading — 
Falmouth  Borough  Extension  *  ;  Hull  Exten- 
sion and  Improvement*;  Milford  Haven 
Lighting  and  Wat^r  Supply  ♦ ;  Rothwell 
Gas*;  Swansea,  Oystermouth,  and  Mumbles 
Railway,  put  off;  Tottenham  and  Edmonton 
Gas*. 


Public  Bills  —  Ordered  —  Firtt  Reading  — 
Metropolis  Management  and  Building  Acts 
Amendment*  [107^. 

Second  Reading — Parish  Churches  [991;  Con- 
solidated Fund  (No.  2)  •. 

Third  Reading — General  Police  and  Improve- 
ment (Scotland)  *  [77],  Bxni  passed. 


PRIVATE    BUSINESS. 


SWANSEA,    OYSTERMOUTH,    AND 
MUMBLES  RAILWAY  BILL  (6y  Order). 

BEOOND  READma. 

Order  for  Second  Reading  read. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
''That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second 
time."— (Jfr.  Dodds.) 

Mr.  HUSSEY  VIVIAN  begged  to 
move,  as  an  Amendment,  that  the  Bill 
be  read  a  second  time  upon  that  day  six 
months.  It  was  a  Bill  which  sought, 
by  incorporating  the  Bailway  Clauses 
Act  of  1845,  to  convert  an  old  tramway, 
which  ran  for  five  or  six  miles  within 
three  or  four  feet  of  a  much-used  turn- 
pike road,  into  a  first-class  locomotive 
line.  The  questions  raised  by  the  Bill 
had  twice  been  before  the  Court  of 
Chancery,  and  once  before  a  Committee 
of  the  House  of  Commons  in  1878. 
The  owners  of  the  line  at  that  time  put 
locomotives  on  to  the  line — locomotives 
which  purported  to  be  noiseless,  but 
which  were  not  so,  and  several  accidents 
occurred.  The  County  Boads  Board 
took  action  in  the  Court  of  Chancery 
against  the  owners,  and  obtained  an  in- 
junction to  restrain  the  use  of  these 
engines.  In  1880  the  owners  of  the 
line,  a  limited  Company,  came  to  Parlia- 
ment for  powers  to  convert  it  into  a 
railroad.  The  case  of  the  promoters 
was  fully  investigated  by  a  Committee 
upstairs ;  and  without  calling  upon  the 
opponents  to  give  evidence,  the  Com- 
mittee came  to  the  conclusion  that  they 
would  reject  the  Bill.  In  1881 — last  year 
— the  County  Boads  Board  took  action 
again.  He  might  say  that  the  promo- 
ters of  the  line  continued  to  work  loco- 
motives upon  it.  In  consequence,  the 
County  Boads  Board,  in  1881,  being  in 
charge  of  the  road,  proceeded  by  action 

j  again  in  the  Court  of  Chancery,  and  the 
Court  of  Chancery  laid  down  certain 
conditions  of  a  stringent  character.  The 
conditions  provided  in  what  ta«A!i.\\firc  \K^ 

■  locomotivQtt    N?^T^   \jo  \i^    \sAfc^.    ''^i^^^^ 
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certainly  permitted  the  use  of  locomo- 
tives ;  but  an  arrangement  was  made  by 
"which  the  locomotives  were  to  be  of 
such  a  character  that  they  would  really 
do  no  harm  to  the  traffic  upon  the  turn- 
pike road.     The  fire-boxes  were  to  be 
closed  in  ;    the    ash-pans   were  to  be 
closed  in  also,  and  the  Court  of  Chancery 
laid  down  the  speed  at  which  these  loco- 
motives were  to  run.     They  were  not  to 
^o  at  a  greater  speed  than  four  miles  an 
hour  within  the  town,  and  10  miles  an 
hour  along  the  line  of  road  outside  the 
town.     That  system  had  been  worked 
from  May  last,  nearly  a  year,  to  the 
satisfaction  of    everyone,   and  a  large 
number  of  people    had    been    carried 
upon  this  tramway — he  thought  some- 
thiDg  like  400,000.     There  was  no  desire 
on  the  part  of  the  public  that  any  change 
should  be  made  in  the  present  mode  of 
working  the  line.     The  Corporation  of 
Swansea   were   Petitioners  against  the 
Bill,  the  Harbour  Trustees  of  Swansea 
also  petitioned  against  it,  and  the  County 
Hoads  Board  had  again  lodged  a  Peti- 
tion against  it.      If  the    present  Bill 
passed,  by  the  incorporation  of  the  Rail- 
way Clauses  Act  of  1845,  the  owners  of 
the  line  would  have  the  power  of  con- 
verting   it    into    a     first-class    railway 
running  for  five  miles  within  a  few  feet 
of  a  turnpike  road.    Well,  beyond  that, 
the  Bill  took  power  to  obtain  possession 
of  10  acres  of  land.     The  line  ran  im- 
mediately adjoining  a  common,  which  was 
much   used   by   the  public,   and  which 
overlooked  the  Bay  of  Swansea.     The 
promoters  of  the  Bill   had  not   in  any 
way  scheduled  any  land  which  they  de- 
sired to  take  ;  but  they  simply  proposed 
in  the  Bill  to  take  power  to  buy  10  acres 
of  land,  under  the  Lands  Clauses  Con- 
solidation Act,  whi(  h  would  enable  them 
to  obtain  land  by  agreement  with  various 
easements.     But    as    this  was  common 
land   it   became  very  diflicult  to  know 
how  the  power  of  purchasing  the  land, 
and  whether  from  the  lord  of  the  manor 
or  not,  would  be  used ;  and  therefore  the 
exercise  of  these  powers  by  the  Com- 
pany would  impose  upon  the"  commoners 
a  very  serious  lawsuit  before  they  would 
be  able  to  determine  in  whose  possession 
this  land  really  was.     At  present  it  was 
in  possession  of   the  public,   and  the 
public  had  the  benefit  of  this  common 
land.     The  Corporation  of  Swansea  and 
the  local  authorities  were  desirous  that 
ihe  public  should  continue  to  have  the 

Jtr.  Su9$$y  Viuan 


benefit  of  this  common  land.     If  the 
Railway  Clauses  Act  were  incorporated 
in  the  Bill  a  further  mischief  would 
occur.     The  Board  of  Trade  would  very 
soon,  he  thought,  be  compelled  to  en- 
force the  fencing  in  of  this  railroad, 
which  ran  for  five  miles  along  one  of 
the  most  beautiful  bays  in  the  United 
Kingdom ;  and  if  that  were  done  there 
would  be  a  paling  or  fence  erected,  pro- 
bably 15  or  20  feet  in  height,  which 
would  shut  out  the  public  both  from  the 
use  of  the  common,  from  all  access  to  the 
bay,  and,  in  point  of  fact,  from  all  view 
of  it.    He  thought  these  were  broad  and 
public  grounds  why,  on  the  present  oc- 
casion, he  should  do  that  which  he  had 
never  done  before  in  the  whole  course  of 
his  Parliamentary  career — namely,  op- 
pose this  Private  Bill  upon  the  second 
reading.    As  he  had  stated,  the  question 
had  been  twice  before  the  Court  of  Chan- 
cery and  once  before  a  Committee  of  the 
House  of  Commons,  and  on  each  occa- 
sion the  decision  had  been  against  it. 
Upon  these   grounds   he   ventured    to 
oppose  the  Bill  upon  the  second  read- 
ing, so  as  to  prevent  the  g^at  expense 
to  which  the  public  must  be  put  in 
opposing  it  in  Committee.     The  County 
Itoads  Board  had  already  been  put  to 
a  very  serious  expense  in  opposing  the 
Company.     The  Corporation,  the  Har- 
bour Trustees,  and  other  public  bodies, 
besides  various  private  individuals  who 
were  interested  in  preserving  the  com- 
mon land  and  to  continue  to  use  the 
road  they  had  always  used  without  hav- 
ing their  lives  endangered,  had  also  been 
put  to  expense.     He  thought  these  wet's 
grounds  which  would  warrant  the  House 
in  taking  what  he  admitted  to  be  a  very 
strong  course — rejecting  a  Private  Bill 
on   til  ■    second    reading.      Thore  was, 
however,  another  point,  and  it  was  this. 
The  promoters  of  the  Bill  had  opposed 
ths  tocu9  standi  of  all  their  opponents,  or, 
at  any  rate,  of  a  large  number  of  them, 
on  the  ground  that  they  were  merely 
seeking    to    incorporate    the    Railway 
Clauses  Act  in  an  existing  Act  of  Par- 
liament.     The  contention  of  the  pro- 
meters  was  that  the  Petitioners  against 
the  Bill  had  no  loeus  standi  at  all  upon 
such  a  question.     It  therefore  amounted 
to  this — that  the  public,  and  the  repre- 
sentatives of   the  public,   were  to  sit 
quietly  by  and  see  all  this  mischief  done, 
and  all  the  evils  incurred,  which  he  had 
already  detailed  to  the  House,  and  they 
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wore  to  take  no  steps  to  prevent  it.  He 
felt  himself  justified,  therefore,  in  ap- 
pealing to  the  House  to  reject  the  Bill 
upon  the  second  reading.  If  the  owners 
of  the  tramway  desired  any  further 
powers  than  they  already  possessed,  let 
them  come  to  Parliament  again  with  a 
Bill  stating  in  a  straightforward  man- 
ner what  powers  they  really  desired, 
and  then  they  might  he  fairly  met ;  hut 
to  attempt  to  ohtain  these  powers  hy  a 
side-wind,  hy  merely  incorporating  an 
old  Act  of  Parliament  in  this  way,  was 
a  course  which  ought  not  to  ho  per- 
mitted hy  the  House ;  and,  under  these 
circumstances,  he  asked  the  House  to 
reject  the  Bill. 

Amendment  proposed,  to  leave  out 
the  word  "  now,"  and  at  the  end  of 
the  Question  to  add  the  words  '*  upon 
this  day  six  months.*'  —  {Mr.  Htissey 
Vivian.) 

Question  proposed,  '*That  the  word 
'  now  '  stand  part  of  the  Question." 

Mb.  DILLWYN  said,  he  thought 
that  he  ought  to  say  a  few  words  in  re- 
gard to  the  Bill,  as  he  had  the  honour 
to  he  the  Hepresentative  of  the  Borough 
of  Swansea  in  that  House,  and  it  was 
necessary  that  he  should  explain  why 
he  intended  to  support  the  Motion  which 
had  just  heen  submitted  hy  his  hon. 
Friend  the  Member  for  Glamorgan- 
shire (Mr.  Hussey  Vivian),  notwith- 
standing the  fact  that  his  (Mr.  Dillwyn*s) 
name  appeared  upon  the  back  of  the 
Bill.  Now,  he  took  it  that  whenever  a 
Member  was  asked  to  i)ut  his  name  on 
the  back  of  a  Bill,  it  was  merely  an 
official  act,  which  amounted  to  a  gua- 
rantee of  the  good  faith  and  bona  fides 
of  the  Gentlemen  who  brought  it  in. 
The  Gentlemen  who  brought  in  this 
Bill  were  most  respectable  ;  and  if  the 
measure  were  in  itself  a  good  measure, 
he  could  have  no  hesitation  in  guaran- 
teeing the  good  faith  of  those  who 
hrought  it  in.  And  that  was  what  he 
took  to  be  indicated  bj^  his  having  put 
his  name  upon  the  back  of  the  Bill. 
He  now  desired  to  say  a  word  or  two  in 
regard  to  the  merits  of  the  case.  He 
had  listened  very  attentively  to  the 
statement  which  had  been  made  by  his 
hon.  Friend.  He  (Mr.  Dillwyn)  was  in 
no  way  personally  interested  in  the 
matter,  as  he  lived  two  or  three  miles 
higher  up ;  but  he  was  bound  to  say 
that  the  Bill,  if  it  were  passed  by  Par- 


liament, would  be  a  great  invasion  of 
the  public  rights.  He  had  known  this 
line  for  more  than  60  years.  In  the 
first  instance  it  was  a  horse  tramway ; 
but  that  was  at  a  time  when  no  such 
thing  as  the  power  of  steam  had  been 
dreamt  of,  and  there  were  no  locomo- 
tives passing  along  it.  It  was  a  mere 
tramway  line,  as  described  by  his  hon^ 
Friend  the  Member  for  Glamorgan- 
shire (Mr.  Hussey  Vivian).  Of  late  the 
use  of  steam  power  had  been  sanctioned 
upon  it;  but  the  locomotives  were 
worked  under  very  stringent  conditions. 
The  present  Bill,  however,  proposed  to 
convert  the  line  into  a  bond  fide  railway. 
The  dimensions  of  the  line  had  been  by 
degrees  growing  larger  and  larger, 
until  it  was  now  running  literally  neck 
and  neck  with  the  public  road.  It  was 
only  separated  from  the  high  road  by  a 
very  short  distance ;  and  he  could  not 
but  conceive  that  the  use  of  steam  upon 
it,  without  any  controlling  conditions, 
would  be  highly  dangerous  to  the  public. 
The  line,  as  it  at  present  stood,  was 
worked  admirably  and  satisfactorily; 
but,  nevertheless,  well  as  it  was  worked, 
the  use  of  steam  upon  it  even  now  in- 
volved some  danger  and  some  obstruc- 
tion to  the  public  who  desired  to  have 
access  to  the  sea  shore.  If  it  became  a 
large  railroad,  it  would  certainly  create 
a  serious  obstruction  to  the  public  over 
the  whole  of  Swansea  Bay,  because  at 
present  this  was  the  direction  in  which 
the  people  of  Swansea  and  Mumbles 
approached  the  shore,  and  the  privileges 
now  enjoyed  by  the  public  would  be 
seriously  curtailed.  There  were  other 
grounds  of  opposition  to  the  Bill,  into 
which  he  would  not  enter,  because  they 
had  already  been  stated  by  his  hon. 
Friend.  He  had  simply  thought  it 
right  to  explain  what  he  knew  in  regard 
to  the  merits  of  the  case,  as  the  Hepre- 
sentative of  the  district  in  which  the 
line  was  situated ;  and  he  felt  bound  to 
oppose  the  second  reading  of  the  Bill. 
He  did  so  simply  upon  public  grounds, 
believing  that  he  could  not  conscien- 
tiously support  it  in  the  interests  of 
those  he  represented. 

Mr.  TOTTENHAM  remarked  that, 
having  been  a  Member  of  the  Com- 
mittee upstairs  to  whom  the  Bill  was 
referred  in  1880,  he  desired  to  say  a  few 
words.  His  attention  had  been  drawn 
to  the  similarity  between  the  ob\ec- 
:  tionable  featuxoA  oi  V!ti!^  y'^««i^\^^\^  ^^^^^ 
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that  which  was  before  the  Committee  in 
1880.  The  main  object  of  the  measure 
appeared  to  be  to  convert  an  existing 
tramway  into  a  first-class  railway,  run- 
ning alongside,  and  practically  on  the 
high  road.  It  was  opposed  by  almost 
every  person  connected  with  the  district 
in  1880 — by  the  county  authorities,  and 
by  various  Railway  Companies,  by  the 
landowners,  by  the  harbour  authorities, 
and  apparently  by  everybody  who  had 
any  interest  in  the  district.  He  thought 
that,  as  a  general  rule.  Bills  of  this 
kind  ought  to  be  referred  to  a  Com- 
mittee upstairs,  and  that  it  was  a  bad 
principle  to  throw  them  out  on  the 
second  reading  without  sending  them 
upstairs ;  but  he  was  bound  to  say  that 
the  Bill  of  1880  contained  most  objec- 
tionable features,  and  as  similar  objec- 
tionable provisions  were  included  in  the 
present  Bill,  he  thought  the  House 
ought  not  to  allow  it  to  receive  a  second 
reading. 

Mr.  MONTAGUE  GUEST  said,  he 
was  not  acquainted  with  the  proposals 
contained  in  this  particular  Bill ;  but  he 
found  that  the  hon.  Member  for  Swan- 
sea CMr.  Dillwyn),  notwithstanding  the 
fact  that  his  name  was  upon  the  back  of 
it,  intended  to  oppose  it,  and  he  thought 
that  very  few  Members  of  the  House 
would  be  found  to  support  it.  He  only 
wished  to  say  that  the  public  iu  the 
West  of  England  had  suffered  from  the 
very  same  kiud  of  thing.  He  was  ac- 
quainted with  a  case  where  a  railway 
ran  for  three  miles  alongside  a  turn- 
pike road,  and  he  had  often  experienced 
the  greatest  inconvenience  in  conse- 
quence. It  was  exceedingly  dangerous 
for  anyone  to  be  riding  or  driving  along 
the  high  road,  as  a  train  might  come  up 
quite  unexpectedly,  and  occasion  the 
greatest  danger  and  inconvenience  to 
persons  in  charge  of  young  and  fresh 
horses.  He  hoped  the  House  would 
agree  to  the  proposal  of  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Glamorganshire  (Mr.  Hussey 
Vivian),  and  reject  the  Bill,  with  a  view 
to  securing  the  safety  and  convenience 
of  the  general  public. 

Mr.  EOBEKTSON  wished  to  say  a 
word  or  two  before  the  House  came  to  a 
decision.  He  had  very  carefully  read 
the  Bill  and  the  provisions  which  it  con- 
tainedy  and  he  did  not  think  that  any  of 
those  provifiions  bore  out  the  observa- 
tioQs  which  had  been  made  in  regard  to 
ihaiiL    He  did  not  think  that  the  inoor^ 


poration  of  the  Lands  Clauses  Act  and  the 
Railway  Clauses  Act  of  1845  necessarilv 
involved  all  the  mischievous  effect  which 
the  hon.  Member  for  Glamorganshire 
(Mr.  Hussey  Vivian)  alleged   the  Bill 
would  have.    He  thought  that  the  effect 
which  the  incorporation  of  those  clauses 
would    produce  was    a    matter  which 
might  fairly  be  left  to  the  consideration 
of  a  Committee  upstairs.     In  regard  to 
the  special  case  dealt  with  by  the  Bill, 
there  was  one  fact  which  he  thought 
ought  to  be  brought  under  the  attention 
of  the  House — namely,  that  this  was  not 
a  case  of  a  tramway  or  railway  which 
sought  to  come  to  a  public  high  road, 
but  the  case  of  a  tramway  which  existed 
previously  to  the  formation  of  the  road. 
In  point  of  fact  it  was  the  case  of  a 
tramway  running  alongside  of  a  road, 
which  road  had  been  made  and  houses 
built  upon  it  solely  because  the  tramway 
existed  there.     It  was  not  the  case  of  a 
new  railroad  being  constructed  upon  a 
piece    of    land    where    there     already 
existed  a  road.     The  original  Tramway 
Act  was  passed  about  75  years  ago,  and 
the  tramway,   after  having    met  with 
various  accidents  in  the  course  of  its 
history,  at  length  became  a  very  useful 
public  highway,  carrying,  as  the  hon. 
Member  for  Glamorganshire  (Mr.  Hus- 
sey Vivian)  told  them,  about   400,000 
passengers  last  year  between  the  towns 
of  Swansea  and  Oystermouth.     It  was 
very  important,  in  regard  to  the  public 
interests,  that  the  persons  who  owned 
this    railway    should    now   obtain   the 
sanction  of  Parliament,  not  to  the  mak- 
ing of  a  new  line,  but  to  the  improve- 
ment of  the  existing  line ;   and  they 
found  that  it  was  impossible  for  them, 
under  their  present  Act,  to  deal  with 
the  question  of  rates  and  other  matters 
without  obtaining  the  incorporation  of 
these  two  Public  Acts.     The  object  of 
the  Bill  was  not  to  make  a  new  locomo- 
tive railway.     The  railway  was  a  loco- 
motive railway  already,  and  it  carried 
tbe  public  along  this  line  by  locomotive 
power.      [Mr.   Husssy  Vivian  :   Yes ; 
noiselessly.]    The  Company  were  em- 
powered to  use  noiseless  locomotives; 
but  he  believed  that,  nevertheless,  they 
did  make  a  good  deal  of  noise.    He 
thought  it  would  be  very  unwise  for  the 
House,  upon  a  mere  ex  parte  statement, 
to  reject  a  Bill  which  he  believed  capable 
of  being  made  of  great  public  utility  to 
the  whide  of  this  dutrict.  He  had  knowa 
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the  place  for  a  good  many  years,  and  he 
had  travelled  by  this  very  tramway. 
The  mere  fact  that  it  carried  400,000 
persons  in  the  course  of  the  year  out  of 
that  not  very  nice  place — Swansea — to 
Oystermouth  on  the  coast  was  a  proof  of 
the  advantage  it  conferred  upon  the 
public.  [Mr.  Dillwyn  :  Oh  !]  Perhaps 
his  hon.  Friend,  who  lived  some  distance 
out  of  Swansea,  might  think  that  it  was 
a  very  nice  place ;  but  those  who  lived  in 
the  town  and  were  subjected  to  the 
fumes  sent  forth  from  its  chimneys  cer- 
tainly wished  to  have  a  cheap  and  ready 
means  of  being  carried  away  to  Oyster- 
mouth  and  other  parts  of  the  coast.  The 
provisions  of  the  present  Bill  were  not 
the  same  as  those  of  the  Bill  of  last 
year.  Last  year  the  Company  sought 
for  compulsory  powers  to  tase  land,  and 
they  were  opposed  chiefly  by  the  Duke 
of  Beaufort,  because  they  asked  for 
compulsory  powers  over  his  land.  They 
sought  for  no  compulsory  powers  this 
year;  but  all  they  asked  for  was  that 
they  might  have  the  power  of  purchas- 
ing land  by  agreement.  In  regard  to 
the  common  land  which  had  been  spoken 
of,  it  had  existed  there  ever  since  the 
tramway  or  railway  was  formed,  and  the 
Company  sought  for  no  new  powers  with 
regard  to  it  by  the  present  Bill.  It  was 
only  by  the  consent  of  the  owners  that 
they  could  take  any  land  at  all ;  and  he 
did  not  think  it  was  an  unreasonable 
thing  for  a  Company  to  ask  to  be  al- 
lowed to  purchase  additional  land,  when 
it  was  intended  to  devote  it  to  the  con- 
venience of  the  public.  He  begged  to 
support  the  Motion  for  the  second  read- 
ing of  the  Bill. 

Mr.  BRYCE  said,  he  wished,  in  reply 
to  the  remarks  which  had  been  made  by 
the  hon.  Member  for  Shrewsbury  (Mr. 
Hobertson)  in  regard  to  the  common 
land,  to  point  out  to  the  House  the  way 
in  which  this  Bill  would  interfere  with 
the  enjoyment  of  this  common  land  by 
the  inhabitants  of  Swansea.  The  com- 
mon was  situated  between  the  existing 
road  used  by  the  Tramway  Company 
and  the  line  of  the  London  and  North- 
western Railway  Company.  Of  course, 
it  could  not  be  got  at  by  way  of  the 
London  and  North- Western  Railway, 
because  that  railway  was  fenced  off ;  but 
it  could  be  got  at  from  the  public  road  by 
crossing  the  existing  tramway.  But  if  the 
present  Bill  was  passed,  the  tramway 
would  be  turned  into  a  railway ;  and  they 


all  knew  that  sooner  or  later  the  Board  of 
Trade  would  insist  upon  the  line  being 
fenced  in  as  a  regular  railway.  In  that 
case  the  common  would  become  un- 
approachable, and  the  inhabitants  of 
Swansea  would  lose  the  enjoyment  of 
this  valuable  tract  of  common  land.  On 
these  grounds  he  hoped  the  House  would 
reject  the  Bill. 

Mr.  W.  HOLMS  said,  that  having 
been  a  Member  of  the  Committee  which 
inquired  into  the  question  of  using 
steam  power  on  tramways,  they  came 
to  the  conclusion  that  such  a  line  as 
this,  which  was  one  of  a  number  of 
tramway  schemes  submitted  to  them, 
and  was  the  case  of  an  ordinary  locomo- 
tive running  upon  a  line  for  several 
miles  alongside  a  turnpike  road,  was  ob- 
jectionable, and  that  in  such  a  case  the 
use  of  an  ordinary  locomotive  would  be 
dangerous  to  the  public.  The  Com- 
mittee did  not  object  to  a  noiseless  loco- 
motive travelling  along  the  road  at  a 
moderate  speed,  with  its  iire-box  so 
sheltered  that  the  horses  on  the  road 
were  not  likely  to  take  fright.  If  the 
Company  only  proposed  to  ask  for  such 
powers  he  had  no  doubt  that  the  House 
would  grant  them  ;  but  in  this  case  the 
Company  wanted  something  more — they 
wanted  to  run  ordinary  locomotives  on 
this  line.  He  believed  that  would  be 
dangerous  to  the  public;  and,  there- 
fore, he  should  oppose  the  second  read- 
ing of  the  Bill. 

Mr.  STANLEY  LEIGHTON  said,  he 
could  not  help  thinking  that  the  pro- 
priety of  preserving  the  common  for 
the  people  was  only  brought  forward  as 
a  sort  of  makeweight.  The  real  point 
was  the  objection  which  carriage-folk 
had  to  the  use  of  locomotives  near  roads. 
Now,  he  felt  very  strongly  indeed  that 
until  they  had  steam  power  on  every 
main  road  in  England  they  would  never 
have  proper  communication  between  the 
towns  and  country  districts.  Under  these 
circumstances,  he  should  oppose  the  un- 
usual course  which  had  been  taken  by 
the  hon.  Member  for  Glamorganshire 
(Mr.  Hussey  Vivian)  in  moving  the  re- 
jection of  the  Bill  on  the  second  reading. 

Mr.  O'SHEA  said,  he  had  no  ac- 
quaintance with  this  particular  tramway ; 
but  in  France  he  had  seen  a  similar 
tramway  running  through  the  streets  of 
Rouou,  and  it  was  worked  without  any 
danger  or  inconvenience  to  the  public^ 
No  accident  li«ud.  owixitx^^  «v.^«t  \.^\\ax^^% 
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or  to  children.  He  had  been  on  the 
Committee  last  year  which  considered 
the  question  of  the  use  of  steam  in  con- 
nection with  tramways,  and  the  pro- 
fessional witnesses  who  were  examined 
gave  strong  evidence  in  regard  to  its 
utility  and  safety.  Since  then  he  had, 
as  he  had  already  stated,  seen  one  of 
these  tramway  locomotives  running  along 
the  streets,  and  he  was  not  aware  that 
any  accident  had  ever  occurred. 

Sir  JOSEPH  M*KENNA  said,  the 
remarks  of  his  hon.  Friend  the  Member 
for  Clare  County  (Mr.  O'Shea)  had  re- 
ference to  something  quite  distinct  from 
the  question  now  before  the  House.  It 
was  not  a  question  of  establishing  a 
tramway  similar  to  the  tramways  in 
Bouen — with  which  he  (Sir  Joseph 
M'Kenna)  was  quite  familiar;  but  the 
object  of  the  Bill  was  to  obtain  the 
sanction  of  Parliament  to  the  conversion 
of  an  old  tramway  road  into  a  railroad 
with  the  use  of  ordinary  locomotives 
upon  it.  He  could  conceive  nothing 
more  objectionable  than  such  a  conver- 
sion. All  hon.  Member  who  had  spoken 
in  defence  of  the  Bill  (Mr.  Robertson) 
said  that  the  public  highway  had  come 
to  the  tramway.  That  was  quite  correct ; 
but  the  public  highway  did  not  come  to 
a  railway,  and  what  the  promoters  of 
the  Bill  now  sought  was  to  convert  this 
tramway  into  a  railway.  The  conse- 
quence would  then  be  that  they  would 
have  a  common  high  road  carried  along- 
side, not  of  a  tramway,  but  of  a  tramroad 
converted  into  a  railway  with  ordinary 
steam  locomotives  running  over  it.  He 
could  conceive  nothing  more  objection- 
able than  to  allow,  by  a  side-wind — for 
this  was  in  reality  a  Parliamentary  side- 
wind— a  tramway  to  be  made  into  a  rail- 
road between  two  important  districts,  and 
to  carry  it  alongside  a  public  high  road. 
Personally,  he  knew  nothing  of  this 
district ;  but  it  was  for  the  public  in- 
terests that  every  hon.  Member  should 
carefully  consider  every  proposal  of  this 
nature  that  was  submitted  to  the  House. 
It  would  be  most  objectionable  in  prin- 
ciple to  allow,  under  cover  of  a  Private 
Bill,  the  incorporation  of  Public  Acts 
which  would  effect  a  great  radical  change 
in  the  character  of  the  property  affected 
by  it.  If  this  tramway  was  in  the  posi- 
tion of  a  tract  of  country  in  regard  to 
which  it  was  desired,  for  the  first  time, 
to  oonstruot  a  railroad,  all  interests  being 
compenmM,  and  there  being  no  public 

Mr.  <yah$a 


danger,  he  would  have  nothing  to  say  in 
opposition  to  the  introduction  of  an  in- 
dependent Bailway  BiU ;  but  the  present 
case  was  very  different  in  every  respect, 
and  he  hoped  the  House  would  reject 
the  Bill. 

Question  put. 

The  House  divided: — Ayes  55  ;  Noes 
161 :  Majority  106.--(Div.  List,  No.  54.J 

Words  added. 

Main  Question,  as  amended,  put,  and 
agreed  to. 

Second  Beading  put  off  for  six  months. 
Q  UE  8TI0NS. 

PROTECTION  OF  PERSON  AND  PRO- 
PERTY (IRELAND)  ACT,  1881— TREAT- 
MENT OFPERSONS  ARRESTED  UNDER 
THE  ACT. 

Mr.  BEDMOND  asked  the  Chief  Se- 
cretary to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ire- 
land, Whether  his  attention  has  been 
called  to  numerous  complaints  made 
by  the  relatives  and  friends  of  the 
suspects  in  Eilmainham  as  to  the 
difficulty  of  obtaining  admittance  to 
visit  them;  whether  it  is  a  fact  that, 
owing  to  the  deficient  number  of  war- 
ders, it  frequently  happens  that  only  one 
visit  can  take  place  in  that  prison  at  one 
time;  and,  whether  he  wUl  take  care 
that  the  number  of  officials  be  so  in- 
creased that,  when  necessary,  at  least 
three  or  four  visits  can  take  place  simul- 
taneously in  the  prison  ? 

Mb.  sexton  wished  to  ask  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman,  at  the  same  time,  whe- 
ther he  was  aware  that  each  visit  occu- 
pied nearly  20  minutes,  and  that  not  a 
fourth  of  the  "  suspects  "  could  receive 
daily  visits  ? 

Mb.  W.  E.  FOESTER  :  I  must  ask 
the  hon.  Member  for  Sligo  to  g^ve  Notice 
of  his  Question.  As  regards  the  Ques- 
tion of  the  hon.  Member  for  New  Boss, 
it  is  not  the  fact  that  at  Kilmainham 
only  one  visit  can  take  place  at  a  time. 
Four  warders  are  employed  especially 
for  visits,  and  prisoners  may  be  seen  in 
the  infirmary  at  the  same  time. 

Mb.  BEDMOND  said,  that,  in  conse- 
quence of  the  answer  of  the  right  hon. 
G-entleman,  he  begged  to  give  Notice 
that  he  would  ask  lum,  in  two  or  three 
days  time,  to  reconsider  the  matter  and 
inquire  into  it.  He  oould  state,  from 
Ills  personal  knowledge,  that   Tiutors 
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■were  kept  waiting  a  considerable  time. 

[''Orderly 

Mr.  speaker  :  The  hon.  Member 
is  aware  that,  in  giving  Notice  of  a 
Question,  he  cannot  enter  into  matters 
of  debate. 

Mr.  EEDMOND  said,  he  felt  so 
strongly  on  this  matter  that,  in  order  to 
put  himself  in  Order,  he  would  conclude 
with  a  Motion  for  the  adjournment  of 
the  House.  ['*  Oh,  oh  !"]  He  had  no 
desire  whatever  to  inflict  this  Motion 
upon  the  House ;  but  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  was  misinformed  on  this 
matter  as  upon  others.  He  (Mr.  Red- 
mond) could  state  positively  that  he  had 
himself  been  kept  waiting  as  long  as  an 
hour,  and  had  then  to  go  away  from 
Kilmainham  without  paying  the  visit  he 
went  there  to  pay.  This  was  because 
there  were  not  sufficient  warders  in 
Kilmainham  to  enable  more  than  two 
visitors  to  go  in  at  the  same  time.  In 
Kilmainham  complaints  had  been  made 
to  him  by  some  of  the  warders  that  they 
were  short-handed  ever  since  the  Coer- 
cion Act  had  been  in  force  ;  they  had 
complained  to  him  that  their  work  had 
been  doubled ;  and,  as  far  as  the  pri- 
soners were  concerned,  very  few  of  them 
were  able  to  receive  visits  during  the 
day  at  all.  That  was  a  matter  which 
touched  them  very  materially.  There 
were  men  in  Kilmainham  Gaol  whose 
homes  were  hundreds  of  miles  away — 
men  whose  relatives  could  only  afford  to 
make  the  journey  once  during  the  full 
term  of  their  imprisonment,  and,  in 
consequence  of  that  delay,  were  obliged 
sometimes  to  spend  two  or  three  days  in 
Dublin  before  they  could  see  their  friends, 
and  sometimes  they  had  to  leave  without 
seeing  them  at  nil.  He  made  that  state- 
ment on  the  authority  of  the  officials  of 
the  prison,  who  had  stated  that  they 
were  short-handed  and  their  work  was 
doubled,  and  that  they  had  received  no 
extra  remuneration  of  any  kind.  He 
did  not  think  he  was  called  upon  to 
make  any  apology  for  intruding  his  Mo- 
tion at  that  time  of  the  evening  in  a 
matter  that  affected  very  closely  the  wel- 
fare of  a  number  of  Irishmen.  Every 
poor  man  in  the  clutches  of  the  right 
hon .  Gentleman  was  deprived  of  the  visits 
of  his  friends,  because  in  many  cases 
he  had  removed  them  as  far  as  he  could 
from  home.  Then  they  had  this  economy, 
he  supposed,  which  made  provision  for 
only  two  or  three  viaits  taking  place.  He 


spoke  of  these  matters  firom  personal 
knowledge,  and  let  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman now  stand  up  and  assure  him 
that  he  would  have  further  inquiry  made 
into  this  matter.  Let  him  state  that  if 
the  officials  were  short-handed  in  Kil- 
mainham, or  in  any  of  the  other  prisons, 
he  would  see  that  the  prisoners  were  not 
allowed  to  suffer  anything  in  conse- 
quence. He  begged  to  move  the  ad- 
journment of  the  House. 

Mr.  SEXTON,  in  seconding  the  Mo- 
tion, said,  he  was  actuated  in  doing  so 
by  the  desire  to  refer  to  a  letter  he  had 
received  in  reference  to  the  Limerick 
Prison.     The  right  hon.  Gentleman  had 
told  them  repeatedly  that  complaints 
should  be  made  to  the  Prisons  Board ; 
but  he  could  assure  the  House  that  such 
complaints  had  been  made  again  and 
again,  and  that  they  had  been  treated 
with  silent  disregard.     The  writer  of  the 
letter  was  a  prisoner  in  Kilmainham. 
He  stated  that  the  arrangements  for 
visits  were  very  inadequate.  Four  hours 
a  day  were  allowed  for  visits,  and  a 
quarter  of  an  hour  for  each  visit.  There 
were  men  in  the  prison    from  Clare, 
Kerry,  Limerick,  Tipperary,  Cork,  and 
Waterford ;  and  friends  of  those  in  the 
immediate  neighbourhood  got  tickets  at 
an  earlier  date  than  those  far  away,  who 
were  constantly  disappointed,  though  the 
others,  in  many  instances,  gave  way  in 
their  ifavour.     The  number  of  visitors 
averaged  44  or  45  a  day;  but  only  about 
four  visits  could  take  place.     He  wished 
to  point  out  to  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
that  that  was  virtually  a  repeal  of  the 
rule  of  the  Lord  Lieutenant,  which  laid 
down  that  each  prisoner  should  receive 
one  visit  per  day.     The  writer  of  the 
letter  from  which  he  had  quoted  went  on 
to  say  that  there  wore  two  objectionable 
closets  situated  near  the  end  of  the  cell, 
one  of  which   occasionally   overflowed. 
He  had  called  the  attention  of  the  Go- 
vernor, the  doctor,  and  the  Prisons  Board 
to  it ;   but  the  nuisance  had  not  been 
remedied.     He  had  recently  spoken  to 
the  doctor  again,  and  his  reply  was  that 
the  whole  of  the  sanitary  arrangements 
were  about  to  be  remodelled.     The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  had  spoken  as  to  the 
manner  in  which  complaints  should  be 
made.     He  might  say  that  yesterday  he 
had  written  to  the  Chief  Secretary  in  re- 
ference to  the  subject  of  visits,  and  he 
supposed  the  letter  was  treated  as  wer^ 
the  other  complaints. 
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Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
*'  That  this  House  do  now  adjourn." — 
{Mr.  Redmond,) 

Mr.  W.  E.  FORSTEE  said,  that  if  the 
hon.  Member  had  sent  him  a  copy  of  the 
letter  he  would  have  instituted  an  in- 
quiry into  the  matter. 

Mr.  sexton  said,  that  a  copy  of  the 
letter  was  sent  to  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man by  the  writer. 

Mr.  W.  E.  FORSTER  said,  he  had 
not  seen  any  such  letter.  [^Criei  of 
'*  Stopped !  "]  Perhaps  the  hon.  Member 
would  now  send  him  a  copy  of  the  letter. 
He  would  have  an  inquiry  made  into  the 
truth  of  the  statements.  With  regard 
to  the  speech  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
New  Ross,  he  desired  to  say  likewise 
that  if  the  hon.  Member  would  send  him 
particulars  of  the  day  on  which  he.  was 
detained  he  would  institute  inquiries  and 
see  if  there  were  any  reasons  for  the  de- 
tention. Without  being  acquainted  with 
dates  and  particulars  he  could  not  give 
answers  to  complaints.  There  must  be 
some  limit  with  regard  to  the  liberty 
of  prisoners  to  receive  visits.  In  every 
possible  way  reasonable  visits  ought  to 
be  allowed.  If  the  hon.  Member  would 
send  him  particulars  of  his  complaints 
now,  that  would  give  him  an  opportunity 
of  testing  how  far  visits  to  *' suspects" 
were  available.  Had  the  particulars  been 
sent  a  few  days  ago  the  Question  might 
now  be  answered  without  delay. 

Mr.  HEALY  remarked  that,  in  reply 
to  some  Questions  from  him,  the  Prime 
Minister  recently  made  a  similar  demand 
for  particulars.  They  did  not  feel  that 
there  was  the  slightest  use  in  sending 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  any  letters  of 
particulars,  for  this  reason.  The  right 
lion.  Gentleman  would  merely  send  those 
letters  to  the  incriminated  parties — the 
prison  officials — and  the  incriminated 
parties  would,  as  a  matter  of  course, 
deny  everything  that  had  been  alleged, 
and  this  stereotyped  reply  would  be  laid 
before  the  House  as  the  conclusion  of  this 
matter.  If  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
would  undertake  to  select  an  independent 
person — so  indiffereut  was  he  as  to  who 
the  person  was,  provided  he  was  inde- 
pendent and  removed  out  of  the  sphere 
of  the  prison  officials,  that  he  had  no 
objection  even  to  the  hon.  and  lecurned 
Member  for  Bridport  (Mr.  Warton) — 
and  request  him  to  ko  to  any  of  the 
prisons  in  Ireland  and  inquire  into  the 
grievances  of  the  prisoners,  they  would 


be  content.     They  wonld  then  send  to 
the    right    hon.  Gentleman    oceans  of 
correspondence.      To  provide    for  the 
visiting  of  each  **  suspect  "every  day  was 
a  mere  matter  of  mechanical  arrange- 
ment.    The  answer  of  the  right    hon. 
Gentleman  was — *' We  must  only  make 
the  best  arrangements  we  can."     That 
was    not    a    proper    answer.      Proper 
arrangements  should  be  made  for  the 
carrying  out  of  the  rules  which  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  laid  on  the  Table  of  the 
House.   A  quarter  of  an  hour  was  surely 
short  enough  for  a  man  in  prison  to  be 
allowed  to  see  and  speak  with  his  wife 
or   his    friends    without   restricting  it. 
There  were,  perhaps,  100  men  in  Lime- 
rick   Prison.     The    Governor    of    that 
prison  was  a  man  whose  conduct  was 
notoriously  bad,   against  whom    many 
complaints  had  been   made,   and  who, 
owing  to  some  of  those  complaints,  had 
been  transferred  from  certain  prisons. 
He  provided  only  one    cell    for  visits, 
which  prevented  most  of  the  prisoners 
receiving  their  friends  for  the  miserable 
quarter  of  an  hour  that  the  rules  allowed. 
Suppose  complaints  were  sent  in  refer- 
ence to  that  prison  to  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman,  he  would  forward  them  to 
Governor  Eager,  who  would  deny  every 
one  of  them,  and  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man   would    read   his    denials    to  the 
House.     If   the   Government    so    con- 
ducted   themselves     towards     English- 
men, their  life  as  a  Government  would 
not    be    worth    a    minute's    purchase. 
But  because  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
knew  his  majority  did  not  depend  on  the 
Irish  Members,  little  attention  was  paid 
to  their  complaints.      Their  only  object 
and  hope   in    bringing    forwai^d   these 
complaints  was  to  try  and  shame  him 
before  the  country  and  before  Europe 
into  something  like  a  compliance  with 
his  own  rules. 

Mr.  JUSTIN  MCCARTHY  wished 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  to  state  plainly 
whether  he  would  make  suitable  ar- 
rangements for  the  carrying  out  of  his 
own  rules,  so  that  every  prisoner  might 
receive  a  visit  each  day  ?  Asking  to 
have  these  arrangements  made  was  not 
putting  forward  any  unreasonable  re- 
quest. 

Mr.  W.  E.  FORSTER  could  oidy  say 
that  the  rules  were  put  to  the  House 
regulating  the  visits.  Whether  other 
arrangements  for  the  prisoners  ooold  be 
made  he  could  not  say ;  but  if  he  found 
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that  visits  could  be  multiplied  in  a 
manner  consistent  with  the  character 
and  fi^ood  management  of  the  prison,  he 
would  endeavour  to  see  that  it  should  be 
carried  out.  He  would  try  and  discover 
what  other  arrangements  could  be  de- 
vised for  enabling  prisoners  to  receive 
visits  from  their  friends ;  and  if  he  found 
they  could  be  multiplied  he  would  do  so. 

Mr.  BIQGAR  said,  that,  although 
certain  rules  were  laid  down  for  visit- 
ing, those  rules  could  not  be  effectually 
carried  out  by  the  machinery  which  now 
existed  in  the  prisons.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  said  he  wished  to  bring  his 
rules  into  effective  operation  ;  but  it 
seemed  to  him  that  the  House  gave  him 
power  to  form  his  own  opinion,  and  to 
supply  the  means  of  carrying  his  rules 
into  operation.  There  was  not  the 
slightest  use  in  laying  rules  upon  the 
Table  of  the  House  if  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  was  to  have  the  power  of 
considering  whether  he  would  put  them 
in  reasonable  and  fair  operation.  The 
Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland  heard  the 
complaints  of  the  hon.  Member  for  New 
Ross  (Mr.  Eedmond)  as  if  he  were  cross- 
examining  an  expert  witness  at  the  Old 
Bailey  ;  and  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
seemed  to  raise  a  doubt  as  to  whether 
the  statements  of  the  hon.  Member  were 
true.  He  did  not  think  that  was  a 
proper  way  in  which  such  complaints 
should  be  treated  by  a  responsible  Mi- 
nister of  the  Crown.  In  past  times  they 
were  told  if  they  had  any  complaints  to 
make  against  the  treatment  of  prisoners 
those  complaints  should  be  made  to  the 
prison  authorities.  But  now  he  said  a 
complaint  to  the  authorities  should  be 
sent  through  a  Member  of  Parliament, 
who  coiJd  send  it  to  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman, who  could  then  form  his  own 
conclusion  upon  it.  Was  that,  he  asked, 
a  legitimate  and  proper  mode  of  carrying 
out  the  duties  of  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man's Office?  They  knew,  as  an  hon. 
Member  opposite  told  them  the  other 
night,  that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
was  ignorant.  [**  Order!"]  But  there 
was  no  reason  why  he  should  be  igno- 
rant of  the  Correspondence  that  came 
into  his  Office,  for  he  ought  to  be  ac- 
quainted with  all  his  official  duties. 

Mr.  MITCHELL  HENRY  :  What  I 
said  was  that  people  who  had  heard  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman's  speech  at  Tulla- 
more  probably  said,  as  they  went  home 
f— "  He  is  very  ignorant ;  but  he  means 


well."  On  that  ground  they  would  ezouae 
many  things  that  he  did.  I  believe  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  knows  a  great 
deal  more  than  he  chooseB  to  tell  us. 

Mr.  REDMOND,  in  asking  leave  to 
withdraw  his  Motion,  said,  the  Chief 
Secretary  for  Ireland  had  stated  that  he 
would  look  into  this  matter  and  see  if 
he  could  not  do  somethine  to  make  his 
rules  work  better — that  he  would  do 
what  he  could  to  have  those  rules 
carried  out,  so  that  every  prisoner,  as 
far  as  possible,  and  so  far  as  was  con- 
sistent with  the  discipline  and  the  good 
management  of  the  prison,  should  be 
able  to  avail  himself  of  the  rules,  which 
provided  that  each  prisoner  should  be 
visited  as  often  as  possible.  He  would 
not  raise  the  question  again  for  some 
time.  He  would  wait  and  see  if  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  would  facilitate 
those  visits;  but  if,  after  Easter,  they 
found  he  had  not  been  able  to  do  any- 
thing in  that  direction,  he  and  his 
Friends  on  that  side  of  the  House  would 
do  all  they  could  to  force  the  matter 
upon  the  attention  of  the  House. 

Motion,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

THE  ROYAL  IRISH  CONSTABULARY- 

PROMOTION. 

Major  O'BEIRNE  asked  the  Chief 
Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ire- 
land, If  promotion  in  the  lower  grades 
of  the  Royal  Irish  Constabulary  is  regu- 
lated by  selection  exclusively  without 
any  regard  to  seniority,  and  if  it  is  a 
fact  that  such  promotion  is  entirely  in 
the  gift  of  sub-inspectors  and  county  in- 
spectors, without  the  right  of  appeal,  in 
such  cases,  where  a  sub-constable  con- 
siders he  has  been  unjustly  passed  over 
for  promotion,  and  is  it  left  to  the  dis- 
cretion of  the  county  inspectors  and 
sub-inspectors  of  each  county  to  fix  their 
own  standard  of  age  for  promotion, 
and  up  to  what  age  are  sub-constables 
deemed  eligible  for  promotion  to  the 
higher  grades ;  and,  whether  he  will  place 
upon  the  Table  of  the  House  a  Return 
of  the  sub -constables,  promoted  to  the 
rank  of  acting  constables  and  head 
constables  respectively,  within  the  last 
twelve  months,  stating  their  period  of 
service,  conduct,  and  the  different  re- 
ligious denominations  to  which  they  re- 
spectively belong,  and  the  number  of 
sub-constables  unpromotcd  from.  VI  \!^ 
20  year«'  ftQivioe,  «^^QAl^vci^>i>Aft  ^^^t^^x* 
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religions  denominations  to  which  thej  an  erarbitant  amonnt  of  relief  given  to 

belong,  and  likewise  the  religious  de-  a  suspect's  family.    The  relieviDg  officer 

nomination  of   each  anh-iDspector  and  considered  8«.  a-week  sufficient ;  and  al- 

oountj  inspector  under  whom  they  have  though  that  was  the  average  now  paid 

served  f  in  similar  cases,  the  Guardians  persisted 

Uk.  W.  E.  F0R8TER,  in  reply,  said,  in  giving  £1  a-week.    The  Guaidiana' 

it  was  not  the  fact  that  promotion  was  power  of  giving  relief  was  subject  to  the 

exercised  in  the  manner  referred  to  in  auditor's  power  of  surchaigiing  them, 
the  Question.    The  Betum  which  the 

hon.  Member  ask^  for  would  be  laid  on  jHE  BOTAL  IRISH  CONSTABULART- 
tbe  lable  of  the  House.  ^ASE  OF  RCB-COKSTABLB  WALSH. 
Subsequently—  Mr.  HEALT  asked  the  Chief  Secre- 
Mb.  W.  J.  COBBET  asked  the  Chiei  tary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ire- 
Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  ol  land,  If  he  could  state  why  was  ex-sub- 
Ireland,  If  he  can  state  the  number  of  constable  Walsh  not  paid  his  expenses 
first-lass  head  oonBtables  of  the  Royal  for  attendance  as  a  witness  at  the  Cork 
Irish  Constabulary  who  have  been  pro-  Winter  Assizes,  from  the  5th  December 
moted  to  the  rank  of  sub-inspector  since  ^  ^^^  ^Ist  December  ^when  the  assizes 
the  1 6th  of  January  last;  and,  whether  were  adjourned),  and  from  the  3rd 
the  vocanciN  created  have  been  filled  by  January  to  1 6th  January,  notwithstand- 
the  promotion  of  the  senior  second-class  ingthat  bis  certificate  of  attendance  was 
bead  constables  to  be  first-class  from  the  signed  by  the  Crown  Solicitor  for  the 
same  date ;  and,  if  not,  if  he  would  state  fi"t  period  ;  if  he  will  state  why  Walsh 
why?  was  ordered  from  Cork  on  10th  Febni- 
Mb.  W.  E.  FORSTKB,  in  reply,  said,  ^^i  ^t  his  own  expense,  to  Kanturk, 
no  promotion  from  the  rank  of  head  vhere  he  was  informed  of  his  discharge, 
oooetable  to  that  of  Sub-Inspector  had  when  he  might  have  been  informed  of 
been  made  since  the  16th  of  January  his  discharge  in  Cork,  and  save  the  ex* 
last.  Six  promotions  were  made  on  that  pense  of  such  transfer,  having  been  at 
day.  The  vacancies  caused  therebycould  the  time  stationed  at  Zuokey  Street  Sta- 
not  be  filled  up  at  once ;  bat  several  pro  l^>on<  Cork;  and,  whether  any  Instruc- 
motions  had  been  m^e  since  the  let  tions  will  be  given  to  moke  good  what 
instant.  the  man  was  out  of  pocket  ? 

Ma.  W.  E.  FOHSTER,  in  r«ply,  said, 

PBOTECTION  OF   PERSON   AND   PRO-  the  Crown  Solicitor  informed  him  that  he 

PERTT   (IRELAND)    ACT,    1881-OUT.  distinctly  refused  to  give  Walsh  a  certifi- 

DOOR  REUEF  TO  FAMILIES  OF  PKI-  cate,  inasmuch  as  he  was  not  examined 

SONERS  CONFINED  UNDER  THE  ACT.  for  the  Crown.  Heoould  not  say  whether 

Mb.  BIGGAE  asked  the  Chief  Secre-  he  signed  the  certificate  for  attendance 

taT7   to  the  Ix.rd  Lieutenant  of  Ire-  "P""'*^  **•«  '"*"     ^^  ^«  .^}^  «*•  '*  ™ 

land,  Whether,  on  7th  ultimo,  Auditor  "''.'^^  sri-oneoue  supposition  that  the 

McHugh  surehai^ed   the  Chairman  of  Sl'J'-<-o ""table  was  a  witness  on  behalf 

Maoroom  Union  £2  8*.  for  alleged  "ex-  '^ „    *^ p't'V i.     t    •.       ■ 
orbitant  "  outdoor  relief  to  a  suspect 's        "?/  HEALY  :  Is  it  quite  unusual  to 

family;  whether,  as  they  were  previously  payt*'e  expenses  of  witnesses  who  attend 

in    respectable  circumstances,  he  could  ^  give  evidence,  otherwme  than  on  the 

state  upon  what  principle  the   auditor  ^"^  ***  w    I-""^^t>oti:^      m..       ■ 

deo;ded'£Ia-week\n  exorbitant  sum  to  ,    **,"■  W    E.  E0E8TEB :    That  is  a 

maintain  a  family  upon  ;  whether  there  '^^  question  that  I  cannot  answer. 
is  any,  and  what,  limit  to  the  guardians' 

power  to  grant  outdoor  relief  in  money  STATE  OF  IRELAND— SEIZURE  OF  THE 
to   poor    persons  (not  farmers);    and,        "IRISH  WORLD-  NEWSPAPER, 
whether  the  auditor's  power  of  surcharge        Mr.    HEALY    asked    Mr.    Attorney 

is  absolute,  and,  in  case  of  refusal  by  the  General   for  Ireland,  Under  what  Act 

guardians  to  pay  the  surchaige,  what  of  Parliament  the  Lord  Lieutenant  has 

means  can  be  taken  to  compel  them  ?  issued  a  warrant  for  the  seizure  of  ths 

Mb.  W.  E.  FOBSTEB,  in  reply,  said,  "IrishWorld,"  in  the  post;  and,  whether 

that  the  anroharge  in  question  was  im-  there  is  any  objection  to  lay  upon  the 

jmwd  bCMtife  the  audiUn  coand«t«d  it  £&hlQ  &  Copy  of  the  warrant  ? 
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The  attorney    GENEHAL  fob  Mb.  W.  E.  FOHSTEH,  in  reply,  uid, 

IRELAND  (Mr.  W.  M.   Johnson),  in  that  all  the  informatioii  required  by  the 

reply,  said,  that  he  must  refer  the  hon.  Statate  was  laid  before  the  House  in  this 

Member  to  the  anairer  which  he  had  al-  cose,  and  he  saw  no  snffioient  reason  for 

ready  ^ven  to  a  similar  Question.  presenting  any  further  information. 


PEACE     PRESEHVATION     ACTS     (IBB- 
LAND)   1848    TO    1882  — NDMBER    OF 
PRISONERS  AT  ANT  ONE  PERIOD. 
Mr.  HEALY  aaked  the  Chief  Secre- 
tary to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland, 
If  he  wilt  state  the  greatest  total  num- 
ber of  persons  confined  at  any  one  time 
under  Acts  for  the  Suspension  of  Habeas 
Corpus  in  Ireland,   in   the   years  from 
1848  to  \66'2? 

Mk.  W.  E.  FOfiSTER,  in  reply,  said. 
that  the  Returns  were  only  made  up  to 
1866,  and  that  the  greatest  number  from 
1848  to  I8fifi  wflsfi69. 

PROTECTION  OF  rERS(}N  AND  PRO. 
PERTY  (IRELAND)  ACT,  1881  —  AR- 
REST OF  SIR.  THOMAS  MAHONEY. 
Mr.  HEALY  ashed  the  Chief  Secre- 
tary to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland, 
If  he  would  have  any  objection  to  lay 
upon  the  Table  Copies  of  the  warrant 
under  which  Mr.  Thomas  Mahonej, 
Clerk  of  Union  Castleoomer,  woe  ar- 
rested on  I5th  December  I8B1  ;  of  the 
warrant  given  by  the  sub-inspector  in 
Castlecomer  to  the  constable  who  had 
charge  of  Mr.  Mahonoy  from  Ballyragget 
to  Naaa ;  of  explanation  why  he  was  re- 
fused admission  into  Naas  Qaol  on  his 
arrival  there  in  charge  of  the  Constabu- 
lary on  the  16th  December;  of  autho- 
rity of  the  Constabulary  authorities  in 
Naas  for  detainiDg  him  iu  the  police 
barrack  there  during  the  night  of  the 
16th  December,  instead  of  being  lodged 
in  Naas  Oaol,  as  directed  by  warrant 
under  which  he  was  arrested  ;  of  Corre- 
spondence which  took  place  between 
the  Local  Qovemment  Board  and  Mr. 
Mahoney  on  the  subject  of  his  arrest; 
of  Correspondence  between  the  Board  of 
Guardians  of  Caatlecomer  Union  and  the 
Local  Qovemment  Board,  including  re- 
solutions in  Mr.  Mahoney's  favour  on 
the  subject  of  his  arrest;  of  Resolution 
of  the  Board  of  Guardians  of  the  Athy 
Union  of  the  aiat  December  last  on  the 
subject  of  hia  arrest ;  of  Mr.  Mahoney's 
Letter  of  the  2tJth  December,  written  to 
the  Chief  Secretary  from  Naas  Prison; 
and,  of  the  order  for  his  release,  dated 
4tli  January  18S2? 


pupil  t 
factoril 


EDUCATION  DEPARTMENT-TRAINlNa 
COLLEGES. 

Mr.  LYULPH  STANLEY  asked  the 
Vice  President  of  the  Council,  Whether 
his  attention  has  been  called  to  a  Letter 
from  the  School  Board  for  London,  dated 
27th  January  last,  addressed  to  the  Edu- 
cation Department,  complaining  of  the 
difficulties  under  which  Board  School 
pupil  teachers  labour  in  seeking  admis- 
sion to  training  colleges,  and  asking  for 
relief;  and,  whether  he  is  preparM  to 
propose  any  alteration  which  may  secure 
full  opportunities  of  training,  with  pro- 
tection for  the  righto  of  conscience,  to 
teachers  who  have  passed  satis- 

itorily  the  scholarship  examination, 
but  who  are  excluded  from  college  by 
the  action  of  the  college  authorities,  and 
by  their  regulations  ? 

Mb.  MUNDELLA  :  The  letter  of  the 
London  School  Board  is  still  under  the 
consideration  of  the  Department,  to- 
gether with  the  whole  question  of  Train- 
ing Colleges.  The  best  way  of  securing 
the  relief  to  which  the  hon.  Member 
refers  is  by  increasing  the  accommoda- 
tion in  the  Undenomiuational  Colleges. 
The  deficiency  ia  mainly,  if  not  exclu- 
sively, confined  to  the  female  Colleges ; 
and  I  am  happy  to  be  able  to  state  that 
there  are  proposals  now  before  the 
Department  which  will  go  far  towards 
supplying  it.  I  have  had  communica- 
tions from  the  principals  of  the  Unde- 
nominational Colleges  for  male  teachers, 
to  the  effect  that  they  have  already 
considerable  difBculty  in  placing  their 
students  at  their  completion  of  their 
term,  and  that  thej  are  not  desirous  of 
increasing  their  number  in  training,  as 
the  supply  is  already  in  excess  of  the 
demand. 

PROTECTION  OF  PEE80N  AND  PRO- 
PERTY (IRELAND)ACT,  1881-AHREST 
OP  MR.  EDMDND  BURKE,  MR.  WIL. 
LIAM  HYSES,  AND  MR.  THOMAS 
M'MAHON. 

Mb.  O'SHEA  asked  the  Chief  Secre- 
tary to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ire- 
land, Whether  Mr.  Eloiund  Bmk«, 
Mr.  Willittu\  H.7tv66,  m\4.  ■>!«. '\Xtfn».w 
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McMabon,  who  were  arrested  on  the  9th 
instant  at  Miltownmalbay,  county  Clare, 
or  any  of  them,  were  amongst  those 
shopkeepers  who  were  lately  threatened 
by  Mr.  Clifford  Lloyd,  Superior  Resi- 
dent Magistrate,  with  imprisonment  if 
they  refused  to  sell  goods,  within  three 
days  and  thenceforward,  to  a  certain  per- 
son named  by  him  ;  whether,  in  making 
that  threat,  Mr.  Clifford  Lloyd  accused 
any,  and,  if  so,  which,  of  the  above- 
named  suspects  of  intimidating  others 
from  selling  to  the  person  in  question ; 
and,  if  he  could  state  what  is  the  num- 
ber of  the  inhabitants  of  Miltownmalbay 
according  to  the  last  census ;  and,  what 
is  the  number  of  suspects  from  that  place 
at  present  in  gaol? 

Mr.  W.  E.  FOESTER,  in  reply,  said, 
there  had  been  a  conspiracy  in  Miltown- 
Malbay  to  ruin  a  lady,  and  dqprive  her 
of  the  very  necessaries  of  life.  The  re- 
sident magistrate  considered  that  he  had 
reasonable  grounds  for  suspecting  that 
two  persons,  named  Hynes  andM'Mahon, 
were  engaged  in  that  conspiracy;  and 
he  sent  for  them,  and  warned  them  that 
if  they  did  not  at  once  cease  their  illegal 
practices  the  law  would  be  put  in  ope- 
ration against  them.  The  number  of 
"  suspects "  at  present  confined  from 
Miltown-Malbay  was  21,  and  the  popu- 
lation, according  to  the  last  Census,  was 
1,362.  The  House  was  aware  that  an 
unoffending  old  man  in  the  service  of 
the  lady  in  question  was  shot  in  cold 
blood  at  his  fireside. 

Mr.  0*8  he  a  asked  whether  Messrs. 
Hynes,  Burke,  and  M'Mahon  were  sus- 
pected of  having  anything  to  do  with 
the  murder  of  the  old  man  ;  because  he 
thought  it  was  unfair  that  the  circum- 
stances should  be  alluded  to  in  an  answer 
respecting  them  ? 

Mr.  W.  E.  FORSTER  said,  he  was 
not  aware  of  any  suspicion  against  the 
parties  mentioned  in  connection  with  the 
murder  of  the  old  man  in  question. 

NEW  ZEALA.ND  — DESTRUCTION  OF 
GROWING  CROPS  OF  TIIE  MAORIES 
BV  THE  POLICE. 

Mr.  LABOUCHERE  asked  the  Under 
Secretary  of  State  for  the  Colonies,  Whe- 
ther he  has  received  information  that 
the  New  Zealand  constabulary  has  lately 
been  employed  to  destroy  the  growing 
crops  of  the  Maories ;  and,  if  so,  whe- 
ther he  intends  to  take  any  official  notice 
of  these  acts? 

Mr.  <ys/m 


^  Mb.  COURTNEY,  in  reply,  said,  that 
the  Colonial  Office  had  no  official  in- 
formation on  the  subject ;  but  he  found, 
from  private  sources,  that  something  of 
the  kind  was  done  in  respect  of  about 
40  acres  of  Maori  crops.  Of  course,  the 
action  of  the  Constabulary  of  New  Zea- 
land was  under  the  direction  of  the  New 
Zealand  Government,  which  was  respon- 
sible to  the  New  Zealand  Parliament. 


LIGHTHOUSE  SYSTEM  OF  THE  UNITED 
KINGDOM— METHOD  OF  ADVER- 
TISING FOR  REQUIREMENTS. 

llu.  SEXTON  (for  Mr.  Dawson)  asked 
the  President  of  the  Board  of  Trade,  If 
it  is  the  case  that  advertisements  for  the 
requirements  of  the  English  lighthouse 
service  are  not  published  in  the  Irish 
papers,  whereas  those  for  the  Irish  ser- 
vice are  advertised  in  the  English  and 
Scotch  papers  ;  and,  if  contractors  from 
Ireland  who  contract  for  work  for  Eng- 
land are  required  by  the  Trinity  House 
to  have  manufactories  in  that  Country, 
whilst  no  such  condition  for  work  for 
Ireland  is  imposed  on  English  con- 
tractors ? 

Mb.  chamberlain,  in  reply,  said, 
he  was  informed  that  the  Irish  Board 
did  not  advertise  their  ordinary  require- 
ments in  the  English  and  Scotch  papers ; 
but  that  when  they  were  inviting  tenders 
for  the  annual  supply  of  coal  and  oil, 
and  for  the  construction  of  a  lightship, 
they  did  advertise  in  the  Scotch  and 
English  as  well  as  in  the  Irish  papers. 
The  English  Board  did  not  advertise  in 
the  Scotch,  English,  or  Irish  papers  as 
such ;  but  they  advertised  in  the  papers 
most  likely  to  meet  the  requirements, 
such  as  2'he  Engineer^  Bu%lder*»  jReriew, 
&c.,  which  circulated  throughout  the 
United  Kingdom.  As  re^^xded  the 
second  Question,  he  was  informed  that 
in  no  case  in  Ireland  or  England  had 
such  a  condition  been  imposed. 


STATE    OF    IRELAND— REPORTED 
OUTRAGES  ON  SUNDAY. 

Mr.  MACAETNEY  asked  the  Chief 
Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ire- 
land, Whether  there  is  any  truth  in  the 
reports  of  serious  outrages  in  Ireland  on 
Sunday — namely,  the  shooting  at  a  gen- 
tleman and  his  family  while  going  to 
church,  and  the  wounding  of  a  sub* 
inspector? 
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Mr.  W.  E.  F0R8TEE,  in  reply, 
said,  it  was  true  the  sub-inspector  was 
wounded  ;  but  he  hoped  not  seriously. 

Mr.  macartney  asked,  if  a  man 
had  been  murdered  in  Dublin  also-? 

Mr.  W.  E.  FORSTER  said,  a  man 
had  been  found  murdered  in  the  streets 
of  Dublin. 

SCIENCE  AND  ART  DEPARTMENT— DR. 
AVELING  AND  MRS.  BESANT. 

Sir  henry  TYLER  asked  the  Vice 
President  of  the  Council,  Whether  Dr. 
Edward  A.  Aveling  and  Mrs.  Besant 
are  still  employed  in  connection  with 
the  Science  and  Art  Department  of  the 
Government  ? 

Mr.  MUNDELLA  :  The  Committee 
of  the  Science  Classes  held  in  the  Hall 
of  Science,  Old  Street,  have  again  re- 
turned Dr.  Aveling's  name  as  one  of 
their  teachers.  As  he  is  qualified  to 
teach  according  to  the  Rules  of  the  De- 
partment, no  exception  has  been  taken 
to  his  employment.  The  Committee, 
who  had  also  proposed  to  employ  Mrs. 
Besant  as  a  teacher,  afterwards  with- 
drew her  name. 

Sir  henry  TYLER  gave  Notice 
that  he  would,  on  Thursday,  ask  the 
Secretary  of  State  for  the  Home  Depart- 
ment, Whether  his  attention  has  been 
called  to  a  series  of  articles  recently 
published  in  the  *'  National  Reformer," 
of  which  the  Junior  Member  for  North- 
ampton and  Mrs.  Besant  are  the  editors, 
under  the  heading  of  **  The  Christ  of 
Dr.  Aveling,"  and  over  the  signature  of 
W.  J.  Birch,  and  in  particular  to  a 
passage  in  the  ** National  Reformer" 
of  March  5th,  1882;  and,  whether  he 
will  refer  to  the  Public  Prosecutor  the 
question  of  preferring  an  indictment  for 
blasphemy  against  the  editors  of  the 
**  National  Reformer  ?  "  The  hon.  Mem- 
ber said,  he  would  hand  the  extracts  to 
the  Clerk  at  the  Table,  as  they  were  too 
horrible  to  read  to  the  House. 

SUPPLY— THE  ARMY  ESTIMATES. 

Colonel  ALEXANDER  asked  the 
First  Lord  of  the  Treasury,  Whether, 
with  a  view  to  an  adequate  discussion 
of  the  Army  Estimates,  as  promised  by 
the  Secretary  of  State  for  War,  he  will, 
on  going  into  Supply  on  Monday  April 
17th,  secure  that  Mr.  Speaker  should 
leave  the  Chair  without  putting  any 
Question,  as  provided  in  proposed  Reso- 
lution No.  12? 

VOL.   CCJxXVJI.      [iniRD   SEBIES.] 


Mb.  GLADSTONE :  I  have  no  power 
of  securing  that  Mr.  Speaker  should 
leave  the  Chair  without  putting  any 
Question  on  a  Monday  Supply  day,  un- 
less the  House  shall  previously  have 
adopted  a  Resolution  to  that  effect.  I 
am  sure,  however,  the  House  will  desire 
to  have  the  use  of  that  day — ^the  17th  of 
April — for  the  purpose  of  discussing  the 
Army  Estimates;  and  I  may  observe 
that  it  has  not  been  the  practice  of  hon. 
Gentlemen  on  that  particular  day,  im- 
mediately after  the  Easter  Recess,  to 
put  down  preliminary  Motions.  The 
House  generally  has  been  allowed  to 
get  into  Committee  of  Supply  at  onoe. 


MARRIAGE  OF  HIS  ROYAL  HIGHNESS 
PRINCE  LEOPOLD,  DUKE  OF  ALBANY. 

MESSAGB  P&OM  HEB  ICAJESTY. 

Message  from  Her  Majesty  "brought  up, 
and  read  by  Mr.  Speaker  (all  the  Mem- 
bers being  uncovered),  as  foUoweth :  — 

VICTORIA  22., 
S0r  Mq/esty  reliiM  upon  th$  cordial  inUrtst 
which  Sir  faithful  Commons  have  expntiod  in 
the  approaching  Marriage  of  Frinee  Leopold^ 
Duke  of  Albany,  to  Princess  Helen  of  Waldeck 
and  Pgrmont,  * 

The  proofs  which  the  Queen  has  never  failed  to 
receive  of  their  loyalty  to  Her  Throne,  and  of 
their  attaehment  to  Her  person  and  Family,  lead 
Her  to  believe  that  they  will,  upon  this  happy 
occasion,  make  such  a  provision  for  Prince  Leopold 
as  may  he  suitable  to  the  dignity  of  the  Crown. 

Mb.  GLADSTONE:  I  wish  to  give 
Notice  that,  on  Thursday,  I  shall  move 
that  Her  Majesty's  gracious  Message 
be  taken  into  consideration. 

Mr.  LEWIS :  I  beg  to  ask  you.  Sir, 
as  a  matter  of  Order,  whether  it  is  not 
customary,  when  Her  Majesty's  Message 
is  being  read,  out  of  respect  to  Her 
Majesty,  that  Members  take  their  hata 
off? 

Mb.  SPEAKER:  When  a  Message 
from  the  Crown  is  read,  it  is  usual  for 
the  House  to  receive  it  uncovered. 

Mr.  LEWIS :  I  have  to  take  notice, 
Sir,  that  a  Cabinet  Minister  sat  with  his 
hat  on  when  Her  Majesty's  gracious 
Message  was  being  read  to  the  House. 

Colonel  NOLAN :  I  have  to  state  that 
in  the  last  Parliament  I  have  repeatedly 
seen  Ministers — Members  of  the  La.t^ 
Government — aiUvii^  mV\i  \}cv^^vc  \i»K»»  ^^sl 
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when  Her  Majesty's  Message  was  being 
read. 

Mb.  H.  B.  SAMUELSON:  As  re- 
cently as  Friday,  the  10th  of  March, 
during  the  reading  of  the  Message  from 
the  Queen,  I  took  particular  notice  that 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  late  Se- 
cretary of  State  for  the  Home  Depart- 
ment (Sir  B.  Assheton  Gross)  and  the 
right  hon.  Baronet  the  late  Secretary 
for  the  Golonies  (Sir  Michael  Hicks- 
Beach)  both  sat  with  their  hats  on.  I 
wrote  it  down  at  the  time,  because  I 
knew  there  had  been  some  controversy 
on  the  question. 

Me.  LABGUGHERE  :  I  beg  to  give 
Notice  that  when  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man moves  the  Hesolution  in  regard  to 
Her  Majesty's  gracious  Message  I  shall 
oppose  that  Motion. 

Sir  R.  ASSHETGN  GROSS :  With 
regard  to  the  question  raised  just  now  by 
the  hon.  Member  for  Frome,  it  may  be 
well,  in  order  to  prevent  confusion,  that 
I  should  ask  you,  Mr.  Speaker,  this  ques- 
tion— namely,  Whether  the  rule  for  un- 
covering on  a  Message  being  read  from 
the  Grown  does  not  apply  only  to  Mes- 
sages under  the  Sign  Manual,  read  by  the 
Speaker  from  the  Ghair — [Mr.  Glad- 
stone: Hear,  hear!] — and  not  to  the 
ordinary  answer  brought  up  on  an  Ad- 
dress from  this  House,  which  is  read  at 
the  Bar  ? 

Mb.  speaker  :  The  distinction  made 
by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  is  correct. 
Any  Message  direct  from  the  Grown, 
and  read  to  the  House  from  the  Ghair, 
is  always  received  by  Members  of  this 
House  uncovered,  and  an  entry  to  that 
effect  is  made  in  the  Votes.  That  obser- 
vation does  not  apply  to  an  answer  frt)m 
the  Sovereign  to  an  Address  from  this 
House. 

MOTIONS. 


PARLIAMENTARY    REFORM. 

BESOLUnONS. 

Mb.  ARTHUR  ARNOLD,  in  rising 
to  call  attention  to  the  representation  of 
the  people,  and  to  move — 

"  1.  That,  in  the  opinion  of  this  House,  it 
would  be  desirable,  so  soon  as  the  state  of  pub- 
lic business  shall  permit,  to  establish  Uniformity 
of  Franchise,  throughout  the  whole  of  the 
United  Kingdom,  by  a  Franchise  similar  in 
pxinciple  to  that  established  in  the  English 
poroogha: 


Colohel  Nolan 


**  2.  That  it  would  be  desirable  so  to  redis- 
tribute political  power  as  to  obtain  a  more 
equitable  representation  of  the  opinion  of  the 
electoral  body," 

said,  that  these  were  aimilar,  though 
not  identical.  Resolutions  to  those  brought 
forward  by  his  hon.  Friend  the  Member 
for  the  Border  Burghs  (Mr.  Trevelyan) 
in  1879.  The  verbal  changes  which  he 
had  made  did  not  seem  to  depart  &om 
the  meaning  of  the  former  proposal, 
whilst  they  appeared  to  express  with 
greater  accuracy  the  sense  of  the  im- 
portant minority  which  supported  his 
hon.  Friend  on  that  occasion.  He  had 
been  careful  to  adhere,  as  closely  as 
possible,  to  the  lines  of  his  hon.  Friend's 
proposal  for  three  reasons.  In  the  first 
place,  he  desired  to  secure  the  fullest 
possible  amount  of  that  important  body 
of  assent  which  was  given  to  his  hon. 
Friend;  and,  seconcUy,  he  wished  to 
stand  towards  Amendments  of  every 
kind  in  the  same  unequivocal  position. 
The  Amendment  placed  on  the  Paper 
by  the  hon.  Member  for  Gounty  Kerry 
(Mr.  Blennerhas^ett)  might  very  weU 
not  be  submitted  to  the  House,  because 
there  was  not  a  word  in  these  Resolu- 
tions which  was  in  any  way  contradic- 
tory of  the  proposal  in  that  Amendment, 
or  which  disentitled  him  from  claiming 
his  hon.  Friend'ssupport.  His  hon.  Friend 
the  Member  for  Ashton- under -Lyne 
(Mr.  Hugh  Mason)  had  exercised  for- 
bearance in  not  proposing  an  Amendment 
concerning  the  addition  of  female  suf- 
frage, a  proposal  in  regard  to  which  he 
was  one  of  the  hon.  Gentleman's  sup- 
porters. But  he  was  glad  the  hon. 
Member  recognized  that  the  question 
of  women's  sufirage  was  of  such  im- 
portance that  it  should  be  discussed  on 
a  separate  occasion,  and  that  the  present 
Resolutions  might  be  considered  without 
prejudice  to  the  claims  of  which  he  was 
the  Parliamenntary  champion.  Hia  third 
reason  for  adhering  closely  to  the  termi 
of  the  proposal  of  his  hon.  Friend  the 
Member  for  the  Border  Burghs  was 
because,  remembering  with  what  per- 
severing eloquence  and  ever-increas- 
ing success  he  carried  forward  this 
great  question,  it  was  his  anxious  desire 
that  the  triumphant  acceptance  hj  the 
House  of  these  Resolutions,  which  he 
confidently  anticipated  in  the  division, 
which  would  be  taken,  should  be  in  the 
least  possible  degree  his  own  success, 
and  that  the  honours  of  viotorv  sbouM 
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rest  with  his  hon.  Friend  and  with  those 

who  had  supported  him  before  he  (Mr. 

Arnold)  had  a  seat  in  the  House.     He 

would  remind  the  House  that  in  Marcli, 

1879,  the  latest  occasion  upon  which  the 

question  of  Parliamentary  Beform  was 

under  discussion,  the  Motion  of  his  hon. 

Friend  was  rejected  by  a  considerable 

majority,  and  a  Resolution  was  adopted, 

without  a  diyision,  in  these  terms — 

'*That  this  House  is  of  opinion  that  it  ii 
inexpedient  to  reopen  the  question  of  Parlia- 
mentary Reform.*' 

It  was  in  aooordance  with  the  opinion 
of  the  county,  and,  looking  to  the  re- 
sults of  the  General  Election  of  1880, 
in  accordance  with  the  duty  of  the 
House,  that  that  decision  should  be 
reversed  as  speedily  as  possible,  and 
without  waiting  until  the  question — to 
use  a  metaphor  of  Mr.  Disraeli's — ''shed 
its  last  skin,''  and  became,  by  Royal 
announcement  of  legislation,  transformed 
from  a  Parliamentary  question  into  a 
Ministerial  question.  He  was  far  from 
complaining  that  the  Government  had 
relegated  the  question  to  a  future  Ses- 
sion. To  have  dealt  with  it  in  the  pre- 
sent year  would  have  been  premature, 
because  measures  of  this  sort  could  not 
be  submitted  to  Parliament  without  being 
a  menace  to  the  life  of  the  existing  Par- 
liament ;  and  he  felt  confident  that  the 
electors  of  the  country  did  not  desire  a 
Dissolution  unless  the  Prime  Minister 
should  find  himself  unable  to  go  forward 
with  the  programme  of  legislation  which 
the  country  had  enthusiastically  accepted 
at  his  hands.  Now,  his  hon.  Friend  the 
Member  for  Kerry  proposed  to  do  in  an 
obscure  apartment  of  the  House  what 
he  proposed  to  accomplish  by  the  inquest 
of  Parliament  with  the  Govemmeut  of 
the  country,  which  had  the  confidence  of 
the  great  majority  of  the  Members  of 
the  House  and  of  a  still  greater  majo- 
rity of  the  people.  That  was  the  only 
difference  between  his  hon.  Friend  and 
himself.  His  hon.  Friend  proposed  an 
inquiry  by  a  Select  Committee,  whilst 
these  Resolutions  required  that  there 
should  be  an  inquiry  \y^  that  Executive 
Committee  which  was  made  up  of  the 
Government,  duly  informed  by  the  utter- 
ances of  the  Members  in  debate.  He 
saw  no  possible  advantage  in  an  inquiry 
such  as  his  hon.  Friend  suggested;  it 
would  be,  in  his  opinion,  injurious  and 
productive  of  dissatisfaction.  It  seemed 
to  him  that  the  authority  of  Select  Com- 


mittees would  be  impaired  by  emplo3ring 
them  to  report  upon  matters  which  in- 
volved the  most  responsible  functions  of 
Government.  But,  holding  that  opinion, 
he  was  bound  to  say  that,  in  his  view, 
it  was  expedient  and  beneficial  that  in 
a  matter  so  vital  to  the  country  the  Go- 
vernment should  learn  from  Members 
of  the  House  what,  in  their  judgment, 
were  the  best  plans  and  methods  of 
Parliamentary  Reform.  There  were  few 
Members  of  the  Government  whose  in- 
fluence would  carry  greater  weight  upon 
this  matter  than  the  Postmaster  Gene- 
ral ;  and  there  were  few  Members  of  the 
House  who  would  not  agree  with  him 
when  he  said  in  November  last,  address- 
ing his  constituents  at  Hackney,  that 
nothing  could  be  a  greater  misfortune 
than  if,  on  such  a  subject,  a  Government 
should  have  to  frame  a  measure  without 
knowing  what  were  the  wishes  of  the 
people  with  reference  to  it.  He  thought 
his  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  Kerry 
would  admit  that  such  information  was 
not  to  be  obtained  by  the  device  of  a 
Select  Committee.  This  was  not  a  mat- 
ter to  be  decided  upon  the  evidence  of 
experts ;  it  needed  the  open  inquiry  of 
Parliament.  The  Report  of  a  Select 
Committee  would  derive  weight  only  from 
the  names  and  the  character  and  the 
talents  of  those  composing  it ;  but  they 
could  coDtribute  nothing  to  that  Com- 
mittee which  they  could  not  give  to  the 
House  by  taking  part  in  this  debate. 
He  agreed  so  entirely  with  the  Post- 
master General  that,  except  from  feel- 
ings of  personal  insufficiency,  he  had  no 
hesitation  in  bringing  forward  these 
Resolutions,  with  a  view  to  promote 
discussion  upon  them  for  the  informa- 
tion of  those  who  would  have,  in  due 
time,  to  introduce  legislative  proposals 
upon  the  subject.  What  was  wanted 
was  not  the  Report  of  a  Select  Com- 
mittee, but  the  Report  of  the  Govern- 
ment in  the  shape  of  legislative  pro- 
posals. He  would  make  an  effort  to 
treat  the  matter  without  any  betrayal 
of  Party  spirit ;  but  looking  at  the  stage 
which  the  question  had  reached,  and 
having  regard  to  the  attitude  which  he 
had  felt  it  his  duty  to  assume,  it  would 
be  disrespectful  to  the  House  if  he  did 
not  state  some  of  the  views  which  he  him- 
self held  upon  the  methods  of  carrying 
into  effect  these  Resolutions.  If  legis- 
lation proceeded  upon  theoretical  linea 
this  matter  \?o\3A.d.  Vi^  ^VA^  VaXa  V^r^ 
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£preat  parts  ;  and  the  enactment  of 
a  measure  extending  the  franchise  to 
the  counties,  and  giving,  in  fact,  uni- 
formity of  franchise  over  the  whole  of 
the  United  Kingdom,  would  precede  a 
measure  providing  for  an  equitable  re- 
distribution of  political  power.  But  the 
enactment  of  this  uniformity  of  franchise 
was  not  quite  so  simple  a  matter  as  some 
hon.  Members  supposed.  The  extension 
of  the  borough  franchise  to  the  counties 
was  a  large  part,  but  certainly  not  the 
most  contentious  part,  of  this  great 
matter.  He  hoped  the  Government 
would  next  year  introduce  a  Bill  for  the 
establishment  of  uniformity  of  franchise 
by  making  universal  that  borough  fran- 
chise which  recognized  a  citizen  in  his 
house  or  in  his  lodging,  and  abolishing 
every  other  franchise  except  that  of  the 
graduates  of  Universities.  He  knew 
that  was  not  a  mode  of  procedure  which 
was  favoured  by  hon.  Gentlemen  oppo- 
site, or  that  met  the  views  of  some  of 
his  own  political  connection,  and  that  it 
might  possibly  raise  obstacles  in  this  as 
well  as  the  other  House  of  Parliament. 
He  hoped,  however,  that  the  Govern- 
ment, if  they  did  not  take  that  course, 
would  not  fail  in  the  succeeding  year 
to  submit  the  whole  matter,  includ- 
ing an  adequate  scheme  of  re-distribu- 
tion, for  the  acceptance  of  Parliament. 
When  this  matter  was  in  the  hands  of 
his  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  the 
Border  Burghs,  the  question  was  always 
spoken  of  as  **the  county  franchise.'' 
While  the  extension  of  the  home  fran- 
chise as  it  existed,  or  would  exist,  in 
boroughs  to  the  counties  was  generally 
regarded  as  an  accepted  question  among 
Members,  especially  of  the  Liberal 
Party,  he  dared  say  the  House  would 
permit  him  very  briefly  to  review  the 
probable  results  of  that  extension  in 
the  somewhat  new  light  of  the  Census 
of  1881.  The  proportion  of  electors 
to  population  in  England  and  Wales 
was  about  one  in  10.  In  the  Parlia- 
mentary boroughs  there  were  2,098,892 
inhabited  houses,  but  of  electors  only 
1,591,451,  showing  an  excess  of  more 
than  25  per  cent  of  inhabited  houses 
above  the  number  of  voters.  Fifteen 
per  cent  of  that  excess  was  accounted 
lor  by  the  fact  that  there  was  that  pro- 
portion of  women  householders.  Having 
regard  to  the  existence  of  the  lodger 
franchise  and  the  disproportion  between 
the  number  of  electors  and  inhabited 
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houses,   they  saw  what  grave  defects 
there  must  be  in  our  law  of  registration ; 
but  he  would  not  refer  to  that  further. 
In  the  counties,  excluding  represented 
cities  and  boroughs,  there  were  2,724,952 
inhabited  houses.     On  the  register  of 
the  counties  there  were  932,860  electors ; 
and  allowing  the   same  proportion   of 
deduction  that    obtained  in   boroughs 
they  could  not  be  far  wrong  in  assuming, 
if  this  proposal  of  uniformity  of  franchise 
were  carried  out,  that  in  England  and 
Wales  it  would  add  1,334,000  electors 
to  the  register.     So  restricted  was  the 
franchise  in  Ireland  that  it  appeared 
probable,  if  the  moderate  proposal  con- 
tained in  his  Resolution  were  adopted, 
that   the  increase   of    electors    in  that 
country  would  amount  to  500,000,  which 
was  nearly  double  the  number  of  the 
existing    electorate.     In    Scotland   the 
change  would     probably  add   150,000 
voters,  making  in  all   an    addition  of 
about  2,000,000  to  the  electors  of  the 
United  Kingdom.      The  Act  of    1867 
added  about  1,200,000  voters  to  the  re- 
gister.   This  proposal,  if  adopted,  would 
bring  up  the  total  number  of  electors  in 
the  United  Eangdom  to  about  5,077,000, 
or  about  one  in  seven  of  the  population. 
At  present  every  freeholder  of  the  value 
of  40«.  was  qualified  to  vote  for  a  county, 
and  so,  in  like  manner,  was  the  holder 
of  a  copyhold  or  a  leasehold,  either  for 
the  life  of  one  person  or  for  a  period 
of  not  less  than  60  years,  of  the  annual 
value  of  £5.     Then  there  was  a  certain 
number  of  boroughs  in  which  there  were 
freemen  voters,  and  1 1  cities  and  seven 
boroughs  which  were  in  themselves  coun- 
ties corporate,  where  non-resident  free- 
holders exercised  the  borough  franchise. 
The  total  of  such  voters  could,  however, 
only  be  a  very  few  thousand.   The  aboh- 
tion  of  those  franchises,  which  he  should 
contend  was  a  matter  of  essential  im- 
portance in  any  satisfactory  scheme  of 
Parliamentary  Keform,  would  not  cause 
a   very  great   diminution   in   the  total 
number    of    voters    in    the    Kingdom. 
Taking  the  freehold  franchise  at  10  per 
cent  of  the  number  of  county  electors, 
that  would  only  cause  a  reduction  of 
102,943  electors  in  the  United  Kingdom. 
At  one  time  the  franchise  in  the  counties 
was  restricted  to  owners  of   40«.  free- 
holds.   The  abuse  of  that  freehold  fran- 
chise was  well  known  to  hon.  Members; 
but  that  was  not  the  principal  ground 
upon  which  he  should  urge  the  abolition 
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of  the  freehold  franchise.  If  the  home 
franchise — the  residental  franchise — in 
counties  was  not  made  practically  the 
only  existing  franchise,  the  extension 
would  produce  discontent.  The  borough 
franchise  would  in  that  case  be  very 
much  more  restricted  than  the  county 
franchise;  because  in  the  boroughs  there 
would  be  a  franchise  limited  by  resi- 
dence, and  in  the  counties  a  franchise 
representing  both  residence  and  pro- 
perty. Therefore,  the  grievance  would 
only  be  removed  from  the  counties  to 
the  boroughs  ;  and  unless  the  abolition 
of  the  freeholders,  the  freemen,  and  the 
lease  and  copy  holders  was  undertaken, 
the  cost  and  confusion  would  be  greater 
than  it  was  at  present,  and  there  would 
be  one  franchise  in  the  boroughs  and 
another  in  the  counties.  There  could 
be  no  equality  of  suffrage  throughout 
the  Kingdom  if  a  house  on  one  side  of  a 
street  happened  to  be  in  a  county  and 
enfranchised  not  only  the  occupier,  but 
perhaps  a  score  of  persons  holding  each 
a  charge  of  40«.,  while  the  same  house 
if  in  a  borough  would,  so  far  as  the 
borough  was  concerned,  confer  the  fran- 
chise only  on  the  rated  occupier.  Un- 
less Parliament  desired  that  property  in 
boroughs  should  have  no  representation, 
and  that  property  in  counties  should 
have  a  representation  wholly  different, 
the  freehold  franchise  must  be  either 
abolished  or  extended.  His  contention 
was  that  the  retention  of  this  franchise 
would  be  contrary  to  the  just  principles 
of  Parliamentary  representation .  Parlia- 
ment showed  no  tenderness  whatever 
for  the  40«.  freeholders  in  the  case  of 
Ireland  when  their  franchise  appeared 
to  threaten  Protestant  ascendency,  and 
it  was  ruthlessly  abolished  in  the  reign 
of  George  IV.  He  hoped  that  when- 
ever a  new  Eeform  Bill  was  iTitroduced 
the  simplicity  of  the  provision  in  regard 
to  Ireland  would  be  copied  in  Great 
Britain.  From  his  point  of  view  the 
abolition  of  those  franchises  was  essen- 
tial not  only  to  an  equitable  re-distribu- 
tion of  political  power,  but  in  order  to 
abolish  those  hard-and-fast  lines  of  elec- 
toral division  which  he  considered  one 
of  the  greatest  political  evils  in  this 
country.  The  keynote  of  his  first  Reso- 
lution was  uniformity  of  franchise,  which 
could  be  only  attained  by  the  abolition 
of  every  other  franchise  except  the  resi- 
dential franchise  as  it  existed  in  boroughs, 
and  saving  only  the  franchise  of  gradu- 


ates of  Universities.  Mr.  Disraeli  always 
maintained    that    what    was   desirable 
was  a  representation,  not  of  the  majo- 
rity of  the  people,  but  of  interests.     He 
(Mr.   Arnold)   was  utterly  opposed  to 
that  principle,  and  maintained  that  what 
was  desired  was  that  the  opinions  of  the 
majority  of  the  people  should  be  repre- 
sented in  the  House,  with  the  security 
that  the  opinions  of  the  majority  should 
prevail  in  legislation.     Mr.  Disraeli  de- 
nounced the  view  that  the  voice  of  the 
numerical  majority  should  prevail ;  but 
he  (Mr.  Arnold)  contended  that  not  only 
was  that  desirable,  but  that  it  was  the 
only  rational  and  only  established  prin- 
ciple of  legislation.     He  could  not  con- 
ceive a  greater  revolution  than  would 
occur  if  Mr.  Disraeli's  dictum  was  carried 
out  to  practical  shape.     Were  they  to 
have    hon.   Members    for    the    North- 
western and  the  South-Eastern  Rail- 
ways?   Were  they  to  provide  special 
representation  for  the  brewers  and  dis- 
tillers, for   the   intoxicating  liquor  in- 
terest, and  for  the  clerical  interest  ?  That 
proposal,  when  examined,  was  seen  to 
be  a  phantasy.     Everyone  knew  what  it 
meant.     Mr.   Disraeli   was  devoted  to 
the  maintenance  of  the  supremacy  of 
the  landed  interest  in  regard  to  their 
control    of    elections    in  the    counties. 
The  owners  of  land  had  no  claim  to  spe- 
cial representation  in  Parliament  which 
could   not  be   pressed   with   equal,    or 
indeed  with  greater,  force  on  behalf  of 
other  categories  of  proprietors.      Nay, 
more,  inasmuch  as  it  was  impossible  to 
dissever  the  interest  of  any  person  from 
the  soil,  and  inasmuch  as  the  soil  of  the 
country  was  the  only  natural  monopoly 
in  the  country,  it  might  reasonably  be 
contended  that  the  claim  of  the  landed 
interest  to  a  separate  representation  was 
not  so  strong  a  claim  economically  as 
could  be  made  out  in  favour  of  the  re- 
stricted, the  not  absolute  monoply,  which 
was    represented   by   the  railway  pro- 
prietors, the  intoxicating  liquor  interest, 
the  clerical  interest,   or  by   any  other 
interest.     He  imagined  that  the  main 
objection  to  the  proposal  contained  in 
his    first    Resolution    would    be,    as  it 
always  had  been  before,  that  it  would 
bring  about  the  domination  of  the  least 
educated    class    in    the    Parliamentary 
elections  of  this  country.     In  this  coun- 
try they  had  had  experience  of  govern- 
ment by  a  class  such  as  no  other  country 
in  the  world  Vi^d  \iAdL^  wA  -^V^aJ^  V^^ 
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been  the  result?  He  was  speaking 
without  rancour  when  he  said  that 
government  by  a  class  in  this  country 
had  brought  about  a  state  of  things  in 
which  one-third  of  Ireland  was  in  the 
hands  of  fewer  than  300  people,  in 
which  50,000,000  acres  of  the  United 
Kingdom  were  in  the  hands  of  fewer 
than  10,000  people,  and  in  which  the 
railways  of  this  country  had  been  loaded 
with  a  charge  of  £100,000,000  sterling 
in  excess  of  the  comparative  cost  of 
Continental  railways.  When  this  ques- 
tion had  been  before  the  House  in  other 
years  fears  had  been  expressed  upon  the 
subject  of  class  legislation,  which  he 
should  make  a  passing  effort  to  allay ; 
and  especially  it  had  been  said  that 
there  would  be  danger  in  enfranchising 
the  peasant  classes,  having  reference  to 
their  connection  with  the  administration 
of  the  Poor  Law.  He  should  like  to 
ask  whether  fears  of  that  sort  ever  con- 
jured up  a  more  objectionable  measure 
than  that  which  was  once  proposed  by 
the  hon.  and  learned  Member  for  Mid 
Lincolnshire  (Mr.  Stanhope)  for  the  ad- 
vance of  loans  to  owners  of  entailed 
estates  for  erection  of  cottages  upon 
their  property  ?  The  administration  of 
the  Poor  Law  was  most  scandalous  when 
it  was  in  the  hands  of  a  wealthy  and  a 
narrow  class,  and  the  teaching  of  poli- 
tical economy  was  most  disregarded  in 
the  administration  of  the  law  when  its 
admiDi^tration  was  entirely  controlled 
by  the  landed  gentry.  It  was  said  of 
the  class  that  it  was  now  proposed  to 
eni&anchise  that  they  were  unfriendly 
to  political  economy.  It  was  very  often 
forgotten  in  that  House,  and  forgot- 
ten not  only  by  undistinguished  but 
by  distinguished  Members,  that  there 
was  an  infallible  test  by  which  it  might 
be  determined  whether  any  proposed 
measure  did  or  did  not  violate  the  law, 
for  there  was  but  one  law,  of  political 
economy.  The  question  was  simply  this 
— Did  the  measure,  or  did  it  not,  tend 
to  the  creation  of  wealth?  Let  them 
try  the  test  with  reference  to  the  class  of 
people  whom  it  was  proposed  to  enfran- 
chise by  this  Besolution.  Last  year  the 
Government  introduced  into  their  Land 
Bill  one  clause — and  he  contended  but 
one  dause  only — which  violated  the  law 
of  political  economy.  If  they  told  a 
people  that,  be  they  ever  so  thriftless, 
ever  so  imprudent  «nd  improvident,  the 
BMe  wonla  asaist  them  and  their  fami- 
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lies,  however  numerous,  into  new  homes 
in  a  new  land,  they  were  flagrantly  vio- 
lating the  single  and  supreme  law  of 
political  economy.  It  was,  however,  the 
Kepresentatives  of  the  poorest  of  the 
poor  who  opposed  that  violation  and 
reduced  the  Emig^tion  Clause  to  no- 
thingness, and  then,  as  always,  it  was 
the  Bepresentatives  of  wealth  who  were 
pressing  the  Qovernment  to  adopt  Social* 
istio  legislation.  Both  in  the  service  of 
the  Poor  Law  Board  and  as  a  Member 
of  Parliament  he  might  claim  to  have 
seen  and  to  know  as  much  of  the  work- 
ing classes  and  the  poor  of  this  country 
as  the  average  of  right  hon.  and  hon.  Mem- 
bers of  that  House  ;  and  he  said  that, 
so  far  from  the  poor  of  this  country  beinff 
unfriendly  to  political  economy,  they  had 
generally  been  the  friends  of  political 
economy,  not  from  any  inherent  virtue  of 
their  own,  but  because  they  were  pecu- 
liarly interested  in  maintaining  the  laws 
which  tended  to  the  creation  of  wealth. 
In  the  last  century,  when  class  rule  pre- 
vailed, the  House  of  Commons  was  party 
to  shameless  abuse  of  State  patronage 
in  all  Departments ;  to  purchase  in  the 
Army ;  to  a  regular  system  of  placing 
infants  upon  the  pay-sheets  of  the  Navy 
years  before  they  entered  the  Service ; 
to  a  traffic  by  Church  dignitaries  in 
leases  of  lands  for  their  own  advantage; 
and,  according  to  Mr.  Disraeli,  in  a 
speech  on  June  20,  1848,  hon.  Members 
of  that  time  who  supported  the  Gk>vem- 
ment,  were  not  ashamed  openly  to  re- 
ceive at  the  Gangway  of  that  House  a 
sessional  douceur  of  £500  for  their  sup- 
port. The  Poor  Law,  which  had  been 
called  the  plague  spot  upon  our  laws,  was 
not  a  law  of  democratic  origin ;  and  he 
maintained  that  the  way  to  improve  that 
law,  and  the  way  to  g^t  rid  of  the 
economic  sins  of  that  law,  was  by  enfran- 
chising the  widest  classes  of  the  popula- 
tion of  the  country.  The  end  they  had 
all  in  view  was  the  same — the  best  go- 
vernment of  the  people.  It  had  been 
said,  to  his  surprise,  that  this  extension 
of  the  franchise  would  endanger  the 
doctrine  of  Free  Trade;  but  he  con- 
tended that  the  main  security  of  the 
doctrine  of  Free  Trade  in  this  country 
at  the  present  time  was  the  determina- 
tion of  the  working  classes  to  mi^ntAin 
for  themselves  the  great  advantage  and 
blessing  of  untaxed  food.  His  Beaoln- 
tions  were  further  objected  to  because  it 
was  said  they  would  establish  the  mis 
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of  a  class ;  but  this  was  certainly  a  mea- 
sure for  the  disestablishment  of  class 
goyemment  in  this  country,  and  the 
only  way  to  escape  goyemment  by  a 
class  was  to  enfranchise  the  nation. 
They  had  long  been  ruled  by  a  class, 
and  it  had  cost  as  much,  if  not  more, 
than  if  they  had  been  inyaded  by 
foreign  Armies.  Leaders  of  the  Con- 
seryatiye  Party  had  told  them,  from 
time  to  time,  that  the  franchise  in 
boroughs  represented  people,  and  that 
the  franchise  in  counties  represented 
property.  Surely  the  opinion  of  that 
Party  must  be  weakened  by  recent 
proposals  upon  that  point.  It  was 
true  that  the  county  franchise  did 
represent  property  when  there  was  no 
ballot,  and  when  the  tenant  farmers 
voted  in  accordance  with  the  behests 
of  their  landlords;  but  the  county 
franchise  now  seemed  to  him  rather 
to  represent  the  interests  of  a  class, 
and  of  that  class  which  was  engaged, 
not  in  the  ownership,  but  in  the  oc- 
cupation of  land.  In  his  opinion,  the 
greatest  present  danger  to  the  just  rights 
of  property,  of  which  he  was  as  firm  an 
upholder  as  any  Member  of  that  House, 
came  from  the  selfish  policy  and  the 
power  of  control  which  the  tenant  far- 
mers and  occupiers  of  land  generally 
had  in  the  counties.  He  anticipated 
with  great  confidence  a  material  im- 
provement in  the  representation  of  Ire- 
land when  the  exclusive  power  of  control 
of  the  tenant  farmer  was  removed,  and 
when  power  in  regard  to  elections  in 
Ireland  was  placed  more  largely — as  it 
would  be  by  his  proposal— in  the  more 
impartial  hands  of  the  artizans  and 
labourers  of  that  country.  If  the  policy 
he  advocated  was  carried  out  in  Great 
Britain  they  would  see  a  much  more 
healthy  regard  for  the  rights  of  pro- 

Serty;  they  would  see  a  much  more 
ignified  dealing  in  Parliament  with 
agricultural  questions;  they  would  see 
less  truckling  on  the  part  of  all  parties 
for  the  farmers'  votes  when  the  farmers 
had  no  longer  exclusive  control  over  the 
elections  in  the  counties.  In  all  sin- 
cerity he  commended  this  view  to  the 
consideration  of  the  landed  gentry.  The 
abolition  of  the  freeman  vote  would,  in 
fact,  only  remove  from  the  list  of  resi- 
dent voters  a  few  persons  in  some  of  the 
smaller  boroughs  who,  but  for  their 
right  as  freemen,  would  be  disqualified 
as  paupers.     The  number  of  freemen 


was  fast  diminishing;  and  whereas  in 
1832  there  were  63,000,  the  number  had 
fallen  in  1866  to  41,000.  The  main 
object  of  uniformity  of  franchise  was 
however,  to  facilitate  the  equitable  re- 
distribution of  political  power.  There 
oould  be  no  deiuing  with  the  electoral 
areas  of  this  country  such  as  could  afford 
the  slightest  hope  of  anything  like  a 
permanent  settlement  unless  &e  basis 
was  prepared  by  the  adoption  of  uni- 
formity of  franchise.  As  to  the  second 
of  his  Besolutions,  the  only  compromise 
he  could  offer  to  his  hon.  Friend  (Mr. 
Blennerhasset)  in  his  design  to  esta- 
blish proportionate  representation,  in- 
cluding, he  supposed,  Mr.  Hare's  scheme, 
was  that  he  looked  upon  that  system  of 
election  not  only  as  possible,  but  as 
probable,  in  the  remote  future  of  the 
country.  His  (Mr.  Arnold's)  object 
— he  avowed'  it  plainly  in  order  that 
there  might  be  no  misconception — was 
to  give  decided  predominance  in  that 
House  and  in  legislation  to  the  voice  of 
the  majority  of  the  people.  He  denied 
that  this  involved  any  unfair  dealing 
with  the  rights  of  minorities.  Had  his 
hon.  Friend,  and  those  who  appeared  to 
like  his  Amendment,  forgotten  the  dictum 
of  Mr.  Disraeli,  that  the  history  of  minori- 
ties was  the  history  of  success  ?  Every 
hon.  Member  of  the  House  sat  by  right 
of  majority ;  but  if  he  valued  his  seat  it 
was  ever  present  to  his  mind  that  that 
majority  might  be  turned  into  a  minority, 
owing  either  to  his  own  action  or  that  of 
the  Party  to  which  he  belonged.  He 
quite  agreed  with  the  hon.  Gentleman 
(Mr.  Stanhope)  that  the  franchise  had 
an  educating  effect ;  but  it  must  be  re- 
membered that  the  hon.  Gentleman  (Mr. 
Courtney)  had  said  it  was  easier  to  g^ve 
enfranchisement  than  to  give  represen- 
tation. That  was  obvious.  They  had 
given  enfranchisement  to  the  gpreat  cities 
and  boroughs  of  the  country,  but  they 
had  not  given  a  fair  representation  ;  and 
the  real  barrier  to  the  progress  of  legis- 
lation in  that  House  lay  in  the  fact  that 
the  voice  of  the  majority  of  the  people 
was  not  made  effective.  The  majority 
of  the  people,  in  spite  of  the  absurdities 
of  our  representative  system,  could  make 
a  Minister,  but  they  could  not  order  a 
policy.  The  House  was  so  well  ac- 
quainted with  these  anomalies  that  he 
should  not  dwell  upon  them.  He  would 
only  say,  by  way  of  example,  27  English, 
Scotch,  and  Wekh.boTW^^%^wiTl\aM^^ 
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together  about  one-half  the  number  of 
electors  of  the  city  of  Manchester,  re- 
turned 27  Members  to  that  House,  while 
Manchester  only  sent  three.  Or,  again, 
what  could  be  more  destructive  to  the 
growth  of  a  sense  of  justice  in  the  minds 
of  the  people  than  that  in  regard  to  the 
question  of  policy  of  peace  or  war,  of 
Free  Trade  or  of  Protection,  the  great 
city  of  Manchester  should  give  equally 
with  the  town  of  Marlborough  one  vote 
in  accordance  with  the  sentiments  of  the 
majority  of  the  population?  Some  of 
his  hon.  Friends  were  fanatical  in  their 
fondness  for  that  which  they  called 
the  representation  of  minorities;  he 
regarded  the  system  as  the  disfran- 
chisement of  the  majority.  In  1867, 
what  he  might  call  the  high- water  mark 
was  reached  at  10,000  of  population, 
because  it  was  then  enacted  that  any 
borough  containing  fewer  than  10,000 
people  should  return  only  one  Member 
to  the  House  of  Commons.  It  was  said 
at  the  time — it  had  been  maintained  by 
the  Liberal  Party  ever  since-^that  the 
re-distribution  accomplished  in  1867  was 
utterly  inadequate.  He  did  not  blame 
the  authors  of  that  arrangement ;  be- 
cause it  was  difficult,  if  not  impossible, 
to  make  further  progress  in  re-  distribu- 
tion without  taking  into  account  the  in- 
adequate representation  of  the  counties, 
and  the  Party  then  in  power  had  no  taste 
for  uniformity  of  franchise  throughout 
the  whole  of  the  country.  He  did  not 
apprehend  that  he  had  to  meet  argu- 
ments in  favour  of  maintenance  of 
the  existing  distribution.  When  it  had 
been  assailed  in  former  years  he  had 
not  observed  that  it  had  been  defended, 
nor  was  there  any  question  that  all 
Parliamentary  Reform  had  proceeded — 
grudgingly,  it  was  true,  but  yet  surely — 
upon  the  basis,  as  to  representation, 
which  was  the  only  true  basis,  of  popu- 
lation .  Fifty  years  ago  the  House  formed 
an  idea  that  2,000  should  be  the  lowest 
unit  of  representation  ;  1 5  years  ago  the 
House  had  doubts  whether  10,000  was 
a  proper  unit.  To-day  there  was  an  idea, 
equally  wanting  in  any  foundation  as  to 

Erinciple,  floating  in  the  minds  of  some 
on.  Members,  that  the  next  advance 
might  be  that  boroughs  with  20,000 
population  should  have  but  one  Mem- 
ber, and  that  boroughs  with  fewer 
than  10,000  should  be  disfranchised  or 
grouped.  What  Parliament  would  re- 
quire would  be  that  the  Gbvemment 

Jk?.  JirtAur  ArnM 


should  bring  forward  some  plan  of  re- 
form founded  upon  distinct  principlee 
and  bases  so  as  to  give  gpround  for  the 
hope  that  it  would  be  an  enduring  re- 
form.    There  was  an  argument  in  favour 
of  small  boroughs  of  which  he  thought 
they  would  hear  no  more.     That  was 
the  argument  which  he  had  called  the 
'*  talented  young  man  theory."     He  did 
not  think  anyone  would  repeat,  in  the 
face  of  the  present  House  of  Commons, 
arguments  which  were  arguments    in 
favour  of  patronage  and  privilege  as 
against  popular  election.     There  were 
21  boroughs  in  England  and  Wales  with 
fewer  than  1,000  electors;  there  were 
47  with  fewer  than  2,000  electors.     Who 
were  the  talented  young  men  that  these 
boroughs  returned?      They  might  be 
many ;  but  who  were  those  whose  abili- 
ties the  House  had  recognized  ?    There 
was,  for  instance,  the  noble  Lord  the 
Member  for  Woodstock  (Lord  Bandolph 
Churchill),  whose  illness  he  greatly  re- 
gretted.    It  seemed  to  him,  however, 
that  the  noble  Lord  was  encouraged,  not 
in  his  brilliant  promise,  but  rather  in 
his  pranks,  by  the  favour  of  a  family 
borough.     On  the  Liberal  side  who  were 
the  talented  men  that  came  from  these 
small   boroughs?     He   did  not  doubt 
there  were  many  whose  talent  the  House 
had  not  yet  discovered ;  but  who  were 
those  whose  ability  had  been  recog^nized 
by  the   House?    There  were,   for  ex- 
ample, the  hon.  Gentleman  the  Under 
Secretary  of  State  for  the  Colonies  (Mr. 
Courtney),  the  right  hon.  Oentleman  the 
Member  for  Bipon  (Mr.  Gk>sohen),  and 
the  noble  Lord  the  Member  for  Calne 
(Lord  Edmond  Fitzmaurice) ;  yet,  if  ever 
the  House  had  observed  the  slightest 
defect  in  any  one  of  those  Members,  he 
was  certain  that  it  had  immediately,  and 
by  reasonable  instinct,  ascribed  the  de- 
fect to  the  malefic  influence  of  the  repre- 
sentation of  a  narrow  constituency.  With 
the  presumption  of  uniformity,  they  could 
proceed  to  consider  what  were  the  lines 
of  equitable  re-distribution.     They  must 
travel,  as  a  matter  of  duty,  upon  the 
basis  of  all  preceding  Beform  Bills— 
that  of  population — the  attainment  of 
the  opinion  of  the  people.     He  had  been 
glad  to  observe  that  in  1878,  when  this 
matter  was  discussed,  the  noble  Mcurquesa 
the  Secretary  of  State  for  India  (the 
Marquess   of    Harting^on),    who    uien 
noLOst  ably  led  the  Liberal  Party,  men- 
tioned   the  number   of  50,000  people 
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with  very  considerable  prominence.  Now, 
those  figures  had  a  virtue  in  this  rela- 
tion which  no  other  figures  possessed — 
they  represented  a  principle.  If  they 
divided  the  population  of  Great  Britain 
and  Ireland  by  the  number  of  seats  in 
that  House  the  quotient  was  58,717 ; 
and,  therefore,  however  they  might 
differ,  and  whatever  plan  they  might 
adopt  as  to  Parliamentary  Beform,  they 
must  all  agree  that  the  decimals  50,000 
had  a  peculiar  character  and  strength  in 
this  connection  which  could  not  belong 
to  any  other  figures.  Of  Parliamen- 
tary boroughs  containing  a  population 
greater  than  50,000,  there  were,  he 
thought,  in  England  and  Wales,  59,  and 
what  he  said  of  England  and  Wales 
applied  equally  to  Scotland  and  Ireland. 
Boroughs  with  a  smaller  population 
partook  more  or  less  of  the  character  of 
county  towns,  and  of  the  139  smaller 
boroughs  a  great  majority  possessed  a 
distinctly  agricultural  character.  He  be- 
lieved he  spoke  in  the  interests  of  all 
classes  in  saying  that  one  of  the  greatest 
political  evils  and  dangers  of  this  country 
was  the  sharp  division  between  town  and 
country,  between  urban  and  rural  life, 
for  which  the  distinction  between  county 
and  borough  franchise  was  so  largely 
responsible.  One  of  the  makeshift  de- 
vices of  statesmen  under  the  existing 
conditions  of  our  franchise  had  been  the 
grouping  of  small  boroughs.  It  seemed 
to  him  that  the  pleas  for  the  adoption  of 
that  system  would  be  abolished  when  the 
franchise  was  uniform  over  all  the  coun- 
try. The  absurdity  of  the  system  was 
shown  by  a  proposal  made  in  1866  to 
group  Woodstock,  in  Oxford,  with  Abing- 
don, in  Berkshire,  and  with  Walling- 
ford,  which  was  partly  in  Oxford  and 
partly  in  Berkshire.  As  to  electoral 
purity,  the  grouped  boroughs  had  ob- 
tained, he  thought,  a  spurious  reputa- 
tion, founded  quite  as  much  upon  the 
increased  cost  of  Petitions  as  upon  the 
absence  of  corruption,  for  that  system  left 
the  mechanism  of  corruption  untouched 
by  preserving  intact  the  organisms  of 
corruption.  To  introduce  a  general  sys- 
tem of  grouping  when  the  franchise  was 
uniform  would  seem  to  him  to  be  an  uu- 
pardonable  offence  against  the  common 
life  of  the  country.  That  was  his  main 
objection.  The  first  act  of  re- distribu- 
tion must  be  to  do  justice  to  the  counties. 
With  uniform  suffrage,  the  disproportion 
of  county  representation  became  glaring. 


England  and  Wales  possessed  489  seats 
in  the  House  of  Commons  ;  299  were 
occupied  by  the  Representatives  of  cities 
and  boroughs,  five  by  Universities,  and 
185  by  the  counties.  But  the  population 
of  the  counties  was  13,698,493,  while 
that  of  the  cities  and  boroughs  was  only 
12,269,793.  If  they  divided  these  popu- 
lations by  the  respective  number  or  seats 
the  result  was  41,036  for  each  borough 
seat,  and  74,036  for  every  county  seat. 
How  was  the  balance  to  be  redressed  ? 
How  was  the  just  claim  of  the  counties 
to  be  satisfied  r  He  ventured  to  suggest 
that  they  should  proceed  on  the  lines  fol- 
lowed in  1832;  but  that  they  should  do  so 
with  an  endeavour  not  slavish  or  pedan- 
tic or  too  precise,  but  with  a  general 
endeavour  to  reach  that  firm  g^und  of 
the  principle  which  was  represented  by 
taking  50,000  people  as  the  general  unit 
of  representation.  All  the  Amendments 
proposed  on  his  Resolution  agreed  in 
the  desire  for  the  representation  of  the 
people,  and  the  Census  of  last  year  was 
instructive  as  bearing  on  this  question. 
It  showed  that  there  had  been  an  ab- 
solute decline  of  population  in  North 
Devon,  Dorsetshire,  East  and  West 
Essex,  Huntingdon,  Rutland,  West  Suf- 
folk, South  Wiltshire,  and  other  parts  of 
England ;  and  that  while  there  had  been 
a  steady  increase  of  population  in  Scot- 
land there  had  been  a  decline  in  Ireland. 
The  average  population  for  each  seat  in 
Scotland  was  64,386— that  was  12,000 
more  than  in  England,  and  14,000  more 
than  in  Ireland.  A  prime  matter,  there- 
fore, in  regard  to  re-distribution  was 
to  consider  the  equitable  claims  of  the 
Three  Kingdoms.  Excluding  the  Uni- 
versity seats,  a  just  re-distribution  would 
give  England  and  Wales  4 84  seats,  Ireland 
96  seats,  and  Scotland  69  seats,  involving 
the  surrender  by  England  and  Wales  of 
four  seats,  which  might  be  the  seats  for 
Beverley  and  Bridgewater,  now  in  abey- 
ance ;  the  surrender  by  Ireland  of  seven 
seats,  of  which  two  might  be  those  of 
Sligo  and  Cashel,  now  also  in  abeyance ; 
and  the  increase  of  Scottish  representa- 
tion by  these  1 1  seats.  That  would  be 
equitable  as  between  the  Three  King- 
doms. In  1832  the  boundaries  of  most 
Parliamentary  boroughs  were  enlarged, 
so  as  to  take  in  portions  of  the  county. 
That  was  the  course  which  it  would 
seem  desirable  now  to  follow  in  the 
ccMC  of  those  of  the  139  boroughs  of 
which  the  popuiatioxi  ^^  xtfs\.  ^^^ws.- 
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mate  to  60,000.  It  would  be  pedantry 
to  disturb  the  boundaries  of  boroughs 
which  were  growing,  and  which  now 
contained  over  40,000  population.  His 
proposition  would  involve  a  re- arrange- 
ment of  electoral  areas  except  in  the 
case  of  boroughs  containing,  say,  more 
than  40,000  persons,  according  to  the 
Oensus  of  1881.  He  was  of  opinion 
that  boroughs  containing  more  than 
100,000  inhabitants  ought  to  have  at 
least  two  Members,  and  that  those  con- 
taining more  than  200,000  should  return 
not  fewer  than  three  Members  to  the 
House.  He  hoped  also  that  in  the  not 
very  distant  future  the  Divisions  of  the 
counties  would  cease  to  be  known  by  un- 
meaning names  which  were  attached  to 
them  by  the  Reform  Acts,  and  would  come 
to  be  distinguished  by  the  ancient  and 
honoured  names  of  boroughs  which  would 
cease  to  have  separate  representation. 
How  much  better  and  more  interesting 
would  "  The  Canterbury  Division  of 
Kent "  sound  than  the  present  **  East 
Kent,"  or  *'The  Salisbury  Division  of 
Wiltshire"  than*'  South  WUtshire?" 
Of  course,  the  nearer  re-distribution 
advanced  to  the  adoption  of  consti- 
tuencies of  50,000  as  a  minimum  the 
more  durable  would  be  the  settlement. 
There  would  be  no  more  hotly-dis- 
puted measures  of  Reform.  It  was 
remarkable  that  in  a  most  Liberal 
Parliament — perhaps  the  most  Liberal 
Parliament  this  coimtry  had  seen — no 
further  demand  should  have  been  made. 
But  if  there  were  any  who  hesitated  to 
recognize  the  moderate  character  of  his 
proposals,  he  would  remind  them  that  100 
years  ago  the  Duke  of  Richmond  made 
in  the  House  of  Lords  proposals  much 
in  advance  of  those  he  had  submitted. 
The  Duke  introduced,  in  1780,  a  Re- 
form Bill  of  sublime  simplicity.  It  pro- 
vided that  every  man  born  a  subject  of 
Great  Britain  should  be  entitled  to  vote 
at  the  age  of  21  years  ;  that  a  list  was  to 
be  made  in  every  parish  of  the  names  of 
those  so  entitled ;  that  the  total  number 
should  then  be  divided  by  558,  the  then 
number  of  seats  in  the  House ;  and  that 
the  Quotient  was  to  be  the  number  by 
which  one  Member  should  be  elected. 
Every  county  was  to  be  divided  into  dis- 
tricts, to  be  called  boroughs,  each  con- 
taining this  number  of  electors.  He 
thought  it  would  be  well  to  adopt  one  of 
the  Dulkb  of  Richmond's  suggestions, 
aod  to  make  every  Member  a  S^preeen- 
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tative  of  both  borough  and  county.  Tiio 
late  Oonservative  Leader  told  them  that 
finality  was  not  the  lan^^oage  of  politics ; 
and,  as  an  argument  m  favour  of  such 
Parliamentary  Reform  as  should  give 
reasonable  hope  of  endurance,  he  might, 
in  the  words  of  the  same  g^eat  autho- 
rity, say  that — 

'*  Qaestiona  have  been  lately  treated  in  this 
House  without  that  entire  national  sympathy 
which  is  desirable." 

What  he  (Mr.  Arnold)  proposed  was  not 
equal  electoral  districts,  out  that  the 
reform  should  proceed  on  the  old  lines. 
He  believed,  however,  with  the  Prime 
Minister,  that  every  man  who  was  not 
incapacitated  by  some  consideration  of 
personal  unfitness  or  political  danger, 
was  morally  entitled  to  come  within  the 
pale  of  the  Constitution,  and  felt  con- 
vinced that  the  aid  of  these  larg^  classes 
of  the  country  would  not  only  result  in 
beneficent  legislation,  but  would  tend  to 
give  greater  security  for  the  preservation 
of  order,  authority,  and  law,  and  to  the 
maintenance  of  an  established  reign  of 
peace  and  justice.  With  regard  to  the 
proposed  reform,  he  thought  it  might  be 
reasonably  expected  that  g^at  benefits 
would  flow  from  the  establishment — for 
the  first  time  in  modem  history — of  the 
political  unity  of  the  people,  and  from 
the  attainment,  absolutely  for  the  first 
time,  of  the  fair  expression  of  the  desire 
of  the  majority  of  the  people  in  Parlia- 
ment. Conscious  of  his  own  insignifi- 
cance in  relation  to  this  great  subject, 
he  had  leaned  much  upon  the  utterances 
and  opinions  of  others;  and  now  he 
would  recall  words  which  no  less  a  person 
than  Mr.  Pitt  spoke  in  that  House  in 
1782  on  the  same  great  theme  with  which 
they  were  dealing  in  the  same  year  of 
the  succeeding  century.  Mr.  Pitt  said— 

**  Without  Parliamentary  Reform  the  nmtiaii 
will  be  plunged  in  new  wan ;  without  Parlia- 
mentary Reform  you  cannot  be  safe  against  bad 
Ministers,  nor  can  good  Ministers  be  of  use  to 
you." 

It  was  the  privilege  and  the  immortality 
of  genius  to  utter  words  which  not  only 
defied  the  hand  of  time,  but  which  be- 
came resistless  weapons  in  the  hands  of 
meaner  men  of  after  ages.  He  might  in- 
voke other  illustrious  shadows  of  the  past 
to  re- assume,  on  this,  which  was  toeir 
question  as  it  was  ours,  their  ever-hon- 
oured place  in  that  House.  But  he  pre- 
ferred that  these  words  of  Mr.  Pitt,  re- 
vived, as  it  were,  upon  the  very  oentensiy 
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of  their  utterance,  and  precisely  express- 
ing their  dangers,  their  difficulties,  and 
their  demands,  should  stand  alone  in  the 
wonderful  significance  of  their  appli- 
cation. This  Parliament  was  bom  at 
a  time  when  the  enfranchised  people 
of  this  country  were  fearfiil — whether 
rightly  or  wrongly  he  did  not  wish  to 
say — of  a  policy  of  foreign  broils.  They 
exercised,  within  the  actual  lines  of  the 
Constitution,  their  electoral  power  up  to 
its  very  summit.  They  denominated 
their  Minister,  one  whom  they,  repre- 
senting their  majority,  believed  to  be  a 
good  Minister;  and  now  the  question 
with  them  was — how  could  good  Minis- 
ters be  made  of  ^eatest  use  to  the 
people  ?  Who  could  doubt  that,  in  the 
words  of  Mr.  Pitt,  this  was  to  be  accom- 
plished by  Parliamentary  Heform — by 
the  complete  enfranchisement  and  the 
just  representation  of  the  people  ?  He 
trusted  there  was  not  a  Member  of  that 
House  who  would  argue  against  the 
right  of  the  majority  of  the  people  to 
direct  the  legislation  of  Parliament.  He 
trusted  there  was  not  one  who,  in  the 
presence  of  2,000,000  of  unenfranchised 
homes  in  this  Kingdom,  and  of  the 
existing  arrangement  of  constituencies, 
would  contend  that  the  voice  of  the 
people  found  equitable  expression  in 
that  House ;  and  he  would  fain  believe 
that  there  was  not  one  who  did  not  in 
his  heart  desire  that  it  should  be  the 
crowning  glory  and  the  supreme  dis- 
tinction of  this  Parliament  to  confer 
electoral  unity  upon  the  population  of 
the  United  Kingdom,  together  with  a 
just  and  enduring  re-distribution  of  poli- 
tical power.  The  hon.  Gentleman  con- 
cluded by  moving  the  first  of  his  Eeso- 
lutions. 

Mb.  ARTHUR  ELLIOT,  in  seconding 
the  Resolution,  said,  his  hon.  Friend 
had  made  it  perfectly  clear  that  the  pro- 
position now  before  the  House,  if  carried 
out,  would  efiPect  a  very  large  and  im- 
portant change  in  the  Constitution.  The 
question  appeared  on  a  very  different 
basis  than  that  which  it  used  to  have 
when  formerly  brought  forward,  year 
after  year,  by  his  hon.  Friend  the  Mem- 
ber for  the  Border  Burghs  (Mr.  Tre- 
velyan).  Throughout  the  country,  from 
one  end  to  the  other,  that  which  had 
united  the  Liberal  Party  at  the  last 
General  Election  was  the  question  of  the 
county  franchise.  He  ventured  to  think 
that  the  bringing  forward  of  this  ques- 


tion this  evening  was  extremely  oppor- 
tune ;  because  they  had  heard  last  night, 
as  they  had  all  had  reason  to  believe 
before,  that  circumstances  might  possibly 
occur  which  might  bring  to  a  more  rapid 
termination  than  any  of  them  on  that 
side  of  the  House  wished,  the  rule  of  the 
present  Government ;  and  many  of  them 
had  thought  what  a  terrible  thing  it 
would  be  if  a  Parliament,  more  specially 
sent  to  deal  with  this  question  than  any 
other,  were  dispersed  before  the  inten- 
tions of  the  Gh>vemment  and  of  Parlia- 
ment had  been  made  perfectly  dear.  It 
was  entirely  unnecessary  for  him  to 
point  out  in  any  detail  the  great  anoma- 
lies that  existed  in  the  present  system  of 
representation.  These  had  been  pointed 
out  a  year  or  two  ago  by  the  Postmaster 
General,  in  a  magazine  article,  as  con- 
cisely as  they  had  been  pointed  out  any- 
where else.  He,  for  instance,  pointed 
out  that  populations  of  less  than  50,000 
in  the  aggregate  sent  no  fewer  than  10 
Members;  while,  on  the  other  hand, 
populations  approaching  1,500,000 — 
Gla^ow,  Liverpool,  and  South-West 
Lancashire— sent  only  eight  Members  to 
the  House  of  Commons.  It  was  un- 
necessary to  refer  to  the  over-repre- 
sentation of  Wiltshire,  which  was,  to  a 
certain  extent,  a  decaying  county,  com- 
pared with  Yorkshire  or  Lancashire. 
He  wished  to  point  out  to  the  House 
why  it  was  that  they  had  great  reason  to 
hope  that  by  bringing  in  fresh  con- 
stituents to  the  county  electorate  they 
should  be  adding  to  the  efficiency  of 
that  House,  and  the  power  it  possessed 
of  passing  and  bringing  about  useful 
legislation.  Considering  the  question 
of  the  electorate  and  of  the  population, 
in  England  the  electorate  consisted  of 
2,500,000  to  a  population  of  26,000,000 ; 
in  Scotland  there  were  315,000  electors 
to  a  population  of  3,750,000  ;  in  Ireland 
the  electorate  numbered  about  230,000  to 
a  population  of  about  5,000,000.  That 
showed  that  the  electorate,  as  compared 
with  the  population,  was  in  a  higher 
ratio  in  England  than  in  Scotland,  and 
in  much  higher  ratio  in  Scotland  than  in 
Ireland.  As  regarded  the  borough  elec- 
tors in  England,  speaking  roughly, 
there  were  1,500,000  of  county  electors 
over  1,000,000.  In  Scotland  the  borough 
electors  somewhat  exceeded  200,000, 
and  the  county  electors  somewhat  fewer 
than  100,000;  while  in  Ireland  the 
county  electors  were  iv%oxV|  ^SQx«»>5a&ft»% 
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the  number  of  the  borough  electors.  It 
was  proposed  by  these  Resolutions  sub- 
stantially to  make  the  county  franchise 
consist,  as  it  did  in  the  boroughs,  of  a 
household,  a  ratepaying,  and  a  resi- 
dent qualification.  As  regarded  Eng- 
land, they  had  in  the  county  popula- 
tion 13,700,000  people,  again  speaking 
roughly,  and  that  was  a  population  by 
no  means  purely  rural.  The  English 
county  population  might  be  classed  either 
as  purely  urban  in  character,  as  suburban, 
or  as  purely  rural;  and  it  was  proved 
clearly  by  the  last  Census,  and  by 
previous  ones,  that  the  tendency  was 
for  the  urban  population  to  grow,  as 
compared  with  the  counties.  Of  this 
population  outside  the  Parliamentary 
boroughs,  it  seemed  that,  according  to 
the  last  Census,  which  was  based  upon 
the  urban  sanitary  districts,  there  was 
an  urban  population  of  5,250,000.  The 
remaining  8,500,000  was  the  real  rural 
population  of  England.  He  wished  to 
point  out  to  the  House  that  though  there 
was  a  proposal  for  bringing  within  the 
franchise  a  very  large  number  of  per- 
sons, they  were  not  persons  of  whose 
character  the  House  was  without  know- 
ledge as  regarded  Parliamentary  expe- 
rience. The  population  of  such  places 
as  Accrington  and  Keighley  did  not 
differ  in  any  material  degree  from  that 
of  the  places  which  sent  Members  to 
Parliament.  The  day  was  really  past 
when  objections  of  that  sort  could  be 
urged.  Look  at  Preston  and  Manches- 
ter. Was  it  a  benefit  or  not  to  the 
House  that  these  large  industrial  com- 
munities sent  Members  to  Parliament  ? 
He  ventured  to  say  that  if  they  looked 
at  the  character  of  the  Representatives 
sent  by  such  constituencies  they  had 
every  reason  to  feel  that  there  was  no 
deterioration  whatever  in  the  standard 
of  Members  which  those  constituencies 
sent  up.  That  would  apply  as  regarded 
the  purely  urban  constituencies.  As 
regarded  the  suburban  constituencies, 
they  were  divided,  as  a  rule,  by  purely 
imaginary  lines  from  the  constituencies 
already  enfranchised.  There  was  no 
reason  to  suppose  that  the  electors  there 
differed  in  any  way  from  those  already 
enfranchised.  As  to  the  last  class,  the 
8,500,000,  he  admitted  that  they  stood 
to  some  extent  in  a  different  position, 
and  they  were  not  able  to  judge,  from 
their  experience  in  the  House,  as  to 
the  kind  of  Bepresentatives  they  would 
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send  ;  but  they  were  not  entirely  with- 
out authority  as  to  that,  because  there 
were  rural  districts  that  sent  Hepresen- 
tatives,  such  a.s  Christchurch,  Stroud, 
and  other  places,  where  a  rural  popula- 
tion had  the  same  franchise  as  that  of 
the  boroughs.  It  would,  however,  be  the 
greatest  mistake  to  look  simply  at  the 
way  in  which  places  which  were  enfran- 
chised exercised  their  Parliamentary 
franchise  ;  because  there  were  many 
matters  with  which  the  rural  interest 
were  connected  that  showed  the  quali- 
fication of  the  people  to  act  as  electors, 
and  especially  in  Scotland.  Look  at 
the  school  boards.  Everybody  who  paid 
a  rate  was  entitled  to  exercise  the 
right  of  taking  part  in  the  education 
of  the  parish,  and  they  had  shown  them- 
selves thorouglily  competent  to  under- 
take that.  It  was  the  same  in  regard  to 
parochial  matters,  and  in  Scotland  they 
had  another  power — that  of  electing 
their  ministers.  They  managed  their 
educational  and  their  parochial  affairs, 
and  elected  their  own  ministers ;  and  he 
ventured  to  say  it  was  really  almost  pre- 
posterous that  when  they  had  people 
well  educated,  of  the  kind  they  had  in 
Scotland,  who  took  an  intelligent  in- 
terest in  their  local  affairs,  they  should 
not  be  permitted  to  take  a  part  in  their 
Parliamentary  elections.  The  popula- 
tion of  Scotland,  of  which  he  was  speak- 
ing, was,  however,  more  thoroughly 
rural  than  that  of  England  outside  the 
Parliamentary  boroughs.  He  did  not 
know  that  he  entirely  and  thoroughly 
agreed  with  everything  his  hon.  Friend 
had  said  as  to  the  grouping  of  boroughs. 
At  all  events,  it  was  the  fact  in  Scotland 
that  that  system  had  been  very  largely 
followed,  and  the  result  was  that  the 
country  population  in  Scotland  was 
much  more  thoroughly  rural  in  cha- 
racter than  the  corresponding  population 
in  England.  They  had  been  much  worse 
treated  there  as  regarded  the  Parlia- 
mentary franchise  than  any  other  class ; 
because,  in  the  first  place,  there  was  no 
40«.  qualification,  and  then,  owing  to  the 
small  size  of  the  counties,  those  select 
bodies  to  whom  they  had  eiven  the 
franchise  had  not  very  often  been  able 
to  carry  out  their  wishes  or  political 
opinions.  They  had  been  disgracefully 
swamped  by  the  extraneous  element 
which  had  been  brought  in.  It  was 
from  his  experience,  from  what  he  had 
seen  and  read  as  to  the  swamping  of 
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oonstituencies,  that  he  thought  some 
limitation  of  residence  should  oe  placed 
upon  the  qualification.  The  grievance 
of  swamping  constituencies  had  gone  on 
for  half-a-century ;  and  although  there 
had  been  continual  grumbling,  and 
bringing  of  the  matter  before  Parlia- 
ment, the  people  did  not  feel  the  griev- 
ance any  the  less  that  nothing  had  been 
done.  They  hoped  an  opportunity  would 
soon  be  taken  to  put  an  end  to  this 
grievance.  It  was  one  of  the  essential 
propositions  of  his  hon.  Friend's  Beso- 
lution.  Lord  John  Bussell,  when  ask- 
ing leave  to  introduce  the  Reform  Bill 
in  1832,  said,  with  reference  to  the 
borough  franchise — 

'*  Non-residents  produced  much  expense,  caused 
a  great  deal  of  bribery,  and  such  other  mani- 
fest and  manifold  evils,  that  non-resident  voters 
ought  not  to  be  permitted  to  retain  their  votes.'* 

Further  on,  speaking  of  the  Scotch 
county  constituencies,  he  said — 

"That  latterly  the  proprietors  of  land  had 
sold  their  superiority,  which  has  been  purchased 
for  corrupt  purposes  by  persons  altogether  un- 
connected with  the  counties  in  which  they  have 
votes." 

Nevertheless,  although  Lord  John  Rus- 
sell was  perfectly  aware  of  the  evil,  he 
did  not  see  his  way  at  that  time  to  cor- 
rect it,  and  the  abuse  went  on.  These 
constituencies  were  enormously  increased 
after  the  Reform  Bill  of  1832.  Yet  the 
system  of  creating  extraneous,  non-resi- 
dent votes  was  by  no  means  put  an  end 
to.  He  thought  he  ought  to  point  that 
out ;  because  his  hon.  Friend  the  Mem- 
ber for  the  Border  Burghs  (Mr.  Tre- 
velyan)  in  his  speeches  gave  one  the  im- 
pression that,  if  the  county  franchise 
was  extended,  it  would  put  an  end  to 
swamping  of  constituencies  by  extra- 
neous votes.  He  ventured  to  say  that 
was  very  doubtful,  because  they  would 
have  to  deal  with  the  balance  of  con- 
stituencies. The  Committee  appointed 
to  inquire  into  the  constituency  of  Mid 
Lothian  found  that  in  the  six  years  from 
1832  till  1837  the  constituency,  which 
had  been  1,300,  had  increased  to  1,900. 
Now,  he  was  afraid  a  Reform  Bill 
passed  upon  the  principles  which  his 
hon.  Friend  proposed  would  not  put  an 
end  to  this  system.  With  regard  to 
Mid  Lothian,  what  struck  one  was  the 
remarkable  ^md  sudden  growth  from 
time  to  time  in  that  constituency.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  who  represented 
th^t  county  spoke  at  one  time    of  the 


Revenue  of  this  oountry  advancing  by 
"  leaps  and  bounds."  He  would  apply 
the  words  to  Mid  Lothian ,  and  say 
that  constituency  increased  by  leaps 
and  bounds  in  the  most  extraordinary 
manner.  In  1879  the  constituency  num- 
bered 2,799,  or  an  increase,  as  compared 
with  1873,  of  204  ;  which  gave  an  ave- 
rage of  about  30  for  each  year.  In  1879 
a  very  different  state  of  affairs  arose. 
He  was  not  now  alluding  specially  to 
what  was  done  on  one  side  or  the  other, 
although  he  had  a  strong  opinion  about 
that ;  but  he  did  not  wish  specially  to 
go  into  such  matters.  The  constituency, 
which  was  increasing  at  the  slow  rate  of 
30  per  annum,  suddenly  in  1879  sprang 
up  131.  In  1880  it  increased  by  330, 
and  in  1881  it  increased  by  610.  Now, 
he  wanted  hon.  Members  to  consider 
what  that  meant.  The  real  contest  was 
not  between  the  merits  or  capacity  of 
individual  candidates  to  competently  re- 
present the  constituency ;  it  meant  a 
mere  competition  between  rival  election 
agents,  ouch  a  course  as  that  debased 
and  degraded  political  contests ;  and  he 
hoped  the  publicity  g^ven  to  that  abomi- 
nable system  by  the  Prime  Minister  in 
the  contest  he  waged  at  the  last  General 
Election  would  have  a  good  effect  in 
putting  an  end  to  that  very  discreditable 
system.  But  it  was  said  that  those  who 
had  property  in  a  county,  and  did  not 
reside  there,  were  properly  qualified. 
But,  as  a  matter  of  fact,  the  mass  of 
non-resident  voters  had  no  real  interest 
in  the  county.  In  the  Scottish  counties, 
after  these  additions  to  the  register  had 
been  largely  made,  from  1832  to  1837, 
the  whole  matter  was  inquired  into,  and 
a  Committee  of  the  House  reported  in 
these  words — 

"  A  very  large  proportion  of  the  non-resi- 
dent voters  were  totally  unconnected  with  the 
county.  They  are  usually  writers  and  lawyers 
resident  in  Edinburgh,  and  keen  political  parti- 
zans.  Much  jealousy  is  entertained  by  resident 
electors,  especially  in  the  smaller  counties." 

That  had  continued  for  half-a-century, 
and  it  continued  still.  He  thought  it 
illustrated  most  forcibly  the  necessity 
for  requiring  residence  as  a  qualifica- 
tion. Some  hon.  Gentlemen  thought 
that  if  a  gentleman  owned  a  large  estate 
in  a  county  he  should  be  entitled  to  vote 
in  it  though  he  did  not  reside  there.  But  he 
would  point  out  that  though  ho  might  own 
a  most  valuable  property  in  Edinburgh 
or  Glasgow,  if  he  did  w^\.  \vi^  ycl^Awx- 
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burgh  or  Olaagow,  or  within  seven  miles 
of  these  burghs,  he  should  not  have  a 
vote  in  respect  of  that  valuable  property. 
Why  should  it  be  harder  in  the  one  case 
not  to  have  a  vote  than  in  the  other  ? 
As  regarded  re-distribution  of  seats,  not 
much  of  that  would  be  required  in 
Scotland,  as  they  had  no  very  small  bo- 
rough constituencies.  He  saw  opposite 
his  right  hon.  and  gallant  Friend  TSir 
John  Hay),  who  sat  for  the  smallest 
borough  constituency  in  Scotland.  But 
that  right  hon.  and  gallant  Gentle- 
man's constituency,  though  a  small 
one  in  Scotland,  would  not  be  consi- 
dered small  in  England,  and  in  Ire- 
land he  supposed  it  would  be  a  large 
constituency.  It  numbered  1,400  elec- 
tors. Compared  with  the  Wigtown 
Burghs,  he  found  that  in  Ireland,  Gar- 
low,  Dungarvan,  Ennis,  and  New  Boss 
each  returned  a  Member,  with  a  united 
constituency  of  984.  He  was  fully  aware 
that  the  borough  franchise  in  Ireland 
was  not  the  same  as  in  this  country  and 
in  Scotland  ;  but  what  he  would  like  to 
point  out  was  that  in  dealing  with  this 
question,  while  it  was  desirable  to  in- 
crease the  Irish  electorate,  it  was  not 
desirable  to  increase  the  number  of  Irish 
Bepresentatives.  Ireland,  he  thought, 
hon.  Members  would  allow,  was  fully 
represented  in  Parliament,  althouKh  the 
franchise  differed  from  England  and 
Scotland.  If,  for  instance,  the  four 
boroughs  he  had  mentioned  elected  be- 
tween them  one  Member,  they  would  be 
much  more  largely  represented  in  that 
House  than  any  borough  in  Scotland. 
As  to  the  newly  -  enfranchised  class 
swamping  the  present  constituencies,  he 
wished  to  point  out  that  in  this  country, 
so  far  as  politics  were  concerned,  people 
were  not  divided  by  the  same  lines  as 
divided  class.  It  was  not  a  case  in 
which  the  wealthy  and  well-educated 
all  went  in  one  direction,  and  the  poor 
in  another.  The  fact  was,  if  they  had 
popular  institutions  at  all,  when  the 
nation  had  thoroughly  made  up  its  mind 
on  any  particular  matter  which  greatly 
interested  it,  its  will  would  prevail. 
The  Eeform  Bill  of  1832  was  carried 
by  a  great  many  representing  close 
boroughs.  The  questions  affecting  social 
legislation,  liquor  laws,  education,  arti- 
sans' dwellings — such  matters  would  be 
much  better  dealt  with  if  the  consti- 
tuencies were  larger.  He  had  not  the 
Alightest  reason  to  think  that  in  Imperial 
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questions  the  new  electorate  would  take 
a  less  national  view  of  British  politics 
than  the  class  at  present  enfranchised. 
One  word  upon  minority  representation. 
Hon.  Members  took  very  different  views 
upon  that  question.  He  had  a  very 
strong  prejudice  in  favour  of  the  system 
which,  in  the  main,  prevailed  in  Scot- 
land. Nearly  all  the  constituencies  there 
had  one  Member,  and  he  was  strongly 
in  favour  of  that.  There  was  nothing 
so  simple,  which  admitted  of  less  wire- 
pulling, of  less  arrangement,  or  in  which 
the  electors  could  act  so  thoroughly  and 
entirely  for  themselves.  He  knew  some 
hon.  Members  had  a  strong  feeling 
against  that ;  but  he  must  say  he  would 
view  with  regret  any  change  which 
would  create  plurality  of  Members,  ex- 
cept in  very  large  constituencies,  where, 
Eerhaps,  there  might  still  be  three  Mem- 
ers.  He  was  sony  that,  by  the  way  in 
which  the  Amendment  appeared  on  the 
Paper,  it  suggested  there  was  an  an- 
tagonism between  the  county  franohiie 
proposal  and  the  minority  scheme  of  re- 
presentation. He  was  in  favour  him- 
self, in  some  way  or  other,  of  the 
opinions  of  minorities  finding  due  ex- 
pression in  that  House;  and  he  was 
happy  to  think  that  in  some  of  the  recent 
admissions  within  the  Ministerial  circle 
there  were  very  strong  advocates  of  that 
system.  So  far  as  their  experience  of 
the  past  went,  they  might  look  forward 
with  great  hope  to  the  passing  of  an 
extension  of  the  franchise.  They  knew 
that  the  period  immediately  succeeding 
the  passing  of  those  measures  had  been 
the  most  beneficial  period  this  country 
had  gone  through  in  the  way  of  usefdl 
and  desirable  legislation.  They  might 
surely  argue  in  respect  of  the  futore 
from  what  they  had  found  in  the  past; 
and  that  they  had  every  reason  to  nope 
the  next  Beform  Bill  would  be  suoeeedecl, 
as  the  past  had  been,  by  a  period  of 
most  useful  and  beneficial  legislation. 
For  these  reasons,  he  had  very  great 
pleasure  in  seconding  the  Motion. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposedi 

'*  1.  That,  in  the  opinion  of  thia  Houm,  it 
would  be  desirable,  so  soon  as  the  state  of  pub- 
lic business  shall  permit,  to  establish  Unifonnitv 
of  Franchise,  throughout  the  whole  of  theUnitfli 
Kingdom,  by  a  Franchise  similar  in  pxincipUto 
that  established  in  the  English  boroughs."— 
{Mr,  Arthur  Arnold.) 

Mb.  GLADSTONE :  I  desire,  on  ths 
part  of  the  Government,  to  say  a  few 
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words  upon  the  course  which  we  propose 
to  take  upon  this  occasion ;  and,  before 
doing  so,  I  must  say  my  first  duty  is  to 
express  a  sentiment  which,  I  think,  will 
be  common  to  the  entire — or  nearly  the 
entire — House,  certainly  not  confined  to 
those  who  agree  with  my  hon.  Friends 
who  made  and  seconded  the  Motion.  I 
think  the  House  will  be  of  opinion  that 
the  great  ability  and  great  care  with 
which  they  have  inyestigated  the  matter 
which  they  have  brought  before  us  have 
done  them  high  honour;  and  that  the 
speeches  which  they  have  made  are 
valuable  contributions  towards  the  more 
thorough  understanding,  and  more  gene- 
ral understanding,  of  a  very  great  and 
very  important  question.  I  must  own, 
as  having  the  honour  to  hold  a  Scottish 
Beat,  that  I  feel  a  particular  obligation 
to  my  hon.  Friend  who  has  seconded  the 
Motion  for  having  called  the  attention 
of  the  House  specially  to  the  relative 
hardship  which  Scotland  suffers  at  the 
present  moment  under  the  electoral  law 
as  it  actually  stands,  and  the  very  strong 
claim  —  I  will  not  speak  now  of  the 
manner  in  which  it  is  to  be  satisfied — 
and  I  think  the  irresistible  claim,  that 
she  possesses  to  an  increase  of  electoral 
power.  With  respect  to  the  general 
subject,  I  must  draw  a  distinction  be- 
tween the  merits  of  the  question  and  the 
time  and  circumstances  under  which  it 
is  brought  forward.  As  to  the  merits  of 
the  question,  I  have  from  the  time  when 
it  was  first  submitted  to  the  House  by 
my  hon.  Friend  near  me  (Mr.Trevelyan) 
— very  much  to  his  credit  and  very  much 
towards  the  formation  of  his  permanent 
reputation  in  the  country — I  have  been 
a  friend  to  the  extension  of  the  franchise 
to  the  rural  districts.  I  never  thought  it 
possible  that  anything  except  what  I 
might  ccJl  a  secondary  and  incidental 
opposition — an  opposition  founded  upon 
a  limited  basis — could  possibly  be  offered 
to  it.  There  is  nothing  on  principle 
that  can  be  brought  against  it,  and  the 
soundness  of  the  general  doctrine  is  un- 
questionable. The  House  approximates 
more  and  more,  I  think,  to  the  opinion 
that  the  admission  of  properly  qualified 
persons  to  the  franchise  is  not  a  weaken- 
ing, but  a  strengthening  of  the  Consti- 
tution. There  is  no  doubt,  at  least  in 
my  mind,  that  that  is  the  triumph  of 
truth  over  a  venerable,  or  what  I  may 
call  a  very  ancipnt,  superstition.  There 
ivere  many  honest  men,  many  upright 


men,  many  enlight^ied  men,  who  had  a 
latent  belief — which  they  were  afraid, 
perhaps,  even  to  formulate  to  them- 
selves in  distinct  terms — that  the  exclu- 
sion of  the  great  proportion  of  the  people 
from  the  Constitution  was  a  condition  of 
its  safety  and  strength.  It  is  impossible 
to  conceive  anything  more  contrary  to 
nature  and  to  common  sense ;  and  I  re- 
joice to  think  that  that  bdief,  at  any 
rate,  has  now  learned  so  much  modesty 
that  scarcely  anywhere  will  it  venture 
to  show  itself  above  the  groimd;  and, 
further,  I  believe  that  such  root  as  it 
had  in  any  portion  of  the  mind  of  any 
Party  in  this  country  is  being  gradually 
weakened,  and  will  finally,  and  that 
shortly,  perish  altogether.  Now,  with 
regard  to  the  competency  of  the  voters 
outside  the  limits  of  Parliamentary 
boroughs,  it  seems  to  me  that  it  is  ab- 
solutely impossible  to  deny  it.  In  ^e 
first  place,  a  very  considerable  pro- 
portion of  them  are  of  the  very  same 
qualify  as  the  artisans  and  meohanios 
within  the  Parliamentary  boroughs; 
and  if  the  population  of  the  districts 
outside  the  boroughs  are  to  be  distin- 
guished from  those  within  the  boroughs, 
then  they  are  rather  distinguished  by  a 
circumstance  which  is  in  their  favour — 
that  is,  that  you  do  not  find  in  those 
districts  the  same  amount  of  what  mav 
be  called  residuary,  or  some  may  call 
even,  refuse,  population.  That  more 
doubtful  and  questionable  fraction  is 
not  found  in  the  districts  outside  the 
Parliamentary  borough  in  the  same  pro- 
portion as  in  the  districts  inside,  ^ut 
we  have  also  arrived  at  a  state  of  things 
in  which  a  non-extension  of  the  sufi&age 
beyond  these  boroughs  is  becoming  un- 
intelligible, and  almost  amounting  to  a 
political  contradiction.  We  have  in  £^- 
land  what  is  unknown  in  Scotland.  We 
have  boroughs  almost  entirely  made  up 
of  purely  rural  populations.  We  have 
many  cases — it  is  not  necessary  to  go 
into  them — where  the  boroughs  them- 
selves, properly  so  called,  are  so  insig- 
nificant and  decayed,  so  limited,  at  any 
rate  in  their  population,  that  it  becomes 
absolutely  necessary  that  they  should 
derive  the  principcd  part  of  whatever 
title  they  might  have  to  Parliamentary 
representation  from  the  importation  into 
them  of  considerable  districts  of  rural 
and  even  peasant  population ;  and  it  is 
impossible  to  carry  ^olitiQal  absurdity 
and  paradox  to  a  mow  el^N^\.^\  y^^"^^ 
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than  that  which  they  reach  in  this  case, 
where,  for  purely  arbitrary  reasons, 
and  conventional  reasons,  connected  with 
the  convenience  of  individuals,  the  in- 
fluence of  families,  or  particular  views 
entertained  by  this  House,  the  very 
same  classes  of  persons  have  been 
emancipated  in  one  village,  and  left  un- 
enfrancnised  in  another.  There  is  one 
reason,  however,  which  must  be  added 
to  the  consideration  of  this  case,  and 
certainly  I,  for  one,  feel  it  to  be  very 
strong.  I  have  said  that  a  good  deal  of 
the  argument  in  favour  of  the  extension 
of  household  suffrage  to  the  county 
bears  upon  the  fact — its  cogency  and 
clearness  and  simplicity  depend  upon  the 
fact — that  so  many  of  the  population 
outside  the  Parliamentary  boroughs  are 
of  exactly  the  same  quality  and  class  as 
those  who  are  now  voters  inside.  But, 
upon  the  whole,  and  setting  aside  the 
strange  anomalous  cases  where  fictitious 
boroughs  have  been  manipulated  by 
Parliament  out  of  rural  villages — taking 
the  case  of  the  agricultural  popula- 
tion as  a  whole,  in  this  country,  they  re- 
main unenfranchised.  The  agricultural 
labourer,  speaking  generally,  is  an  un- 
enfranchised man.  Now,  is  there  any 
reason  why  that  should  be  so  ?  I  have 
never  thought  there  was  any  justice  in 
the  disparaging  remarks  which  some  have 
been  accustomed  to  make  upon  the  in- 
telligence of  the  peasant.  I  must  say 
it  appears  to  me  a  reasonable  propo- 
sition, on  the  whole,  that  the  rural  em- 
ployments of  the  peasantry  are  employ- 
ments which  ought,  of  themselves,  to 
go  to  develop,  and  even  to  require,  a 
considerable  degree  of  intelligence.  It 
is  impossible,  for  example,  to  take  the 
fair  average  farm  labourer  and  call  him, 
in  the  strict  sense,  anything  like  an  un- 
skilled man.  He  has  many  things  to 
do  which  require  a  great  deal  of  skill ; 
and  the  fact  that  he  is  compelled  to  turn 
his  mind  so  much  and  so  often  from  one 
subject  to  another,  and  from  one  employ- 
ment to  another,  does  involve  b  very  great 
deal  of  practical  education.  The  main 
reason  for  which  I  wish  to  see  this  en- 
franchisement is,  that  it  is  so  greatly  to 
be  desired  that  we  should  have  some  en- 
larged representation  of  labour  in  this 
House.  It  is  only  of  late  we  have  begun 
to  have  this  at  all.  We  have  at  present, 
I  believe,  only  two  Members  among  us 
whom  we  can  call,  from  personal  ex- 
perience and  predilection,   as  well  as 
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general  capacity,  Bepresentatives  of  the 
labour  of  the  country.  And  I  ask  the 
House  whether  the  specimens  that  we 
have  possessed  in  the  presence  of  those 
two  Oentlemen  to  whom  I  refer — the 
Member  for  Stoke  (Mr.  Broadhurst)  and 
the  Member  for  Morpeth  (Mr.  Burt) — 
are  not  such  as  to  lead  us  greatly  to  de- 
sire an  extension  of  that  class  of  repre- 
sentation ?  Much  as  I  desire  that  exten- 
sion in  regard  to  the  artizans  of  the 
country,  I  think  it  is  greatly  to  be 
desired  also  that  the  agricultural  la- 
bourers of  this  country  should  have 
some  chance  of  being  represented  by 
those  who  belong,  or  have  belonged,  to 
their  class.  There  is  no  fear  among  us 
now  of  an  undue  disposition  on  the  part 
of  the  labour  members  of  this  country  to 
choose  Representatives  from  their  own 
class.  I  wish  I  felt  equally  satisfied 
that  they  would  always  have  a  due  dis- 
position to  choose  Bepresentatives  from 
their  own  class ;  but  we  have  seen  that 
from  the  g^eat  extension  of  the  fran- 
chise that  has  taken  place,  in  some  de- 
gree at  least,  the  doors  of  this  House 
have  been  opened  to  the  Bepresenta- 
tives of  labour,  and,  accordingly,  further 
extention  of  the  franchise  in  the  rural 
districts  will,  I  believe,  have  the  effect 
of  adding  to  the  number.  Nor  is  there 
an3rthiug  that  contributes  more  to  the 
union  of  all  classes,  to  the  strength  of 
the  Constitution,  to  the  attachment  of 
the  people  to  the  law,  and  to  making  us 
really  and  truly  a  nation  one  in  heart 
and  sentiment,  thoroughly  attached  to 
the  Throne  and  to  our  country,  than  this 
opening  the  doors  of  the  House  of  Com- 
mons to  the  Bepresentatives  of  all  classes 
in  the  country.  These,  briefly  stated, 
are  sufficient  indications  of  the  elemen- 
tary considerations  that  lead  me  greatly 
to  desire  the  adoption  of  a  measure  based 
on  the  proposal  now  made ;  but  I  do  not 
disguise  from  myself  that  they  involve  a 
great  deal  of  ulterior  legislation.  I  am 
very  glad  that  my  hon.  Friend  has 
shown,  by  the  nature  of  his  own  speech, 
how  conscientiously  he  has  addressed 
himself  to  the  consideration  of  this  sub- 
ject, and  how  fearlessly  ho  has  given  ex- 
pression to  his  opinions,  and  laid  him- 
self open  to  those  who  may  be  disposed 
to  attack  any  of  his  conclusions ;  but  I 
do  not  propose  to  enter  upon  the  ques- 
tion of  his  second  Resolution.  My  hon. 
Friend,  I  believe,  is  desirous,  if  he  can, 
to  obtain  a  vote  of  the  House  on  his 
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2nd  Besolution ;  but  that  yote  he  can- 
not, of  course,  hope  to  obtain  apart  from 
the  discussion   of  the    1st.      The  pro- 
posal now  before  us  is  the  proposal  we 
naye  in  the   1st  Besolution,  though  I 
must  say  that  I  have  spoken  in  a  manner, 
I  hope,  clear  in  regard  to  the  merits  of 
the  proposal ;   and  though  I  have   no 
blame  whatever  to  bestow  on  my  hon. 
Friend  and  his  Seconder,  yet  I  own  it  is 
with  only  a  qualified  satisfaction  that  I 
can  give  a  vote  on  the  subject  at  the 
present  time ;  because  I  feel  that  there 
18  something  that  is  unreal,  and  some- 
thing also  that  is  unsafe,  considered  as  a 
mode  of  Parliamentary  procedure,  in  the 
recording  of  opinions  of  this  House  on 
subjects  of  very  great  public  import- 
ance, which  opinions  we  have  no  imme- 
diate hope  or  early  prospect  of  being 
able  to  carry  into  practice.     There  has 
been  no  one  whose  fate  it  has  more 
often  been  than  my  own  to  endeavour 
to  dissuade  the  House  from  the  adoption 
of  abstract  Besolutions;  and  I  am  bound 
to  say  that  it  is  only  in  the  peculiar  cir- 
cumstances of  this  case,  in  the  peculiar 
circumstances  under  which  the  House 
stands  at  the  present  moment,  that  I  do 
not  think  it  is  our  duty  to  refuse  to  my 
hon.  Friend  the  support  he  asks.     Had 
we  come  from  the  General  Election  in 
the  position  we  used  to  stand  in  40  or  50 
years  ago,  when  the  time  and  strength 
of  the  House  were  really  adequate  to 
the  successful  and  tolerably  rapid  and 
punctual   dealing  with  questions    soli- 
citing attention,  I  should  be  foremost 
to  argue  against  a  proposition  of  this 
kind,    and   should   have   said  that   the 
proper  time  for  entertaining  it  was  when 
we  were  prepared  to  put  it  into  the  shape 
of  a  practical  measure,  and  to  obtain  the 
immediate  judgment  of  the  Legislature 
upon  it.   But  that  is  not  the  case  in  this 
instance.      It  is   now   two  years    since 
we  came  from   our   constituents;   and, 
undoubtedly,  a  large  majority   of  this 
House  did,  during  the  Election,  express 
strong  opinions  in  favour  of  the  exten- 
sion of  the  suffrage  and  of  the  establish- 
ment of  household  suffrage  in  the  coun- 
ties— a  subject  on  which,  during  those 
two  years,  we  have  been  compulsorily 
silent.     I  can  assure  my  hon.  Friend  it 
has  been  sufficiently  painful  for  the  Go- 
vernment to  find  themselves  so  retarded 
and  so  impeded  by  the  force  of  circum- 
stances— I  am  not  now  making  a  charge 
against  anyone — in  the  general  Business 
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of  legislation.  Now,  with  respect  to 
this  important  subject,  it  is  certainly 
one  of  the  subjects  which  I  regard  as 
being,  if  I  may  say  so,  one  of  the  essen- 
tial parts  of  the  mission  of  the  present 
Parliament  to  deal  with.  I  am,  of  course, 
now  presuming  that  the  existence  of  this 
Parliament  is  not  to  be  interrupted  by  any 
unforeseen  catastrophe.  Should  it  enjoy 
the  term  of  its  natural  life,  I  cannot  but 
believe — and  I  do  very  firmly  believe 
— that  it  will  record  among  its  achieve- 
ments a  g^eat  measure  for  the  extension 
of  the  suffrage  on  the  basis  indicated  by 
my  hon.  Friend.  I  have  no  doubt  it 
will  give  great  satisfaction  to  what  is, 
under  the  circumstances,  a  warrantable 
and  a  natural  feeling,  when  we  have  re- 
corded this  vote,  which  I  hope  we  may 
be  allowed  to  do  to-night.  But,  on  the 
other  hand,  I  must  confess  it  is  not  so 
satisfactory  to  me  to  reflect  that  a  con- 
siderable interval  may  lapse  before  we 
proceed  to  make  this  vote  operative  in 
the  shape  of  an  Act  of  Parliament.  I 
am  particularly  desirous  to  found  a  jus- 
tification of  my  vote  on  the  special  cir- 
cumstances of  the  case,  and  on  the 
moral  right  which  our  constituents  may 
be  said  to  have,  to  know,  from  some 
visible  sign  at  any  rate,  that  we  are 
faithful  to  the  declarations  we  made  to 
them  at  the  time  of  the  Election ; 
because  I  feel  that,  as  a  Member  of 
the  Government  particularly,  I  ought 
to  express  my  general  scruples  and 
misgivings  with  regard  to  the  passing 
of  abstract  Eesolutions.  It  is  a  very 
dangerous  thing  indeed  to  endeavour 
to  live  on  promises  instead  of  upon  per- 
formances. That  has  been  the  charac- 
teristic of  certain  persons  at  certain 
epochs  in  history.  One  remarkable  case 
— perhaps  the  most  remarkable  case  that 
has  happened  in  Europe  for  a  long 
time — is  that  of  the  late  ±*ope  Pius  IX., 
who  came  to  the  Throne  in  1846.  He 
spent  the  first  18  months  or  two  years  of 
his  reig^  in  promising  to  the  population 
every  description  of  political  privilege. 
I  believe,  I  am  bound  to  say,  it  was 
done  with  benevolent  intentions,  and  I 
am  far  from  casting  any  refiections  upon 
the  course  he  adopted ;  but  too  soon  it 
became  evident  that  his  temper  was  too 
sanguine,  and  that  he  had  made  very 
deficient  calculations  of  the  impediments 
in  his  way ;  and  it  was  that  which  led 
him  to  pursue  a  course  which,  for  the 
moment,  brought  him  so  much  ^oi^ulex 
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fame,  and  finally  to  the  deplorable  catas- 
trophe— T  will  Bay  deplorable,  so  far  as 
regarded  him  personally — I  cannot  say 
that  it  was  deplorable  that  an  end  should 
be  put  to  the  temporal  Sovereignty  of 
the  Popedom — the  catastrophe— and  it 
was  a  heavy  one — which  very  soon  over- 
took his  well-intentioned  endeavours.  I 
should  not  be  surprised  if  our  voting  for 
this  Motion  should  be  criticized  to-night. 
I  shall  not  resent  it.  I  think  all  promises 
by  a  Government  ou^ht  to  be  viewed 
with  a  good  deal  of  jealousy  and  mis- 
giving, except  such  as  they  are  imme- 
diately prepared  to  redeem.  On  that  ac- 
count we  should  not  think  of  asking  the 
Ilouse  to  make  any  declaration  of  tliis 
kind.  My  hon.  Friend  so  far  relieves 
us  of  that  responsibility.  He  has  felt — 
and  I  cannot,  in  the  circumstances,  go  so 
far  as  to  say  that  he  is  wrong — that  in 
those  circumstances  of  comparative  im- 
pott'nco  in  which  the  House  is  unfor- 
tunately placed  upon  that  very  peculiar 
ground,  he  may  be  justified  in  asking  us 
to  declare  what  we  think  upon  this  sub- 
ject. I  would  hope  that  our  making  this 
declaration  to-night  will  be  regarded  by 
us  as  (mpprting  a  real  obligation  to  give 
to  this  great  question  that  high  and  early 
place  in  the  list  of  legislative  questions 
to  which  it  is  entitled,  and  likewise  that 
it  will  be  held  to  import  our  determined 
resolution  to  go  forward  with  measures 
which  shall  place  this  House  in  a  condi- 
tion to  discharge  its  duties  properly. 
Under  these  circumstances,  I  shall  be 
prc[»ared  to  vote  for  the  Motion  of  my 
hon.  Friend,  thinking  it  necessary  to  give 
these  cautions,  whi(5h  I  hope  will  not  be 
misunderstood,  and  pleading  for  myself 
an  exceptional  warrant  as  giving  a  pro- 
mise I  cannot  fulfil ;  having  no  doubt 
whatever  of  the  merits  of  the  question 
my  hon.  Friend  has  presented  to  us.  but, 
on  the  contrary,  animated  by  the  fullest 
conviction  that  this  is  a  measure  of  re- 
form and  of  justice — a  measure  bringing 
into  the  exercise  of  political  power,  and 
duly,  large  masses  of  men  who  have 
hitherto  been  excluded  from  it,  and  like- 
wise a  measure  which  no  one  need  con- 
template with  the  slightest  fear  or  appre- 
hension, but  one  which  will  tend  not  less 
to  the  harmony  of  all  classes  of  the 
community  than  to  the  strength  of  the 
Constitution. 

Mr.  BLENNERHASSETT,  in  rising 
to  move,  as  an  Amendment  to  the  Mo- 
tion— 
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"That  no  change  shrmld  be  made  in  the 
Electoral  Franchise  or  the  distributioii  of  poli- 
tical power  until  fall  and  accurate  information 
has  hetin  laid  before  this  House  with  respect  to 
the  relative  advantages  of  various  systems  of 
Election,  including  proportional  representation, 
the  Cumulative  Vote,  and  the  Limited  Vote, 
and  that  a  Select  Ck)mmittee  he  appointed  to 
inquire  what  system  of  Election  is  best  calcu- 
lated to  secure  the  just  representation  of  the 
opinions  of  all  classes  of  Electors,*' 

said,  he  was  unable  to  accede  to  the 
appeal  of  his  hon.  Friend  not  to  proceed 
with  his  Amendment.     His  hon.  Friend 
the  Member  for  Salford  had  made  an 
extremely  large  proposition.      He  had 
advocated  a  new  Reform  Bill,  the  effect 
of  which  would  be  to  admit  a  larger 
number  of  new  electors  than  had  ever 
been  admitted  by  any  previous  Reform 
Bill.     He  had  brought  forward  the  pro- 
posal  without   any  che<k,  balance,   or 
counterpoise  whatever.  He  could  not  but 
agree  with  the  Prime  Mini>ter  that  there 
was  something  in  the  proposition  that  was 
unreal.     The  present,    however,   was  a 
time  when  consideration  might  very  pro- 
fitably be  given  to  the  question.     They 
ought  to  pause  and  consider  in  what 
way  so  great  a  change  might  be  brought 
about  in  the   best  way  possible.     The 
hon.  Member  for  Salford,  in  criticizing 
his  Amendment,  had  dwelt  on  the  least 
important  part  of  it— namely,  the  ap- 
pointment of  a  Select  Committee.     It 
was  true  that  it  was  not  fitting  to  send 
the  British  Constitution  upstairs  for  re- 
vision, or,  as  his  hon.  Friend  had  said, 
**  to  obscure  apartments  of  the  House  ;" 
but  such  a  Committee  might  deliberate 
upon  practical  details,  and  upon  ques- 
tions connected   with   the  working    of 
various  systems   of   election.      He   re- 
pudiated the  suggestion    of    his    hon. 
Friend  that  he  had  any  desire  to  deprive 
the  majority  of  the  electors  of  their  due 
share  in  the  representation.    The  supre- 
macy of  the  majority  he  regarded  as 
the  fundamental  principle   of  govern- 
ment   by  a  Representative   Assembly. 
He  was  opposed  to  giving  any  undue  in- 
fluence to  minorities.  But  the  real  ques- 
tion was  to  reconcile  the  rapid  advance  of 
democracy,  consequent  on  the  extension 
of  the  franchise,  with  the  rights  and  liber- 
ties of  every  section  of  the  people — how, 
in  a  Reform  Bill,  to  unite  generosity  and 
intelligence.     If  the  proposals   of  his 
hon.  Friend  were  carried  out  the  new 
county  electors  would  far  outnumber  the 
whole  present  constituency.     The  affri« 
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cultural  labourers  were  to  be  admitted  ; 
the  miners  and  the  factory  hands.  He 
would  be  glad  to  welcome  them.  But 
was  there  no  danger,  at  the  same  time, 
of  excluding  other  classes  from  poli- 
tical power?  There  were  active  poli- 
tical forces  at  work,  which  would  cer- 
tainly confer  political  power  on  those 
now  unenfranchised ;  but  the  danger 
was  lest  they  should  have  the  whole 
power  in  their  hands.  To  that  the  true 
principles  of  democracy  itself  were  op- 
posed ;  those  principles  required  the  just 
representation  of  tho  whole  people,  and 
of  every  class  in  the  people.  His 
hon.  Friend  had  referred  to  Mr.  Hare's 
scheme,  and  said  that  it  was  an  admir- 
able theory,  and  would  have  to  be  con- 
sidered hereafter,  with  a  view  to  its 
adoption.  But  his  hon.  Friend  must 
•have  very  strangely  read  history  if  he 
did  not  see  that  it  would  then  be  too  late 
to  consider  such  questions.  If  once 
political  supreme  power  had  passed  into 
the  hands  of  one  class  in  the  community, 
it  would  be  impossible  to  take  it  away 
from  them  without  a  revolution.  The 
great  practical  question  before  them  was 
how  to  reconcile  the  admission  of  a  large 
number  of  new  electors,  all  practically 
belonging  to  the  same  social  class,  with 
effective  securities  for  the  representa- 
tion of  all  sections  of  opinion  existing 
throughout  the  country.  The  antiquated 
expedients  by  which  the  variety  of  their 
electoral  institutions  had  been  hitherto 
preserved  would  probably  be  swept 
away ;  and  therefore  it  was  desirable 
that,  before  leaving  the  old  paths,  they 
should  have  full  inquiry  and  considera- 
tion as  to  how  this  great  change  might 
be  made  wisely  and  well.  Great  changes 
of  this  kind  were  no  mere  experimeiitvS. 
Every  step  they  took  was  absolutely 
irrevocable ;  and  they  should,  therefore, 
remember  that  if  they  weie  to  temper 
their  reforms  with  wisdom  and  prudence, 
they  must  do  so  now,  or  they  would  lose 
the  opportunity  for  ever.  He  could 
find  some  justification  for  his  Amend- 
ment in  the  great  diversity  of  opinion 
that  existed  on  this  question.  Even  his 
hon.  Friend  who  seconded  the  Motion 
did  not  agree  with  the  hon.  Member 
who  moved  it.  The  principle  which 
should  guide  them  ip  this  matter  was 
clear  and  just.  Indeed,  it  was  so  clear 
and  just  that  he  was  satisfied  that  if 
public  opinion  and  Parliament  were 
once   made   familiar   with    it,   nothing 


but  hasty  legislation  could  prevent  its 
being  given  effect  to.  He  fully  admitted 
that  the  majority  must  rule ;  but  there 
the  right  of  the  majority  ended.  It  was 
one  thing  to  allow  the  will  of  a  nation 
clearly  expressed  to  have  effect  in  the 
legislation  of  the  country ;  but  it  was 
quite  another  to  allow  no  voice  to  be 
heard  except  that  of  a  series  of  nu- 
merical majorities.  Parliaments  repre- 
senting some  momentary  passion  or  some 
popular  feeling  of  the  hour  might  have 
for  five  or  six  years  the  control  of  the 
affairs  of  this  great  Empire.  Surely  it 
was  most  important  in  such  a  case, 
whatever  the  majority  might  be,  that 
independent  opinion  should  be  heard, 
and  that  every  proposal  should  be  sub- 
jected to  free  and  impartial  criticism 
and  the  examination  of  independent 
minds.  The  gross  inj  ustice  of  not  making 
some  provision  for  the  representation  of 
minorities  had  been  recognized  in  our 
previous  legislation.  The  Beform  Act 
of  1867  made  provision  for  the  limited 
or  restricted  vote,  which,  however,  ap- 
plied to  only  40  Members  of  that  House. 
In  his  opinion,  practical  inquiry  into  the 
way  in  which  this  provision  had  worked 
might  be  very  properly  conducted  by  a 
Select  Committee.  The  cumulative  vote 
adopted  for  School  Board  elections,  and 
the  system  of  proportional  representa- 
tion, were  likewise  fitting  subjects  for 
such  an  inquiry.  It  was  admitted  by 
the  Postmaster  General,  in  his  speech  at 
Hackney,  that  there  could  not  be  a  cer- 
tainty of  real  representation  where  no- 
thing but  the  majority  in  each  c«)nsti- 
tuency  was  represented.  Another  Mem- 
ber of  the  Government,  the  President 
of  the  Board  of  Trade,  was  not  gene- 
rally supposed  to  look  favourably  upon 
the  representation  of  minoritios  ;  but 
still,  he  thought  he  might  claim  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman's  support.  At  a  meet- 
ing of  the  National  Liberal  Federation 
at  Leeds,  not  long  ago,  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman,  in  a  course  of  speech  deli- 
vered by  him  on  that  occasion,  made 
certain  statements  which  were  strongly 
in  favour  of  the  present  Amendment. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  said  he  re- 
gretted to  find  that  the  local  hundreds 
had  supported  the  views  of  only  a  por- 
tion of  the  Party.  They  must  understand 
that  the  conditions  of  success  required 
that  every  sectiou  of  the  Party  should  be 
represented.  The  minority  must  be  pre- 
pared to  sacrifice  their  crotchets^  and  ^\L 
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Parties  must  be  actuated  by  a  spirit 
of  mutual  concession,  in  order  that  all 
classes  of  opinion  might  be  fairly  repre- 
sented. Then,  in  1878,  the  right  hon. 
Baronet  the  Member  for  North  Devon 
(Sir  Stafford  Northcote),  speaking  at  a 
public  meeting,  remarked  that  in  any 
future  plan  of  Parliamentary  Reform 
it  would  be  necessary  to  provide  some 
arrangement  by  which  the  agricultural 
classes  might  be  as  fully  represented  as 
the  great  centres  of  the  labouring  popu- 
lation. He  hoped  his  Amendment  would 
commend  itself  to  the  House.  Everyone 
must  desire  that  every  class  should  be 
represented  in  the  House,  and  that  the 
community  should  not  be  subject  to  the 
domination  of  a  single  class.  They  should 
consider  the  permanent  interests  of  the 
country.  On  tne  nature  and  scope  of  the 
new  Beform  Bill  depended  the  future  of 
this  country.  If  the  House  made  careful 
inquiry  into  this  question,  they  would  be 
able,  in  the  next  Reform  Bill,  to  satisfy 
all  classes  by  a  liberal  extension  of  the 
fvanchise,  which  would  be  capable  of 
representing,  not  the  mere  feeling  of  the 
hour,  but  the  thought  and  intelligence  of 
the  English  people.  The  hon.  Member 
concluded  by  moving  his  Amendment. 

Amendment  proposed. 

To  leave  out  from  the  first  word  "  That,"  to 
the  end  of  the  Question,  in  order  to  add  the 
words  "  no  change  should  he  made  in  the  Elec- 
toral Franchise  or  the  distribution  of  political 
power  until  full  and  accurate  information  has 
been  laid  before  this  House  with  respect  to  the 
relative  advantages  of  various  systems  of  Elec- 
tion, including  proportional  representation,  the 
Cumulative  Vote,  and  the  Limited  Vote,  and 
that  a  Select  Committee  be  appointed  to  inquire 
what  system  of  Election  is  best  calculated  to 
secure  the  just  representation  of  the  opinions  of 
all  classes  of  Electors," — {Mr,  BUnnerhasaeti,) 

— instead  thereof. 

Question  proposed,  **  That  the  words 
proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part  of  the 
Question." 

Notice  taken,  that  40  Members  were 
not  present;  House  counted,  and  40 
Members  being  found  present. 

Mr.  NEWDEGATE,  while  making 
allowance  for  the  witching  influence  of 
the  hour,  at  which  Members  of  Parlia- 
ment were  wont  to  refresh  themselves — 
for  they  must  eat  like  other  mortals — 
thought  the  fact  that  the  House  had 
been  so  nearly  counted  out  proved 
almost  conclusively  that  hon.  Members 
felt  that  the  country  was  not  at  all  pre- 


pared  for  the  change  proposed  by  the  hon. 
Member  for  Salford.   It  was  rather  a  cu- 
rious circumstance  that  an  English  Mem- 
ber should  move  for  a  reform  m  Parlia- 
ment to  be  undertaken  at  once,  so  far  as 
the  Kesolution  indicated,  that  he  had 
been  seconded  by  a  Scotch  Member,  and 
that  those  two  Members  were  taught  cau- 
tion by  an  Irish  Member.  It  proved  that 
the   sad  experience  of  Ireland   had   a 
sobering  effect  on  the  intellects  of  the 
Irish  Members.   He  was  glad  that  there 
was  further  proof  of  re-action  from  the 
wild  democratic  feeling  in  the  midst  of 
which  that  House  was  elected,  stimulated 
as  that  feeling  was  by  the  eloquence  of 
the  Prime  Minister.     The   right  hon. 
Gentleman  had  warned  the  hon.  Member 
for  Salford  not  to  trust  the  fulfilment  of 
promises  made  by  voting  abstract  Beso- 
lutions — a  very  pregnant  warning,  and 
one  that  did  not  surprise  him,  because 
what  was  the  first   reform  which  that 
Parliament  had  been  invited  to  make  ? 
Why,   the   House  had  been  asked  to 
admit  an  avowed  and  notorious  Atheist 
to  a  seat  in  that  House,  when  he  would 
not  be    admitted  to  any  jury.      They 
might  depend  upon  it  that  the  manner 
in  which  the  pretensions  of  Mr.  Brad- 
laugh  had  been  urged  was  producing  a 
deep   re- action.      He  had  proofs  of  it 
every  day  in  the  correspondence  he  re- 
ceived, and  he  rejoiced  at  that  fact.   The 
hon.  Member  for  Salford  had  quoted  a 
former  Duke  of  Eichmond,  who,  during 
the  last  century,  recommended  universal 
suffrage.    He  feared  that  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber had   forgotten   that  Mr.  Fox,  the 
eminent  Leader  of  the  Whigs — he  would 
not  call  them  the  Liberals — of  that  day 
spoke    cautiously  against   the  Besolu- 
tion.     He  was  afraid  that  the  modem 
Whigs  were  not  such  sound  Constitu- 
tionalists as  Mr.  Fox,  wild  though  he 
became  under  the  infection  of  the  first 
French    Bovolution.      But   when    that 
Motion  was  made,  and  when  the  Duke 
of  Richmond  spoke,  the  world  had  not 
had  that  great  lesson  of  the  danger  of 
unrestrained  democracy  and  the  fallacy 
of  trusting  it  as  a  security  either  for 
personal  or  national  safety,  or  for  per- 
sonal  or   national  freedom ;    that  les- 
son was  taught  by  the  first  French  Be- 
▼olution.      The  right   hon.   Gentleman 
told  them  not  to  trust  to  Parliamentary 
promises  given  by   votes   for  abstract 
Besolutions  if  they  were  not  immediately 
to  be  fulfilled.     Nor  was  this  surprising; 
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for  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  had  given 
manifold  proofs  of  his  wonderful  suscep- 
tibility to  conversion.  It  was  not  more 
than  12  years  since  the  last  Beform  Bill 
was  completed;  and  in  1866  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  urged  the  adoption  of  a 
£7  rating  franchise  for  the  boroughs  in 
opposition  to  the  proposal  of  household 
suffrage.  It  seemed  to  be  forgotten  that 
those  were  virtually  represented  who 
had  not  votes  themselves,  otherwise  this 
country  never  had  more  than  a  sham 
representation  until  1 867 ;  and  even 
now,  according  to  the  modern  theory, 
an  enormous  proportion  of  the  popula- 
tion was  unrepresented,  and  there  would 
be  an  enormous  proportion  unrepre- 
sented even  if  this  Resolution  were  car- 
ried into  law.  A  learned  work,  founded 
upon  the  records  of  France  prior  to  and 
during  the  first  French  Hevolution,  by 
M.  Taine,  described  the  desire  for  equa- 
lity as  a  strange  passion  wholly  of 
the  brain,  nourished  by  magniloquent 
phrases,  but  the  more  destructive ;  be- 
cause phantoms  were  created  out  of 
words,  and  against  phantoms  no  reason- 
ing or  actual  facts  could  prevail.  The 
records  of  the  French  Kevolution  showed 
that  the  mind  of  France  ran  wild  at  that 
epoch  on  the  idea  of  equality.  Fquality, 
political,  social,  or  personal,  never  had 
existed;  and  when  persons  argued,  as 
the  hon.  Member  for  Salford  did,  that 
equality  was  necessary  to  national  unity, 
they  belied  the  whole  history  of  their 
country,  they  raised  delusions  in  the 
public  mind,  and  created  an  appetite 
which  they  could  never  satisfy.  Allu- 
sion had  been  made  by  the  Mover 
of  the  Amendment  to  the  operation  of 
the  Caucus.  Now,  he  was  himself  a 
near  neighbour  of  the  Caucus.  When 
they  talked  of  the  counties  being 
isolated  in  representation  from  the 
boroughs,  he  remembered  that  a  large 
proportion  of  his  own  constituents  were 
Birmingham  men.  He  had  heard  some- 
thing of  the  operation  of  the  Caucus, 
and  he  must  say  that  it  was  tainted 
with  an  arbitrary  dictation  from  which 
sundry  from  Birmingham  took  refuge 
in  North  Warwickshire.  He  believed 
that  the  Chancellor  of  the  Duchy  of 
Lancaster  had  some  feeling  of  that 
kind ;  because,  previous  to  the  passing 
of  the  last  Keform  Act,  the  Boundary 
Commission  recommended  that  the  large 
suburb  of  Aston  should  be  taken  out  of 
North  Warwickshire  and  added  to  the 
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borough  of  Birmingham,  and  that  Bir- 
mingham should  have  four  Members 
instead  of  three.  The  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman urged  the  House  to  reject~[Mr. 
John  Bright  :  No  !] — at  all  events,  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman's  Friends  and 
Party  voted  against  that  recommenda- 
tion of  the  Commission  of  which  Lord 
Eversley  was  the  Chairman.  Now,  he 
himself  was  happy  to  represent  Aston  ; 
and  he  had  always  represented  it ;  but 
with  the  right  hon.  Gentleman's  opinion 
as  to  the  representation  of  numbers,  he 
never  could  understand  why  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  prevented  Birmingham 
having  a  fourth  Member.  His  Party 
voted  against  the  proposal  that  Bir- 
mingham should  have  four  Members, 
and  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  never 
complained.  It  was  by  the  decision  of 
the  Liberal  Party  that  Birmingham  had 
three  Members  instead  of  four;  and 
it  was  in  opposition  to  the  efforts  of 
those  miserable  Constitutionalists,  among^ 
whom  he  was  proud  to  be  numbered. 
History  did  not  afford  any  assurance 
that  large  constituencies  secured  purity 
of  election,  and  of  the  truth  of  this,  so 
far,  at  all  events,  as  municipal  elections, 
there  had  been  very  recently  a  strong 
presumption  in  Birmingham ;  for  when 
the  election  of  a  Town  Councillor  was 
questioned  before  a  Commissioner,  the 
seat  was  only  saved  by  the  happy  acci- 
dent that  Mr.  Wright's  agent  had  burnt 
his  pocket-book.  He  (Mr.  Newdegate), 
if  there  was  to  be  any  vote  at  all,  should 
vote  against  the  Hesolution. 

Mb.  a.  GBEY  rose  to  support  the 
Amendment  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
Kerry.  He  wished,  however,  at  the  out- 
set to  declare  his  regret  that  his  hon. 
Friend  had  not  seen  his  way  to  draft 
his  Amendment  in  such  a  manner  as  to 
make  it  evident  to  the  House  that  while 
he  was  in  favour  of  inquiry,  he  was  no 
less  anxious  than  the  hon.  Member  for 
Salford  to  see  rural  householders  placed 
in  possession  of  those  same  rights  and 
privileges  which  were  enjoyed  by  those 
living  under  similar  conditions  in  the 
towns.  Indeed,  he  was  of  opinion  that 
his  hon.  Friend  would  have  added  mate- 
rial strength  to  his  Amendment  had  he 
inserted  in  its  terms  some  statement  as 
to  the  expediency  of  the  equalization  of 
the  county  with  the  borough  franchise, 
of  which  it  was  notorious  that  a  very 
large  majority  of  the  House  was  in 
favour,   and   to  the  ^«iTl\xx^^  ^"l  V^\Oc^ 
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the  present  Parliament  stood  absolutely 
pledged.  But  while  he  was  no  less  eager 
than  his  lion.  Friend  the  Member  for  Sal- 
ford  and  the  lion.  Member  for  Roxburgh- 
sliire  to  see  the  extensicm  of  the  house- 
hold sulfrage  to  the  counties  safe  upon 
the  pages  of  the  Statute  Book,  he  ven- 
tured to  believe  that  the  question  which 
called  most  urgently  for  their  considera- 
tion at  the  present  moment  was  not  ex- 
tension of  the  suffrage,  but  re- distribution 
of  seats ;  for  while  the  question  of  ex- 
tension wa«»  practically  settled,  the  ques- 
tion of  r  .'-distribution  was  still  open  and 
unsolved,  and  yet  he  maintained  that 
upon  this  question  of  re-distribution  the 
hope  of  extension  depended.  He  trusted 
he  might  not  be  thought  presumptuous 
if  he  gave  utterance  to  the  firm  convic- 
tion whirh  he  Iield — namely,  that  it 
would  be  impossible  for  any  Government 
to  bring  about  an  equalization  of  the 
county  with  the  borough  franchise  unless 
it  was  accompanied  l>y  a  measure  for  the 
re-distribution  of  seats.  The  Postmaster 
General  had  most  positively  declared, 
both  in  his  writings  and  speeches,  that 
an  inseparable  connection  between  the 
extension  of  the  suffrage  and  the  re-dis- 
tribution of  seats  ought  to  be  maintained, 
and  that  he  would  oppose  the  equaliza- 
tion of  the  suffrage,  for  which  he  had 
hitherto  voted,  if  the  Government  taking 
it  in  hand  did  not  add  to  it  a  measure 
for  the  re-diatribution  of  seats.  He  (Mr. 
Grey)  maintained  that  after  the  delibe- 
rate utterance  of  such  sentiments  as 
those,  it  would  be  impossible  for  him 
(the  Postmaster  General)  to  vote  for 
extension  of  suffrage  unaccompanied  by 
any  measure  of  re-distribution,  without 
giving  a  deep  wound  to  the  cause  of 
political  morality,  which,  by  his  con- 
Bsitent,  bold,  and  honest  attitude  on  all 
public  questions  of  the  day,  he  had 
dune  so  much  to  chasten  and  improve. 
The  Postmaster  General  was  not  the 
only  Minister  of  the  hour  whose  vote, 
they  had  a  right  to  believe,  would  be 
given  against  extension  unaccompanied 
by  re-distribution.  The  nature  and  cha- 
racter of  the  opinion  to  which  the 
Under  Secretary  of  State  for  the  Colo- 
nies (Mr.  Courtney)  had  given  repeated 
expression  justified  the  belief  that  he 
"would  follow  the  Postmaster  General 
into  the  Lobby.  Nor  would  they  be  the 
only  Members  of  the  Liberal  Party. 
From  expreasiona  which  he  had  heard 
dropped  in  the  Lobbies  of  the  House 
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he  believed  that  there  was  a  considerable 
number  of  Liberal  Gentlemen,  all  of 
whom  wished  to  see  the  household  suf- 
frage extended  to  the  counties,  but  all 
of  whom  would  resist  the  extension  un- 
less it  was  accompanied  by  a  measure 
for  the  re-distribution  of  seats.  Believ- 
ing, then,  if  extension  was  to  be  carried, 
an  inseparable  connection  should  be 
maintained  between  it  and  re-distribu- 
tion, he  viewed  with  great  regret  the 
change  made  in  the  character  of  the 
Resolution  of  his  hon.  Friend,  for  which, 
in  its  original  shape,  extension  and  re- 
distribution appeared  as  two  parts  of 
one  and  the  same  Kesolution.  In  its 
altered  form  the  two  questions  were 
separated  and  divorced — one  Resolution 
being  devoted  to  the  question  of  exten- 
sion, the  other  to  that  of  re-distribution. 
He  trusted  that  this  change  did  not  im- 
ply that  in  the  mind  of  the  hon.  Member 
for  Salford  there  should  be  a  divorce 
between  two  subjects  which,  in  the  opi- 
nion of  the  Postmaster  General,  should 
bo  inseparably  connected.  [Mr.  Jonx 
Bright  dissented.]  He  observed  that 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Duchy  of  Lancaster  made 
a  gesture  of  dissent.  He  wels  sorry  that 
he  had  not  with  him  the  article  already 
referred  to  by  his  hon.  Friend  the  Mem- 
ber for  Roxburghshire,  entitled  **The 
Next  Reform  Bill,**  in  which  the  Post- 
master General  had  pointed  out  the 
reasons  why  it  was  desirable  that  the 
extension  of  the  suffrage  and  the  re-dis- 
tribution of  seats  should  be  kept  parts 
of  the  same  question.  But,  although  he 
was  unable  to  produce  the  quotation, 
the  article  could  be  easily  referred  to; 
and  hr)n.  Members  would  find,  in  the 
clear  and  convincing  language  of  the 
Postmaster  General,  how  desirable  it 
was  that  an  inseparable  connection  be- 
tween these  two  subjects  should  be  care- 
fully maintained.  There  was  only  one 
argument  in  favour  of  that  connection 
on  which,  inasmuch  as  it  seemed  to  him 
a  convincing  argument,  he  wished  to 
make  a  few  remarks.  Under  the  exist- 
ing system  of  various,  and  conflicting 
franchises,  the  representation  of  different 
interests  was  insured.  While  the  county 
franchise  was  based  on  a  property  quali- 
fication, labour  could  command  the  re- 
presentation of  the  boroughs,  and  thus 
there  was  ample  guarantee  that  neither 
labour  nor  capital  should  be  excluded 
from  representation  in  that  House.  But| 
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extend  the  suffrage  without  any  altera- 
tion in  the  present  system  of  voting, 
and  there  would  be  no  longer  any 
security  for  the  representation  of  any 
class  save  one — that  class,  namely,  which 
maintained  itself  by  manual  labour  — 
which,  being  the  majority  in  every 
locality,  could,  if  it  pleased,  under  the 
present  system  of  voting,  carry  every 
constituency  in  the  Kingdom.  He  did 
not  assert  that  even  if  the  classes  who 
maintained  themselves  by  manual  labour 
were  intrusted  with  a  monopoly  of 
political  power  they  would  outvote  all 
the  other  classes  and  monopolize  the 
Legislature  ;  but  what  he  wished  to 
impress  upon  the  House  was  that  they 
could  use  their  power,  if  they  liked,  to 
prevent  the  Representatives  of  any  other 
class  from  obtaining  a  seat  in  that  House 
— and  this,  if  not  a  probability,  was,  at 
any  rate,  a  possibility,  against  which 
that  House  ought  to  protect  itself.  Al- 
though he  readily  admitted  the  strength 
of  the  position  taken  up  by  those  who 
argued  the  larger  the  class  the  smaller 
the  class  interests,  he  yet  agreed  with 
Mr.  John  Stuart  Mill,  who  had  pointed 
out  that  if  the  command  of  the  repre- 
sentation of  every  constituency  was  given 
to  the  manual  labourers,  that — 

**  When  there  was  any  question  pending  on 
which  these  classes  were  al  isssue  with  the  rest 
of  the  community,  no  other  class  could  succeed 
in  getting  represented  anywhere." 

Now,  there  was  no  question  on  which 
there  was  more  likely  to  be  a  dilTerence 
of  opinion  between  those  classes  and  the 
rest  of  the  community  than  the  distribu- 
tion of  political  power  ;  and  although  he 
held  a  high  opinion  of  the  general  and 
natural  fairness  of  the  labouring  classes, 
he  did  not  by  any  means  feel  certain 
that  once  they  had  in  their  possession 
a  monopoly  of  political  power  they 
would  be  ready  to  part  with  any  fraction 
of  it  in  order  that  large  and  important 
minorities  might  have  secured  to  them 
their  fair  share  of  representation.  It 
was  in  the  teeth  of  all  experience  to 
suppose  that  people  would  give  up  any 
part  of  their  power  unless  obliged  to  do 
so  ;  and  he  therefoi'e  contended  that  it 
would  be  highly  dangerous  to  give  one 
Session  to  a  numerical  majority  the 
monopoly  of  political  power,  in  the  hope 
that  nothing  would  interfere  to  prevent 
the  same  Parliament  from  passing  in  a 
subsequent  Session  a  measure  of  re- 
distribution^ having  fur  its  object  the 


making  of  that  House  a  true  reflex  of 
the  feelings  and  opinions  of  the  nation. 
If  the  two  questions  were  separated,  it 
might  well  happen  that  a  Dissolution 
might  intervene  between  the  extension  of 
household  suffrage  to  the  counties  and 
the  passing  of  a  measure  for  the  re  dis- 
tribution of  seats.  It  might  then  happen 
— he  was  not  discussing  probabilities, 
but  possibilities — that  those  classes  who 
had,  by  the  measure  of  extension,  been 
invested  with  the  monopoly  of  political 
power,  would  be  opposed  to  any  measure 
for  the  representati<m  of  minorities. 
Fifty  years  ago,  before  1832,  one  class 
— the  Peerage— held  a  monopoly  of 
political  power.  The  hon.  Member  for 
Salford  had  forcibly  and  eloquently  de- 
picted the  evils  under  which  they  were 
still  suffering,  which  resulted  from  the 
class  legislation  of  those  days.  It  was 
the  boast  and  glory  of  Liberalism  that 
they  saved  the  country  in  1 832  from  the 
evil  ^tfects  of  class  legislatitm.  They 
were  now  in  some  danger,  he  appre- 
hended, of  going  to  the  opposite  extreme, 
and  of  handing  over  the  monopoly  of 
political  power  to  the  hands  of  another 
class,  not  less  a  class  because  it  poasosaed 
a  numerical  majonty  in  every  locality  in 
the  Kingdom.  For  these  reasons,  he 
was  opposed  to  any  separation  of  the 
question  of  re-distribution  from  that 
of  extension  of  the  suffrage.  What 
principle  they  had  then  to  determine 
ought  to  regulate  the  future  re-distri- 
bution of  seats?  He  maintained  tlmt 
that  re-distribution  would  alone  be  fair 
which,  while  it  insured  absolute  siipre- 
macy  to  the  majority  of  the  electoral 
body,  secured  to  the  various  sections 
of  opinion  representation  in  just  and 
fair  proportion  to  their  strength.  By 
insuring  the  representation  of  the 
various  sections  of  opinion  iii  just  and 
fair  proportion  to  their  strength,  they 
could  alone  hope  to  obtain  a  good 
House  of  Commons — a  House  which, 
conspicuous  for  its  variety  and  for  its 
compound  character,  might  prove  a  good 
legislative  machine;  at  the  same  time 
tliat  it  would  possess,  in  consequence  of 
its  being  the  true  reflex  of  the  nation, 
the  love  and  confldence  of  the  people. 
The  question  to  be  determined  was,  how 
was  the  fair  representation  of  the  people 
to  be  obtained  ?  The  hon.  Member  for 
Salford  was  opposed  to  an  inquiry  on 
the  ground  that  that  debate  '^wiJA 
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would  serve  to  enlighten  the  public 
mind.  He  ventured,  however,  to  believe 
that  the  public  mind,  which  was  com- 
pletely uninstructed  and  uninformed  on 
this  all-important  question,  would  find 
little  in  the  speeches  which  had  been 
delivered  that  evening  to  instruct  or 
guide  them.  The  hon.  Member  for 
oalford  did,  indeed,  venture  to  suggest 
that  large  towns,  like  Manchester,  should 
have  a  plurality  of  Members,  for  which 
suggestion  he  immediately  received  a 
smart  tap  upon  the  knuckles  from  the 
hon.  Member  who  seconded  his  Hesolu- 
tion,  who  scouted  the  idea  of  plurality  of 
Members,  advocating  in  its  stead  single- 
Membered  electoral  districts.  The  Prime 
Minister  did  not  touch  upon  that  ques- 
tion at  all ;  but,  on  the  contrary,  made 
an  earnest  appeal  to  the  hon.  Member 
for  Salford  not  even  to  embark  on  a  dis- 
cussion of  that  part  of  his  Kesolution 
which  dealt  with  the  re-distribution  of 
seats.  As,  then,  the  extension  of  the 
suffrage,  in  his  opinion,  depended  upon 
the  re-distribution  of  seats ;  and  as  upon 
this  question  of  re- distribution  the  public 
mind  was  a  blank,  which  that  debate  had 
done  nothing  to  remove,  he  considered 
that  his  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for 
Kerry  (Mr.  Blennerhassett)  was  com- 
pletely justified  in  asking  for  an  inquiry; 
and,  indeed,  if  the  Liberal  Party  had 
had  its  way,  they  would  have  had  an 
inquiry  long  ago.  In  1875  the  hon. 
Baronet  the  Under  Secretary  of  State  for 
Foreign  Affairs  (Sir  Charles  W.  Dilke) 
moved  in  that  House  for  an  inquiry 
into  the  various  methods  of  bringing 
about  a  juster  measure  of  distribution  of 
political  power,  with  a  view  of  obtaining 
a  more  complete  representation  of  the 
people.  That  demand  was  supported 
by  the  present  Prime  Minister,  by  every 
occupant  of  the  Front  Ministerial  Bench, 
and  by  the  whole  of  the  Liberal  Party ; 
and  he  considered  it  was  a  great  public 
calamitv  that  this  fair  demand  was  un- 
wisely  refused  by  a  Tory  Government. 
It  was  argued  by  the  Liberal  Party  at 
that  time  that  although  the  passing  of  a 
Reform  Bill  was  not  within  the  range  of 
practical  politics,  that,  inasmuch  as  it 
lay  a  very  little  distance  beyond  that 
range,  it  would  be  desirable  to  havQ  a 
careful  inquiry  into  the  various  systems 
of  representation  that  had  been  pro- 
posed, so  that  they  might  be  in  posses- 
sion of  all  the  information  that  could  be 
thrown  upon  the  subject  before  they  pro- 
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ceeded  to  legislate  in  a  manner  that 
could  not  fail  to  bring  about  Constitu- 
tional changes  of  the  very  greatest  im- 
portance. The  Tory  Prime  Minister, 
Mr.  Disraeli,  was  solemnly  warned  by 
the  hon.  Baronet  that  if  inquiry  was 
postponed  he  might  suddenly  find  a  Par- 
liament returned  to  power  pledged  to 
deal  with  the  question  of  Beform ;  and 
that  the  consequence  of  his  unwise  re- 
fusal to  grant  timely  inquiry  would  be 
to  render  imperative  hasty  and  ill-con- 
sidered legislation  on  this  all-important 
question.  Part  of  the  hon.  Baronet's 
prophecy  had  already  been  fulfilled. 
They  now  had  a  Parliament  returned  to 
power  pledged  up  to  the  eyes  to  deal 
with  this  question  of  Reform.  Two  Ses- 
sions had  already  passed  away ;  a  third 
would  soon  be  gone.  Under  no  circum- 
stances could  legislation  much  long^  be 
deferred,  and  yet  the  country  was  en« 
tirely  uninformed  as  to  the  principle 
which  should  regulate  the  re-distribution 
of  seats.  He  earnestly  trusted  that  that 
part  of  the  hon.  Baronet's  prophecy 
which  pointed  to  hasty  and  ill-considered 
legislation  as  the  result  of  the  refusal  of 
timely  inquiry  would  not  be  realized; 
and  he  maintained  that  the  best  gua- 
rantee against  so  great  a  misfortune  lay 
in  the  institution  of  an  inquiry  at  the 
present  time.  If  the  whole  Liberal  Party 
considered  inquiry  to  be  necessary  at  a 
time  when  all  prospect  of  legislation  was 
remote,  it  must  surely  be  admitted  that 
inquiry  was  100  times  more  necessary 
now,  when  they  were  within  arm's  length 
of  the  introduction  of  a  Reform  Bill. 
The  next  Reform  Bill  must  equal,  per- 
haps surpass,  in  importance  the  Reform 
Act  of  1 832 ;  and  upon  the  character  of 
the  measure  and  the  wisdom  of  its  pro- 
visions would  depend  the  whole  future 
of  this  country.  Surely,  then,  it  was  of 
the  utmost  importance  that  every  infor- 
mation that  could  possibly  be  thrown 
upon  the  question  should  be  in  their 
possession  before  they  undertook  such 
weighty  legislation.  What  harm  could 
an  inquiry  do?  It  would  help  to  in- 
crease their  understanding  of  a  question 
which  it  was  of  national  importance  that 
they  should  thoroughly  comprehend.  He 
trusted  that  they  mignt  not  be  obliged, 
in  consequence  of  wanting  sufficient  in- 
formation, to  legislate  blindfolded  or  in 
the  dark.  They  had  a  right  to  know 
everything  that  could  be  known  upon 
the  subject.     They  had  a  right  to  de- 
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mand,  and  he  respectfully  contended  that 
it  was  the  duty  of  Government  to  be- 
stow, every  facility  for  coming  to  a  right 
decision.  He  earnestly  trusted,  there- 
fore, that  the  Prime  Minister  would  give 
his  very  favourable  consideration  to  the 
demand  of  his  hon.  Friend ;  for  he  be- 
lieved that  national  interests  imperatively 
required  that  the  Government  should, 
without  delay  and  before  the  introduc- 
tion of  their  Keform  Bill,  institute  a 
careful  and  searching  inquiry,  by  some 
competent  authority,  into  the  various 
systems  of  representation  that  had  been 
proposed,  with  the  view  of  obtaining  a 
good  House  of  Commons,  which  would 
prove  to  be  a  true  reflex  of  the  feelings 
and  wishes  of  the  whole  nation. 

Mr.  G'DONNELL  said,  he  saw  in  the 
discussion  that  had  taken  place  a  signal 
proof  that  some  of  the  most  important 
Business  of  the  House  did  not  consist  in 
mere  legislation.  Unless  such  oppor- 
tunities as  the  present  were  g^ven  for 
academic  discussions,  comparative  ill- 
success  might  be  expected  to  attend  the 
House  in  the  discharge  of  its  legisla- 
tive functions.  The  hon.  Member  (Mr. 
Arnold)  asked  them  to  re-affirm  what 
the  Liberal  Party  had  always  supported 
— namely,  the  principle  that  the  next 
Keform  Bill  should  be  based  upon  the 
equalization  of  the  borough  and  county 
suffrage.  He  (Mr.  G*Donnell)  supported 
that  principle  when  he  was  a  fellow- 
sufferer  in  Opposition  with  the  Liberal 
Party,  and  he  supported  it  still,  though 
he  had  no  longer  any  fellowship  with 
the  Liberal  Party.  But  he  could  not 
but  think  that  some  of  the  views  put 
forward,  notably  by  the  Prime  Minister, 
were  calculated  to  excite  a  somewhat 
mistaken  apprehension  of  the  bearing  of 
the  proposition.  Warmly  as  he  sym- 
pathized with  the  argument  in  favour  of 
the  enfranchisement  of  the  agricultural 
labourers,  he  thought  they  must  take 
this  fact  into  account — that  a  wholesale 
enfranchisement  of  the  agricultural  la- 
bourers would  be  a  wholesale  enfran- 
chisement of  a  totally  unskilled,  ex- 
tremely ignorant,  and  extremely  sus- 
ceptible class  as  regards  politics.  Not 
that  he  doubted  the  common  sense  of 
large  masses  of  that  kind ;  but  he  fore- 
saw that  the  agricultural  labourers,  with 
the  highest  intelligence  in  many  re- 
spects, and  with  excellent  patriotism, 
and  so  forth,  would  not  exercise  their 
new  privileges  under    the  spontaneous 


direction  of  their  own  intelligence.  He 
meant  to  say  that,  unless  some  pro- 
vision was  made  to  prevent  organizations 
which  would  really  rival  the  regular  or- 
ganizations of  the  constituencies,  they 
would  find  that  the  majority  of  the 
agricultural  labourers  would  fall  into 
the  hands  of  the  most  successful  mani- 
pulators of  whatever  kind  of  Caucus — 
whether  Liberal  or  Conservative — that 
might  happen  to  be  in  existence.  Give 
him  (Mr.  O'Donnell)  an  hour's  start 
with  the  name  of  a  Caucus  in  a  con- 
stituency of  lately  enfranchised  la- 
bourers, and  he  defied  the  united  genius 
of  all  the  Prime  Ministers,  from  Pitt  to 
Gladstone,  to  catch  up  the  mischief  that 
he  might  be  able  to  work  in  that  hour. 
The  newly  enfranchised  millions  were 
the  natural  prey  of  the  Caucus.  He 
disagreed  with  the  theory  of  the  Prime 
Minister  as  to  the  pecuUar  advantages 
of  having  a  considerable  representation 
of  what  was  called  labour.  There  was  no 
scheme  and  no  theory  more  liable  to  be 
twisted  to  the  purposes  of  mere  Party 
than  the  representation  of  the  working 
classes  by  members  of  the  working 
classes.  He  wanted  to  know  how  a 
man  who,  by  his  brain  and  his  labour, 
had  worked  his  way  up  the  social  ladder 
above  the  working  classes  or  the  pro- 
fessional classes,  ceased  to  be  a  member 
of  the  working  classes  if  he  continued 
to  feel  for  them  ?  He  maintained,  on 
the  contrary,  without  any  depreciation 
of  the  marked  ability  of  the  hon.  Mem- 
bers for  Stoke  (Mr.  Broadhurst)  and 
Morpeth  (Mr.  Burt),  that,  as  a  general 
rule,  a  man  who  had  left  the  working 
classes  by  sheer  labour  and  brain  was, 
at  the  very  least,  as  much  a  repre- 
sentative of  the  working  classes  as  the 
man  who  was  still  nominally  enrolled 
with  them.  As  a  matter  of  fact,  it  was 
impossible  for  the  working  classes  to  be 
represented  in  Parliament  by  working 
men  exactly  like  other  working  men. 
The  instant  a  working  man  began  to 
take  the  lead  of  his  fellows  in  politics, 
and  was  recognized  by  his  fellow-men 
as  a  leader  of  his  class,  he  ceased  to  be 
a  mere  working  man;  and  if  he  was 
elected  by  a  constituency,  he  was,  in 
reality,  a  Kepresentative  of  the  com- 
munity at  large.  It  was  a  favourite 
dodge  of  electioneering  politicians,  not 
only  in  this  country,  but  other  countries, 
to  try  to  get  the  favour  of  a  constituency 
in  which  a  large  num.h^T  ^i.  ^xc^  ^%x- 
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ticular  trade  happened    to    be,  by  in- 
ducing someone  who  belonged  to  that 
trade  to  stand  in  order  to  get  the  votes 
of  electors  of  his  class,  who  would  vote 
for  him,  because  he  was  a  member  of 
their  trade,  wholly  shutting  their  eyes 
to  the  fact  that  his  membership  of  their 
trade  was  only  a  bait  by  which  the  elec- 
tioneering agent  got  the  support  for  his 
Party  of   that   particular  trade.     This 
was  no  mere  British  device,  for  it  pre- 
vailed in  nearly  all  countries.     Nor  was 
the    system  confined    to  the    working 
classes.     When  the  Liberals  wished  to 
carry  a  county,  knowing  that  if  they 
brought  forward  a  Liberal  of  the  ordi- 
nary stamp  they   would  be  certain   of 
failure,  they  pitched  upon  a  farmer,  in 
the  hope  that  he  might  draw  to  their 
side  other  farmers    who   had    always 
voted  blue.     He  was  sorry  to  hear  the 
Prime  Minister  declare  that  he  would 
vote  for  the  Motion,  merely  because  it 
formed   a  groundwork   for    a   sort    of 
academic  discussion  which  was  not  to  be 
followed  by  legislation.     He  recognized 
the  astute  skill  of  the  practised  Party 
Leader,  in   the  manner    in  which  the 
Premier  in  this  branch   of  his  speech 
contrived  to  say  a  word  or  two  in  favour 
of  the  cldturef  in  lamenting  the  impos- 
sibility of  legislating  at  present  on  this 
franchise  question.     But  since  the  Li- 
beral Party  entered  the  House,  strong 
in  number    and    strong  in  resolution, 
without    delay   to   remedy    the    short- 
comings of  the  franchise,  some  weeks, 
not  to   say    months,   had    been    spent 
which  might  have  been  saved  by  the 
Government,  and  during    which  they 
might     have     introduced    a     measure 
for    enfranchising  the   agricultural  la- 
bourers.     He  had  been  informed  that 
a  Scotch  Member  took  occasion  to  sug- 
gest that  the  next  Eeform  Bill  should 
increase    the    representation    of    Scot- 
land and   diminish    the   representation 
of    Ireland.     If    any    hon.     Members 
were  desirous  of    diminishing  the   in- 
terest which  Ireland  now   felt    in  the 
Empire,    he  commended  to  their  con- 
sideration the  scheme  suggested  by  that 
hon.   Member.      He    (Mr.    0*I)onnell) 
would  not  deny  to  Scotland  additional 
representation ;    he  knew  that  England 
had  for  a  long  time  been  very  much 
over-represented  according  to  her  popu- 
lation ;  but  any  attempt  to  diminish  the 
tepreaentation  of  Ireland  he  would  op- 
pose to  the  bitter  end,  notwithataiidm^ 
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the  Cloture  Bules  and  the  terrors  which 
were  proposed  to  be  added  to  the  powers 
of   the  Speaker.      Some    time  ago  he 
wrote   a  letter  to    The   Times    on    this 
subject  with  reference  to  some  extraor- 
dinary   statements    of   the   right    hon. 
Gentleman  the  Chancellor  of  the  Duchy 
of  Lancaster  (Mr.  John  Bright).     He 
pointed  out  then  that,  down  to  the  very 
last .  Election,   Ireland    was  very  much 
under-represented  in  the  House.     For 
half  a  century  from  the  passing  of  the 
Union  Ireland  ought  to  have  had  from 
200  to  240  Members  in  proportion  to  her 
population  to  the  population  of  England 
and  Scotland.     For  that  half  century 
Ireland  had  been  scandalously  cheated 
out  of  more  than  half  her  legitimate 
representation.      At    the   time    of    the 
Union  the  population    of  Ireland  was 
5,000,000,   and  that   of    England    and 
Scotland   10,000,000;    but  Ireland  had 
only  105  Members,  while  England  and 
Scotland  had  550  between  them.    Twenty 
years  later  the  population  of    Ireland 
was  something  like  7,000,000,  and  the 
population    of    England   and    Scotland 
14,000,000.     Ireland  ought  accordingly 
to  have   had   230  Members  in  Parlia- 
ment.    She  had  only  1 05  ;   while  gene- 
rous England  and  Scotland    expended 
their  generosity   upon  themselves,    and 
kept  1 50  Members  more  than  they  were 
entitled    to    have.     Down    to    1840  or 
1850  something   similar   was  the   case. 
In  1871  Ireland  was  entitled,  according 
to  her  population,  to  have  1 12  instead  of 
105.     It  was  only  now,  for  the  first  time 
since   the  Act   of    Union,  that  Ireland 
showed  a  population  which  would  entitle 
her  to  fewer  than  105  Members.      Ire- 
land was  now  150,000  souls   poorer  in 
population  than  on  the  day  the  Act  of 
Union  was  passed.  The  generous  Repre- 
sentatives of  England  and  Scotland  dis- 
covered now,  for  the  first  time  in  a  cen- 
tury, that  there  was  something  wrong  in 
the  representation  of  Ireland  ;  although 
not  one  of  them  ever  proposed  to  raise 
the  representation  to  its  legitimate  num- 
ber during  the  80  years  the  country  was 
so  unjustly  below  its  legitimate  propor- 
tion of  Kepresentatives.     In  the  course 
of  the  debate  the  great  question  of  the 
re-distribution  of  seats  had  been  referred 
to.     The  dominant  idea  in  the  speech  of 
the  hon.  Member  for  South  Northumber- 
land (Mr.  Grey)  was    that    in  the  re- 
distribution of  seats,  or  in  any  settle- 
V  ment  of  the  question  of  representation, 
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Bpocial  regard  should  be  had  to  the  re- 
presentation of  classes  in  that  House. 
He  could  only  say  that  he  was  unable  to 
find  anywhei:e  any  instance  in  which, 
while  there  was  general  suffrage  or 
household  suffrage,  it  was  found  possible 
to  make  the  Lower  House  representative 
of  anything  but  numbers.  If  it  were 
desired  to  have  representation  of  classes, 
of  wealth,  of  intelligence,  of  special  ca- 
pacities, or  of  special  institutions,  then 
they  must  fall  back  upon  the  device  of  a 
Second  Chamber.  It  was  upon  that 
device  that  all  the  great  States  which 
had  adopted  a  liberal  suffrage  for  the 
Lower  House  had  fallen  back  for  class 
representation.  To  take  the  case  of 
France,  which  had  been  taken  as  the 
chosen  exemplar  of  British  progress  for 
the  future,  they  found  the  House  of 
Deputies  representative  of  nothing  but 
numbers.  It  was  in  the  Upper  House — 
the  Senate — that  they  found  the  repre- 
Bentation  of  class ;  though  there  was  a 
tendency  in  France  to  reduce  the  Senate 
more  and  more  to  the  level  of  the  Lower 
House,  and  to  make  it  the  mere  repre- 
sentative of  numbers.  In  Spain  the 
Cortes — the  Lower  House — was  repre- 
sentative only  of  the  numerical  majority; 
while  the  Bepresentatives  of  the  landed 
classes,  the  Universities,  and  the  clergy 
formed  the  Upper  Chamber.  In  Ger- 
many the  able  men  who  had  presided  at 
the  building  up  of  the  German  Empire 
had  given  up  as  hopeless  the  problem 
of  making  the  Lower  House  represent 
anything  but  the  numerical  majority. 
The  Reichstag  represented  numbers 
through  manhood  suffrage;  while  the 
Members  of  the  other  House  were  chosen 
by  the  Government.  In  the  United 
States  the  Upper  House  was,  to  a  large 
extent,  made  the  representative  of  a 
special  class  of  interests  in  the  same 
way ;  while  the  House  of  Congress  was, 
above  all,  the  representative  of  a  nu- 
merical majority.  Every  other  country 
which  had  made  any  real  progress  to- 
wards a  general  enfranchisement  of  the 
mass  of  the  population  had,  in  a  similar 
way,  been  obliged  to  give  up  as  abso- 
lutely insoluble  the  problem  of  making 
the  House  of  Representatives  reflect  the 
opinions  of  anything  but  the  numerical 
majority.  If  ever  they  had  to  solve  the 
problem  of  providing  a  special  means 
for  the  representation  of  class  interests, 
however  respectable,  he  ventured  to  say 
that  the  solution  would  not  be  found  in 


any  attempt  to  limit  the  g^ant  voice  of 
manhood,  universal,  or  household  suf- 
frage, or  by  a  fancy  re -distribution  of 
power ;  but  that  they  would  have  to  face 
the  question  of  a  reform  of  the  Upper 
House.  Some  means  must  be  contrived 
by  which  the  Second  Chamber  should 
be  made  more  representative  of  special 
classes  than  at  present,  supposing  those 
special  classes  were  worthy  of  represen- 
tation. He  was  aware  that  they  were 
then  only  going  to  have  an  academical 
decision  upon  an  academical  discussion. 
Much  criticism  had  appeared  in  Liberal 
organs,  on  the  fact  that  the  Liberal 
Party  was  pledged  to  a  new  Reform  Bill, 
and  to  an  extension  of  the  suffrage. 
That  extension  of  the  suffrage  must 
naturally  conclude  the  existence  of  the 
present  Parliament;  and  he  was  afraid 
that  the  very  fact  oi  passing  a  Reform 
Bill  would  be  an  act  of  suicide  on  the 
part  of  the  present  House.  That  being 
so,  he  did  not  think  there  was  any  tear 
that  the  Liberal  Party  would  hasten  on 
that  act  of  suicide.  The  Liberal  Party 
came  into  power  under  very  advantage- 
ous circumstances ;  and  he  believed  now 
there  was  a  common  suspicion  among 
them  that  those  advantageous  circum- 
stances were  not  likely  to  be  present  on 
the  occasion  of  the  next  General  Election. 
Mr.  BUCHANAN  rose  for  a  few 
minutes,  principally  with  the  object  of 
emphasizing  what  had  already  been  said 
by  his  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  Rox- 
burghshire (Mr.  Arthur  Elliot),  and  to 
express  the  satisfaction  he  had  felt,  as 
a  Scotch  Member,  and  which,  he  was 
sure,  all  Scotchmen  would  feel,  at  the 
announcement  of  the  Prime  Minister, 
which  showed  that  his  promises,  when  he 
was  a  candidate  in  Mid  Lothian,  were 
being  fulfilled  when  he  was  Member 
for  Mid  Lothian  and  Prime  Minister. 
He  alluded  to  the  statement  he  made  in 
the  beginning  of  his  speech — that  he  re- 
cognized that  in  any  Reform  Bill  in  the 
future  to  be  brought  forward  Scotland 
had  a  very  strong  claim  to  increased  re- 
presentation. He,  in  common  with  all 
Scotch  Members — and,  he  thought,  even 
in  common  with  the  Irish  Member  who 
last  spoke — could  not  but  think  that  if 
one  looked  at  facts  as  they  were  he  must 
come  to  the  conclusion  that  Scotland  was 
very  much  under-represented,  whether 
regard  was  had  to  its  population  or  to 
the  revenue  which  it  yielded  to  the  Lxsl- 
perial  Exohec^ueii.  12L^  ^wsXi^Y:^^  \»  ^»?j 
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one  word  upon  the  speech  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  Northumberland  (Mr.  Grey). 
He  confessed  himself  that  it  seemed  to 
him  rather  an  awkward  mode  of  meeting 
the  Besolution  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
Salford  (Mr.  Arnold)  by  moving  the 
Amendment  that  had  been  moved  by  the 
hon.  Member  for  Kerry  (Mr.  Blenner- 
hassett) ;  but  if  that  was  a  somewhat 
strange  mode  of  meeting  the  general 
Motion,  the  arguments  by  which  the 
hon.  Member  for  Northumberland  sup- 
ported the  Amendment  appeared  stranger 
still.  His  arguments  were  twofold.  He 
maintained,  first,  that  the  country  wanted 
much  greater  inquiry  upon  this  subject 
than  had  yet  been  made  ;  and,  secondly, 
he  contended  that  a  re-distribution  of 
seats  ought  to  accompany  any  extension 
of  the  franchise.  With  regard  to  the 
subject  of  inquiry,  he  thought  certainly 
a  great  deal  of  information  was  neces- 
sary before  a  detailed  Keform  Bill  could 
be  brought  forward ;  but  he  had  to  point 
out  that  that  information  could  be  ob- 
tained, no  doubt,  in  process  of  time,  by 
means  of  Betums  and  otherwise ;  but, 
although  they  recognized  the  advisability 
of  further  inquiry,  that  was  surely  no 
reason  why  they  should  vote  against  the 
general  proposition  of  the  hon.  Member 
for  Salford.  It  might  be  that  a  re- 
distribution of  seats  should  accompany 
an  extension  of  the  franchise  ;  but  that 
was  only  a  detail  which  would  receive 
full  consideration.  He  trusted  that  if 
there  were  a  re-distribution  of  seats  it 
would  embrace  the  whole  of  the  United 
Kingdom,  and  that  seats  should  not  be 
distributed  first  for  England,  next  for 
Ireland,  and  then  for  Scotland ;  else 
they  would  find  themselves  in  the  same 
position  in  which  Scotland  was  placed  in 
1868,  when,  the  question  havmg  been 
left  over  for  a  year,  it  was  with  the 
greatest  difficulty  Scotland  got  enlarged 
representation,  through  the  disfranchise- 
ment of  certain  English  boroughs.  He  fur- 
ther should  like  to  call  the  attention  of  the 
House  to  the  point  alluded  to  by  the  hon. 
Member  for  Roxburghshire  —  namely, 
that,  in  reality,  there  was  a  much  higher 
franchise  in  the  counties  in  Scotland  than 
obtained  in  England.  There  they  had  no 
40«.  freeholders,  as  in  England.  Accord- 
ing to  the  figures  quoted  by  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Salford,  there  was  in  English  and 
Welsh  Parliamentary  counties  one  voter 
for  every  16  inhabitants;  whereas  in  Scot- 
tish Parliamentary  counties  there  was 
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one  voter  for  every  2 1  inhabitants.  With 
regard  to  the  other  burden  under  which 
the  county  franchise  in  Scotland  at  pre- 
sent laboured — namely,  the  way  in  wnich 
it  was  swamped  by  non-resident  voters, 
those  who  did  not  reside  on  their  qualifi- 
cations— he  would  like  to  add  one  or  two 
facts  to  the  statistics  quoted  by  the  hon. 
Member  for  Roxburghshire.  He  took 
some  trouble,  about  a  year  ago,  in  in- 
quiring into  the  number  of  voters  in  Scot- 
tish counties  who  did  not  reside  on  their 
qualifications,  and  he  found  they  varied 
very  much  in  the  different  parts  of  the 
country.  He  made  inquiry  in  eight  or 
10  different  counties,  and  he  found  that 
the  proportion  of  non-resident  voters  in 
the  Scottish  counties  varied  from  about  5 
or  6  per  cent  in  Banffshire  and  Fifeshire 
to  1 1  and  1 2  per  cent  in  other  counties, 
and  no  less  than  30  per  cent  in  Mid 
Lothian.  The  actual  figures  for  Mid 
Lothian  for  this  year  were  1,237  voters 
who  did  not  reside  on  their  qualification, 
out  of  a  total  of  4,018  on  the  roll,  those 
outvoters  being  distributed  over  the  face 
of  the  earth.  He  took  the  trouble  to 
look  over  one  of  the  rolls — that  of  Ben- 
frewshire — and  he  found  that  the  non- 
resident voters  were  distributed  over  no 
less  than  28  other  Scottish  constituen- 
cies— that  a  large  number  were  in  Eng- 
land, some  in  Ireland,  and  several  abroad. 
The  only  other  point  which  he  would  like 
to  touch  upon  for  a  moment  was  the  im- 
portance of  this  question  from  the  point 
of  view  of  the  Bepresentatives  of  bo- 
roughs and  cities.  The  hon.  Member 
for  Roxburghshire  had  pointed  out  that  a 
great  number  of  the  newly-enfranchised 
voters  by  the  next  Eeform  Bill  would 
really  be  urban  and  not  rural.  He  found 
that  one-third  of  the  urban  population  of 
Great  Britain  were  outside  Parliamen- 
tary boroughs — that  was  to  say,  at  this 
moment  there  were  in  England  5,000,000 
inhabitants  who  really  lived  in  urban 
Parliamentary  counties,  but  did  not  pos- 
sess the  borough  franchise ;  while  in 
Scotland  there  were  877,000  inhabitants 
who  were  inside  Parliamentary  counties, 
but  actually  lived  in  boroughs  and  small 
towns,  though  they  were  only  under  the 
county  franchise.  In  further  confirma- 
tion of  that,  as  regarded  England,  he 
might  call  attention  to  the  Return  pre- 
sented a  few  months  ago,  by  which  it 
appeared  that  in  England  and  Wales 
there  were  151  towns  with  over  10,000 
inhabitants  without  the   borough  fran- 
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ohise,  of  wbich  20  were  over  20,000  in- 
habitants, and  four  over  50,000.  There- 
fore, he  ventured  to  think  that  on  a 
question  of  this  sort  one  could  fairly  ap- 
peal to  the  sympathies  of  the  Members 
of  every  large  town  constituency,  and 
to  their  constituents,  in  urging  forward 
this  measure  for  the  enfranchisement  of 
those  who,  by  the  mere  accident  of  their 
living  outside  an  artificially-drawn  Par- 
liamentary boundary,  were  deprived  of  the 
franchise  which  they  themselves  enjoyed. 

Viscount  Lymington  and  Sir  John 
Hay  rose  together,  and  Mr.  Speaker 
called  on  Sir  John  Hay. 

Sir  JOHN  HAT  said,  he  was  one  of 
those  Members  who  were  anxious  to  see 
an  assimilation  of  the  county  franchise 
to  that  of  the  boroughs ;  but  he  was  also 
anxious  to  see  along  with  it  a  consider- 
able re-distribution  of  seats.  But  he 
heard  the  Prime  Minister  with  some 
surprise  when,  instead  of  replying  to  the 
hon.  Member  for  Salford  by  saying  he 
would  cause  a  Bill  to  be  drawn  of  the 
nature  desired,  with  a  Schedule  of  the 
boroughs  to  be  re-distributed,  he  merely 
said  that  the  abstract  Hesolution  might 
in  part  be  accepted.  He  thought  it  was 
a  great  misfortune  that  they  should  be 
discussing  this  subject  without  a  Bill 
before  them,  and  without  a  Schedule  in 
the  Bill  giving  the  names  of  the  boroughs 
which  were  about  to  be  grouped  or 
appropriated  in  the  representation  of 
counties  or  of  large  towns.  He  found, 
from  the  Return  which  had  been  pre- 
sented to  the  House  on  the  Motion 
of  the  hon.  Member  for  Tam worth 
(Mr.  H.  Bass),  that  there  were  towns, 
such  as  West  Ham,  with  more  than 
100,000  inhabitants  which  were  unrepre- 
sented. If  he  looked  at  the  Schedule 
which  he  had  endeavoured  to  draw  up 
of  small  boroughs  having  two  Members, 
he  should  find  almost  first  in  it  the  name 
of  the  town  represented  by  the  noble 
Lord  the  Member  for  Barnstaple— to 
whom  he  apologized  for  intervening 
between  him  and  the  House — (Viscount 
Lymington).  There  were  50  English 
boroughs  which  had  less  than  10,000  of 
a  population,  having  51  Representatives 
in  the  House,  one  of  the  boroughs  re- 
turning two  Members  ;  and,  in  his 
opinion,  it  would  be  very  much  better  if 
these  seats  wore  re-distributed,  and  a 
considerable  number  of  the  Members 
given  to  Scotland,  as  had  been  suggested 


by  the  hon.  Member  for  Edinburgh  (Mr. 
Buchanan)   and   his    hon.   Friend    the 
Member  for  Roxburghshire  (Mr.  Arthur 
Elliot).     He  might  fairly  hope  that  that 
would  be  a  result ;  because  in  his  speech 
at  Dalkeith  the  Prime  Minister  stated 
that  he  proposed  to  increase  the  repre- 
sentation of  Scotland  to  75  Members, 
under  one  condition,  or  78  under  another 
— by  15  or  by  18  Members — ^but  the  only 
suggestion  he  gave  by  which  the  repre- 
sentation might  be  increased  was  by  the 
six  seats  which   at  that  moment  were 
unappropriated.     It  was  quite  evident 
that  the  six  seats  would  not  fulfil  the 
condition  which  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man  had  suggested  was  desirable  for 
the  increased  representation  of  Scotland ; 
and,  therefore,  it  appeared  to  him  (Sir 
John  Hay)  that  any  proposal  which  was 
brought  before  the  House  in  the  nature 
of  an  extension  of  the  county  franchise 
and  an  increase  of  the  representation  of 
Scotland  must  include  also  a  re- distri- 
bution of  seats,  and  the  disfranchise- 
ment of  a  considerable  number  of  Eng- 
lish  boroughs,   and   not  only  English 
boroughs,  but  three  Welsh  boroughs 
and   18  Irish  boroughs.     They  had  at 
this  moment  in  England  53,000  persons 
represented  by  one  Member,  and  in  Ire- 
land 50,000  represented  by  one  Member ; 
whereas  the  labours  of  Scotch  Members 
were  out  of  all  proportion — each  hav- 
ing to   represent   62,000   of  the  popu- 
lation, which  was  an  arduous  duty,  and 
they  required  considerable  assistance  in 
the  work  of  representing  the  country. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Prime 
Minister   must    himself   feel  that    the 
labour    was    more  than   he    could    be 
fairly   called    upon    to  discharge,    and 
would  be  glad,  no  doubt,  of  a  Colleague 
as  an  assistant  for  the  county  of  Mid 
Lothian.      If  they  looked   also   at  the 
Poor  Law  valuation,  each  English  and 
Welsh  Member  represented  a  valuation 
of  £323,000,  and  each  Irish  Member  of 
£132,611  ;  while  in  Scotland  they  had 
to  represent  each  £371,248,  which  was 
an  additional  labour  thrown  upon  them, 
and  which  was,  no  doubt,  shared  by  the 
Prime  Minister.      He   was  of    opinion 
there  was  no  necessity  for  further  in- 
quiry.     He  could  not  believe  that  his 
hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  Kerry  (Mr. 
Blennerhassett)  was  going  to  a  division. 
He  had  listened  to  the  hon.  Member's 
speech  with  great  interest ;  but  he  was 
of  opinion  that  the  present  Te^Y^%^Tv\».- 
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tion  of  boroughs,  where  population 
had  diminished,  should  be  fairly  dis- 
tributed amonp^  larger  communities, 
and  that  18  Members  should  be  at 
least  appropriated  from  the  Irish  con- 
stituencies to  assist  the  Scotch  Members 
in  representing  Scotland.  He  would 
remind  the  House  of  words,  which 
would  be  received  with  marked  respect 
by  hon.  Members  on  that  side,  as  they 
were  used  by  the  late  Lord  Beaconsfield 
when  he  introduced  his  Reform  Bill. 
That  eminent  statesman  then  said — 

"  We  think  there  is  a  principle,  the  justness 
of  which  will  be  at  once  acknowledged,  the 
logical  consequences  of  which  will  be  at  once 
remedial,  nnd  which,  if  applied  with  due  dis- 
cretion, will  effect  all  those  objects  which  we 
anxiously  desire  with  re^rard  to  the  county  con- 
stituencies. We  find  that  jprinciple  in  recog- 
nizing an  identity  of  suffrage  between  the 
counties  and  towns.'* 

He  fully  agreed  with  those  words ;  and 
if  the  hon.  Member  for  Salford  went  to 
a  division  he  would  support  him  on  both 
the  clauses  of  his  Resolution ;  but  he 
could  not  agree  to  partially  increased 
constituencies  without  a  re-distribution 
of  seats,  which  was  absolutely  necessary 
to  give  a  fair  representation  to  the 
Scottish  constituencies. 

Viscount  LYMINGTON  said,  the 
right  hon.  and  gallant  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  Wigtown  Burghs,  who  had 
just  spoken,  had  stated  that  among  the 
first  boroughs  in  his  Schedule  which 
would  be  swept  away  by  any  reform 
would  be  the  borough  he  (Viscount 
Lymi  )gton)  hod  the  honour  to  represent. 
Unfortunately,  Barnstaple  began  with  a 
'*  B  "  and  Wigtownshire  with  a  **  W  ;" 
but,  on  reference  to  Dodh  Parliamentary 
Companion,  he  found  that  the  electors  in 
the  borough  he  represented  numbered 
1,785,  while  those  in  the  constituency  of 
the  right  hon.  and  gallant  Gentleman 
were  1,420.  [An  hon.  Member:  Barn- 
staple has  two  Members.]  Certainly, 
extraordinary  anomalies  existed  in  re- 
spect of  the  numbers  of  the  populations 
represented,  and  objections  had  been 
raised  on  that  head  to  the  present  system. 
With  regard  to  Wiltshire,  to  which  re- 
ference had  been  made,  there  were  in 
that  county  eight  boroughs  returning 
nine  Members,  but  only  containing  a 
population  of  60,000,  in  none  of  which 
was  there  any  real  manufacturing  interest. 
Those  boroughs  sent  to  the  House  of 
Commons  an  equal  number  of  Members 
with  Liverpool,  Wednesbury,  Lambeth, 
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and  Glasgow,  which  contained  popula- 
tions amounting  to  1,660,000  peraons. 
The  result  was  more  striking  if  one  took 
the  Lancashire  towns,  like  Southport, 
with  21,000  inhabitants;  St.  Helens, 
with  101,000  ;  Accrington,  with  3n,000; 
West  Derby,  with  50.000,  and  Bootle, 
with  55,000,  none  of  which  had  a  Hepre- 
sentative.  In  all  these  towns  the  working 
men,  who  constituted  the  main  element 
in  the  population,  were  disfranchised ; 
and  yet,  as  a  proof  of  the  intelligence 
and  fitness  of  the  artizans  in  these 
large  towns  for  the  franchise,  the 
Free  Library  Register  at  Southport 
showed  that  out  of  10,000  volumes  in 
the  Library  8,500  are  in  constant  use. 
Then  it  was  contended,  and  with  reason, 
that  representation  and  taxation  should 
be  proportionate  with  each  other.  The 
eight  Wiltshire  boroughs  were  assessed 
at  £775,000  ;  whereas  Liverpool,  Lam- 
beth, Wednesbury,  and  Glasgow,  with 
only  an  equal  representation,  were  as- 
sessed at  £33,750,C00.  Many  of  the 
English  boroughs  were  really  rural,  and 
not  urban,  in  their  character.  That  was 
shown  by  the  fact  that  in  many  of  them 
— Aylesbury,  Cricklade,  Retford,  and 
others — the  assessment  under  Schedule 
B,  representing  rent  of  lands,  was  double, 
or  more  than  double,  Schedule  D,  re- 
presenting trade  and  professional  profits. 
And,  again,  the  rural  character  of  these 
borough  constituencies  was  shown  in 
their  area — Aylesbury  having  an  area  of 
70,000  acres;  Cricklade,  159,000  acres; 
Retford,  'iOH,000  acres.  In  the  strange 
speech  of  the  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member 
for  Dungarvan  (Mr.  O'Donnell)  there 
was  but  one  thing  with  which  he  could 
agree,  and  that  was  that  there  should  be 
an  adequate  representation  of  minoiities. 
He  would  be  glad  to  support  any  scheme 
for  that  purpose  if  it  were  fair,  practical, 
and  reasonable ;  but  he  was  inclined  to 
tliink  that  the  only  way  in  which  mino- 
rities— that  was  to  say,  certain  inte- 
rests— could  be  represented  was  by  en- 
larging the  foundation  and  character  of 
the  Second  Chamber.  He  did  not  think 
anything  woidd  be  gained,  but  that  great 
danger  might  ensue,  if  Members  came  to 
that  House,  not  as  the  Repre.sentative8 
of  constituencies,  but  of  certaiibclasses 
and  distinct  interests.  '^- 

Mr.    SCHREIBER   said,    the    Jiifi 
Lord   who  had  just  resumed   his    sek^^ 
seemed  to  have  forgotten  the  prover^^ 
that  "  those  who  live  in  glass  houses 
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should  not  throw  stones."  For  the  pur-  I 
poses  of  that  debate  the  small  borough 
of  Barnstaple,  which  returned  two  Mem- 
bers to  Parliament,  was  a  large  glass 
house  ;  and  the  class  of  boroughs  each 
returning  two  Members,  and  to  which 
Barnstaple  belonged,  was  a  still  larger 
one.  He  would  like,  with  the  permis- 
sion of  the  House,  to  call  attention  to 
the  manner  in  which  that  class  of 
borough  was  represented  here.  Omit- 
tingf  the  corrupt  boroughs  of  Boston 
and  Sandwich,  which  behmged  to  it,  he 
found  there  were  21  boroughs  with  popu- 
lations between  10.000  and  20,000  re- 
turning 42  Members  to  that  House;  12 
of  those  Members  sat  on  the  Opposition 
Benches,  and  30  on  the  side  of  the  Go- 
vernment, and  among  those  latter  were 
the  Attorney  and  Solicitor  General,  re- 
presenting Taunton  and  Durham,  and 
the  Secretary  of  State  for  War,  repre- 
senting Pontefract.  In  any  future  scheme 
of  re-distribution  of  seats,  he  hoped 
the  ri(;h  preserve  afforded  by  those  21 
boroughs  wouhl  not  be  forgotten.  Now, 
he  was  not  n  little  struck,  earlier  in  the 
evening,  with  the  inp^enuity  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  Salford(Mr.  Arthur  Arnold) 
in  finding  a  reason  for  his  Motion  in  the 
present  state  of  public  affairs.  That 
hon.  Member  said  that  this  debate  was 
for  the  instruction  and  information  of 
Her  Majesty's  Government;  but  he 
(Mr.  Schreiber)  would  remind  him 
that  the  Prime  Minister  had  already 
the  most  valuable  experience  bear- 
ing on  the  subject  of  Parliamentary 
Reform  ;  and  he  thought  that  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  had  handled  it  that 
night  with  all  the  caution  and  light- 
ness of  touch  which  might  be  expected 
from  one  who  had  already  burnt  his 
fingers  with  the  question.  No  doubt, 
the  hon.  Member  for  Salford  (Mr.  Arthur 
Arnold)  saw  himself  in  this  difficulty — 
either  it  was  intended  to  give  effect  to 
these  Resolutions,  or  it  was  not.  If  it 
was  not,  then  the  time  of  the  House 
was  wasted  in  discussing  them.  If  it 
was,  then  they  were  opening  a  question 
which  would  not  be  closed  before  it  had 
engrossed  whole  Sessions,  and,  perhaps, 
whole  Parliaments,  to  the  exclusion  of 
all  Business  of  every  other  kind,  because 
the  question  of  Parliamentary  Reform 
was  an  Aaron's  Rod,  which  would  swal- 
low every  other.  It  was  quite  understood 
that  the  present  Parliament  could  not, 
and   would    not,    decide    the    question 


either  of  the  franchise  or  the  re-distri- 
bution. An  appeal  must  first  be  made, 
and  would  first  be  made,  to  the  consti- 
tuencies, because  the  question  was  one 
which,  for  many  of  them,  involved  their 
own  extinction.  In  a  word,  a  new  Par- 
liament must  be  elected  to  carry  a  Reform 
Bill,  and  perhaps  it  would  be  dissolved 
without  having  carried  it.  That  was 
what  was  meant  by  giving  effect  to  these 
Resolutions.  In  the  present  state  of 
public  affairs,  and  especially  of  Ireland, 
such  a  course  as  the  hon.  Member  re- 
commended, in  his  (Mr.  Schreiber's)  opi- 
nion, was  one  not  likelv  to  be  taken.  But 
that  was  not  all.  Fourteen  years  had  not 
elapsed  since  they  had  a  Reform  Bill;  and 
he  would  a»k  what  had  been  its  effect,  first 
upon  the  House,  and  next  upon  the  con- 
stituencies ?  He  spoke  with  special  ex- 
perience on  the  former  point.  He  sat  in 
the  Parliament  of  1865,  which  took  the 
great  '*  leap  in  the  dark;''  but  not  in 
the  Parliaments  of  1868  or  1874.  Re- 
turning there  after  an  absence  of  12 
years,  he  awoke,  like  another  Rip  Van. 
Winkle,  to  a  sudden  sense  of  all  the 
changes  which  the  interval  had  brought 
about  in  the  composition  of  the  House  ; 
and  he  would  say  he  thought  the  changes 
had  been  for  the  worse.  \A  laugh,"]  If 
anybody  doubted  it,  let  him  look  to  the 
Resolutions  lately  laid  upon  the  Table, 
and  say  what  they  meant.  They  might 
be  wise,  or  they  might  be  unwise  ;  but 
at  least,  before  14  years  were  over,  they 
had  been  thought  necessary  to  enable  the 
Public  Business  to  proceed.  And  what 
was  the  cause  of  that  state  of  things  ? 
He  believed  it  to  be  that  a  more  popular 
franchise  had  created  a  greater  demand 
for  popular  oratory;  withthatdemandhad 
begun  a  supply  of  popular  orators  ;  and 
when  popular  orators  found  their  way  to 
that  House  they  did  what  their  consti- 
tuents expected  of  them — they  talked. 
The  consequence  was  that  that  was  the 
great  talking  Parliament,  led  by  the 
great  talking  Minister.  And  what  had 
been  the  effect  upon  the  constituencies  ? 
Nineteen  seats  were  at  that  moment 
vacant  for  corrupt  practices,  election 
agents  were  in  prison,  while  his  hon. 
and  learned  Friend  the  Attorney  General 
had  brought  in  a  Bill  for  **  the  preven- 
tion of  corrupt  practices  "  so  drastic  in 
character  as  to  be  somewhat  in  advance 
even  of  the  enlightened  opinion  of  the 
borough  of  Taunton.  He  saw  the  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Duchy  (Mr.  John  Bright \  io. 
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his  place.  What  had  become  of  all  his 
prophecies  ?  The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
had  said,  more  than  once,  in  his  hearing — 
"  Give  me  large  constituencies,  and  give 
me  the  Ballot,  and  I  will  show  you  the 
^nd  of  all  corruption."  Well,  they  had 
got  the  Ballot,  and  they  had  got  large 
constituencies.  (^**No!"]  Well,  some 
large  constituencies ;  and  he  called  the 
House  to  witness  that  the  last  General 
Election  was  the  most  corrupt  of  any 
in  the  political  annals  of  this  country. 
Hon.  Gentlemen  said  that  they  had  not 
got  large  constituencies.  Was  Oxford  a 
small  constituency?  Was  Macclesfield 
a  small  constituency?  Was  Chester  a 
small  constituency  ?  And  was  it  not 
perfectly  certain  that  with  adequate 
organization  and  adequate  means — hon. 
Gentlemen  opposite  knew  they  never  had 
such  means  as  at  the  last  General  Elec- 
tion, the  amount  they  spent  was  fabu- 
lous, some  even  said  that  all  the  money 
was  not  English — they  might  corrupt 
any  constituency,  however  large.  He 
would  like  to  call  attention  to  another 
result  of  the  lowering  of  the  franchise, 
which  had  been  to  bring  about  sudden 
oscillations  of  public  opinion  since  the 
Beform  Bill  of  1868.  In  that  year 
the  pendulum  swung  violently  on  one 
side;  in  1874  it  swung  violently  on 
the  other;  in  1880  it  came  back  again; 
and  in  1883  or  1884  it  would  again 
swing  to  the  other  side.  That  was  why 
he  objected  to  a  uniform  franchise; 
because  it  meant  not  only  monotony 
of  representation,  which  was  an  ex- 
ceedingly bad  thing,  but  a  political 
system  absolutely  devoid  of  balance. 
Therefore,  he  greatly  preferred  to  stand 
upon  the  old  lines  of  county  and  borough 
representation.  That  there  might  be 
no  possibility  of  misrepresentation — and 
misrepresentation  just  now  was  a  potent 
political  engine — he  wished  to  make  it 
plain  that  those  who  sat  on  the  Opposi- 
tion Benches  had  no  Party  object  to 
serve  in  resisting  this  change.  He,  for 
one,  thought  exclusively  of  its  effect 
upon  that  House  and  the  country ;  and 
he  would  therefore  say  frankly  and  at 
once  that  he  regarded  the  agricultural 
labourer,  who  was  to  be  enfranchised, 
as  a  man  of  capital  and  character 
compared  with  those  less  settled  classes 
of  our  towns,  who  were  sometimes  to 
be  enfranchised  and  sometimes  to  be 
disenfranchised  by  that  crowning  ab- 
surdity   of    recent    legislation    which 
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went  by  the  name  of  '*  Dilke's  Act." 
He  believed  that  that  good  man,  the 
agricultural  labourer,  was,  in  the  main, 
subject  to  good  influences — ^those  of  the 
squire  and  the  parson — and  if  they  could 
not  pull  him  against  any  Caucus,  then 
he  would  back  the  squire's  wife  and  the 
parson's  wife  to  do  it.  So  that,  from 
that  point  of  view,  he  believed  that  the 
change  would  greatly  increase  the  poli- 
tical strength  of  the  Church  of  England 
in  the  constituencies.  Then,  with  re- 
spect to  re-distribution,  what  would 
they  agree  to  call  a  small  borough  ? 
[** Poole !  "]  No  ;  Poole  was  an  ancient 
and  a  most  interesting,  but  it  was  by  no 
means  a  small  borough.  Let  them  first 
speak  of  boroughs  with  a  population  of 
less  than  10,000.  Of  these  there  were 
just  55,  returning  each  one  Member; 
and  while  28  of  those  Members  sat  on 
the  Opposition  Benches,  27  sat  on  the 
Ministerial  side  of  the  House.  He  had 
already  spoken  of  the  21  boroughs  with 
a  population  of  more  than  10,000  and 
less  than  20,000,  returning  two  Mem- 
bers each,  of  whom  12  were  Conserva- 
tive and  30  Liberal.  There  remained  12 
boroughs — of  which  Poole  was  one — 
with  a  population  of  more  than  10,000 
and  less  than  20,000,  returning  one 
Member  each,  and  of  whom  six  were 
Conservative  and  six  Liberal.  So  that 
from  those  three  classes  of  boroughs 
they  had  46  Conservative  Members  to 
63  Liberal  Members.  The  Opposition, 
therefore,  had  no  Party  interest  in  sup- 
porting or  opposing  the  Hesolutions  of 
the  hon.  Member ;  and  he  did  hope  that 
hon.  Gentlemen — some  even  on  the 
other  side — would  have  the  '*  courage  of 
their  opinions,"  aiid  in  the  vote  they 
should  give  think  only  of  the  honour  of 
the  House  and  the  welfare  of  the  coun- 
try. For  himself,  he  felt  that  he  should 
best  consult  both  by  going  into  the 
Lobby  against  these  Resolutions. 

Mb.  BUIIT  expressed  his  intention  of 
supporting  the  Motion  of  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Salford.  As  far  as  argument 
could  settle  the  question,  it  seemed  to 
him  it  was  now  settled  that  the  franchise 
should  be  extended  to  the  rated  inhabit- 
ants of  the  counties.  It  was  assumed 
that  this  was  a  question  which  almost  ex- 
clusively concerned  the  ag^cultural  la- 
bourer. No  doubt,  it  did  directly  affect 
that  class ;  and  there  was,  also,  not  the 
slightest  doubt,  as  the  Prime  Minister 
had  said  in  an  early  stage  of  the  debate, 
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that  that  was  a  class  almost  entirely 
unenfranchised.  There  were,  however, 
large  numbers  of  artizans  and  others 
who  lived  beyond  the  present  boun- 
daries, and  whose  occupation  neces- 
sitated their  living  there,  who  were 
equally  disenfranchised.  For  example, 
the  classes  with  which  he  was  directly 
connected — the  mining  classes — were  in 
such  a  condition.  There  were  in  this 
country  something  over  500,000  miners, 
and  it  was  obvious  there  must  be  a  very 
considerable  number  of  householders 
amongst  them.  Probably  nine-tenths 
of  them  lived  entirely  outside  of  the  pre- 
sent borough  boundaries  ;  and,  although 
householders,  they  were  absolutely  ex- 
cluded from  a  voice  in  the  representation. 
In  the  counties  of  Durham  and  Northum- 
berland there  were  nearly  70,000  miners 
above  16  years  of  age,  and  a  large  pro- 
portion of  these,  it  was  fair  to  assume, 
must  be  householders.  But  he  ventured 
to  say  that  there  were  not  more  than 
5,000  voters  out  of  that  number.  A 
large  proportion  had  been  practically 
enfranchised  in  Morpeth,  and  these  in- 
cluded a  large  number  of  colliers  ;  but 
the  men  connected  with  the  collieries 
outside  the  borough,  although  they  fol- 
lowed the  same  occupation,  and  were 
similiar  in  their  habits,  character,  and 
intelligence  to  their  fellows  who  were 
enfranchised  in  the  boroughs,  were  not 
intrusted  with  a  vote.  This  distinction 
had  no  basis  in  reason  or  common  sense. 
But  what  he  wished  particularly  to  em- 
phasize was  this— that  those  who  were 
excluded  felt  that  exclusion  very  keenly, 
and  were  very  much  dissatisfied  indeed 
with  the  present  position  of  the  franchise. 
He  did  not  share  the  fear  that  the  work- 
ing people  would  become  over-repre- 
sented in  that  House.  For  14  years  the 
boroughs  had  had  the  power  of  returning 
Labour  Hepresentatives;  and  only  two  or 
three  of  the  Members  of  the  House  were, 
at  the  present  time,  even  nominally 
Hepresentatives  of  the  working  classes. 
He  entirely  agreed  with  the  hon.  Member 
for  Dungarvan  (Mr.  O'Donnell)  as  to 
class  representation.  He  did  not  know 
that  he  could  even  call  himself  a  work- 
ing class  Bepresentative,  for  he  came 
before  the  electors  of  Morpeth  purely 
on  political  grounds.  He  was  a  dis- 
believer in  merely  class  representa- 
tion. The  electors  did  not  vote  in 
classes,  but  according  to  their  political 
opinions.     Those  opinions  were  pretty 
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well  divided  between  the  two  Parties. 
He  acknowledged  that  the  necessity  for 
a  re  -  distribution  of  seats  had  been 
established ;  but  believed  that  it  was 
not  practicable  to  carry  the  extension  of 
the  suffrage  and  re* distribution  in  one 
measure.  One  of  these  could  wait ;  but 
the  other  could  not  be  long  deferred 
without  causing  widespread  and  well- 
founded  dissatisfaction  among  an  im- 
portant section  of  the  people  of  Eng- 
land. 

Mr.  E.  stanhope  said,  the  House 
had  heard  several  speeches  of  great  ex- 
cellence during  the  present  debate.  One 
was  the  speech  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
Morpeth  (Mr.  Burt),  and  another  was 
that  of  the  hon.  Member  for  South  North- 
umberland (Mr.  Grey),  whom  he  was 
sure  the  House  would  often  desire  to  hear. 
The  debate  had,  as  the  hon.  Member 
for  Dungarvan  (Mr.  O'Donnell)  had  ob- 
served, assumed  somewhat  of  an  acade- 
mic character ;  he  would,  therefore,  en* 
deavour  to  restore  it  to  its  practical 
character,  and  in  doing  so  he  would  state 
the  two  fundamental  distinctions  that  ex- 
isted between  the  two  schools  of  thought 
in  the  House.  One  school  was  repre- 
sented by  the  hon.  Baronet  the  Under 
Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign  AfiPairs 
(Sir  Charles  W.  Dilke),  who  said  a  few 
years  ago  that,  in  the  case  of  a  reformed 
Parliament  the  presumption  was  that 
it  was  in  favour  of  change.  He  (Mr. 
Stanhope)  approached  the  subject  from 
the  opposite  view,  for  he  thought  the 
presumption  was  in  the  other  direction, 
and  that  it  was  necessary  for  those  who 
desired  change  first  to  show  the  advan- 
tage and  the  necessity  of  change,  and, 
in  the  second  place,  that  the  time  was 
ripe  for  making  it.  In  the  course  of  the 
years  1877  and  1878  a  discussion  of  an 
important  character  took  place  on  this 
subject ;  but  since  then  what  had  been 
done  ?  He  did  not  think  that  there  was 
a  more  remarkable  fact  than  this — that 
nothing  had  been  done  since  that  time 
towards  forming  or  informing  public 
opinion  on  the  question.  They  had  had, 
it  was  true,  an  interesting  and  able  dis- 
cussion between  two  right  hon.  Gentle- 
men in  The  Nineteenth  Century.  That 
was  a  contest  between  two  giant  intel- 
lects, and  no  one  admired  it  more  than 
he.  But,  at  the  same  time,  he  did  not 
think  anyone  could  deny  that  it  was  en- 
tirely without  practical  bearing  on  the 
actual  subject  before  tlv^xci.    "^^  ^qvs^\ 
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not  Yentnre  to  describe  it  in  his  own 
words  ;  but  he  remembered  that  it  was 
summed  up  in  one  sentence  in  a  leading 
article  of  the  leading?  journal  of  the  day 
— Ths  Times  newspaper — when  it  said 
that  the  speculations  of  the  one  were  fit 
for  a  balloon,  and  the  ar(2^ument«  of  the 
other  were  fit  only  for  the  receiver  of  an 
air  pump.  They  were  then  asked  to 
affirm  a  general  Hesolution  in  favour  of 
an  enormous  reform  in  the  representa- 
tion of  the  country  after  a  discussion 
which  he  might  venture  to  call  meagre, 
which  had  been  carried  on  in  a  thin  and 
uninterested  House,  when  no  real  exa- 
mination had  been  made  into  the  subject, 
and  no  speech  had  been  heard  from 
the  Government,  except  one  of  a  few 
minutes'  duration  from  the  Prime  Mi- 
nister. They  had  been  asked  to  commit 
Parliament  and  the  country  to  an  ab- 
stract Besolution  which  involved  a  policy 
of  destruction.  He  should  like  to  ask 
the  House  what  had  been  settled  in  the 
direction  of  construction  ?  As  far  as  he 
was  able  to  form  an  opinion,  the  ques- 
tion of  construction  was  in  as  unsettled 
a  state  as  it  was  five  or  six  years  ago. 
He  did  not  think  they  had  arrived  any 
nearer  to  it,  except  as  to  the  manner  in 
which  it  should  be  carried  out.  A  fun- 
damental difference  was  found  among 
hon.  Gentlemen  opposit.e,  who  were  ar- 
dently in  favour  of  its  being  carried 
out  immediately.  Then,  again,  as  re- 
garded the  mode  of  voting,  they  had 
had  various  suggestions  as  to  the  man- 
ner in  which  that  was  to  be  altered  for 
the  better.  There  had  been  proposed  to 
them,  by  persons  entitled  to  considera- 
tion, various  methods  by  which  the  mi- 
nority might  be  represented  in  that 
House ;  but  the  public  mind  required 
instruction  in  that  matter,  for  it  knew 
little  or  nothing  of  those  speculations  at 
the  present  time.  Ho  believed  that  on 
such  a  subject  as  that  some  inquiry  was 
eminently  necessary.  If  he  might  ven- 
ture to  put  forward  his  opinion,  he  should 
say  that  he  quite  agreed  with  what  had 
fallen  from  the  hon.  Gentleman  who 
seconded  the  Kesolution,  when  he  said 
that  in  some  way  or  other  they  ought  to 
take  means  for  the  efficient  representa- 
tion of  minorities  in  that  House.  But 
he  did  not  disguise  from  himself  that  it 
was  a  difficult  thing  to  do.  When  they 
came  to  deal  face  to  face  with  a  majority 
they  would  find  that  if  they  tried  to  in- 
troduce into  the  system  of  representation 
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any  such  element  the  majority  would 
always  be  inclined  to  sweep  it  away. 
But  that  did  not  prevent  him  from  think- 
ing that  inquiry  should  be  made  into  the 
matter ;  and,  therefore,  he  should  vote 
in  favour  of  the  inquiry  which  the  hon. 
Gentleman  opposite  (Mr.  Blennerhassett) 
proposed.     If  it  were  right  to  make  in- 
quiry, as  was  done  in  1876,  it  was  much 
more  right  then,  because  the  Prime  Mi- 
nister himself  had  told  them  that  legis- 
lation could  not  follow  upon  this  Reso- 
lution for  several  years.    But  he  wished 
to  know  what  was  the  precise  object  of 
hon.  Members  opposite  in  proposing  a 
reform  of  the  representation  of  the  coun- 
try ?     Was  it  in  order  to  deal  with  the 
anomalies  which  at  present  existed,  and 
thus  to  run  after  that  bugbear  of  equality 
which  Lord  Sherbrooke  had  described 
as  '*the  idol  of  superficial  thinkers?" 
The  anomalies  which  existed  were  con- 
sideifably  less  than  those  which  would 
have  been  introduced  had  the  Reform 
Bill   which    was    brought    in    by    the 
Liberal  Government,  and  passed  by  the 
House  of  Ix)rds,  prior  to  the  Act  of  15 
years  ago,  become  law.    The  hon.  Gen- 
tleman  who    had  just  sat  down    had 
pointed  out  the  difficulty  of  defending 
any  argument  where  an  imaginary  line 
was  drawn,  and  where  the  advantages 
enjoyed  by  those  on  one  side  were  not 
shared  by  those  on  the  other.     It  was 
the  same  as  regarded  the   individual 
voter,  who  varied  in  each  particular  con- 
stituency. The  voting  power  had  always 
varied  up  to  the  present,  and  he  thought 
it  always  would  vary.     But  how  was  it 
proposed  to  remedy  these  anomalies? 
It  seemed  to  him  that,  unless  they  were 
going  to  arrive  at  equal  electoral  dis- 
tricts, it  was  utterly  impossible  to  get 
rid  of  the  inequality.     The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  at  the  head  of  the  Govern- 
ment said  that  the  voting  power  ought 
to  vary.    He  said  that  a  smaller  number 
of  Representatives  was  much  more  effec- 
tive if  they  happened  to  represent  con- 
stituencies near  the    seat   of   Govern- 
ment;   and  if  on  that  he   based    his 
argument  in  favour  of  a  large  repre- 
sentation of  Scotland  and  a  small  repre- 
sentation of  the  Metropolis,  many  wicked 
people  would  be  inclined  to  aay  that  he 
desired  to  give  large  representation  to 
those  who  supported  him  and  a  small 
representation  to  those  who  generally 
opposed  him.  [*'0h,  oh!"]  Hedidnoi 
assert  that  the  right  hon.  Gentleaian  hti 
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said  BO — that  would  have  heen  unwise, 
having  regard  to  the  fact  that  there  was 
another  country — Ireland — by  no  means 
so  favourable  to  his  opinions.  The  argu- 
ments which  had  been  put  forward  in 
favour  of  this  Motion  to-night  practi- 
cally amounted  to  this — that  a  great 
many  people  had  not  got  the  franchise 
who  wanted  to  have  it ;  that  there  were 
a  great  many  people  who  had  got  some- 
thing to  tell  them,  therefore  they  ought 
to  have  the  franchise;  and  that  there 
were  a  great  many  people  who  had  got 
the  franchise  who  were  no  better  than  a 
good  many  people  who  had  not  got  it. 
He  would  read  a  few  words  from  an 
article  written  by  Mr.  Freeman,  a  gen- 
tleman whose  opinions  were  entitled  to 
some  consideration.  Mr.  Freeman  said — 

"When  we  look  at  some  of  those  persons, 
especially  of  what  call  themselves  the  educated 
classes,  who  have  votes  now,  it  is  impossible 
to  conceive  that  the  agricultural  labourer  can 
be  lower  down  in  the  scale.  He  can  hardly  be 
more  ignorant ;  he  is  certainly  much  less  con- 
ceited. He  is  at  the  worst  untaught ;  he  is  not 
elaborately  taught  wrong." 

He  did  not  quote  those  opinions  against 
the  ag^cultural  labourers;  he  enter- 
tained the  utmost  respect  for  them  ;  but 
he  wished  to  point  out  that  the  argu- 
ments used  were  arguments  also  in 
favour  of  manhood  suffrage,  of  universal 
suffrage,  of  sufi^age  for  women,  of  the 
enfranchisement  of  all  who  had  got 
something  to  tell  them,  and  who  were 
capable  of  exercising  the  right  of 
voting.  The  question  that  ought  to  be 
considered  by  the  House  was  not  whe- 
ther a  change  like  that  which  was  pro- 
posed was  what  a  great  many  people 
wanted  ;  but  whether  it  would  be  likely 
to  improve  -the  representative  character 
of  the  House,  and  likely  to  make  the 
House  a  better  machine  for  carrying 
out  the  wishes  and  purposes  of  the 
country  ?  He  had,  however,  during  the 
whole  course  of  the  debate,  not  heard  a 
single  suggestion  to  that  effect.  The 
Prime  Minister,  no  doubt,  spoke  of  his 
desire  to  see  an  enlarged  representation 
of  labour.  He  (Mr.  Stanhope)  should 
be  glad  to  see  a  Bepresentative  of  the 
agricultural  labourer  in  that  House ; 
but  it  was  idle  to  suppose  that  agri- 
cultural labourers,  who  were  earning 
wages  of  less  than  20«.  a  week,  would  be 
able  to  send  many  Members  to  Parlia- 
ment. It  must  be  remembered  that  in 
more  than  one  constituency  the  working- 
class  vote  was  already  the  preponderat- 


ing vote.     So,   also,  if  it  was  thought 
desirable    that  Members    representing 
special  classes  should  find  seats  in  the 
House,  there  was  no  obstacle  in  the  way 
of  agricultural   labourers  taking  their 
seats  there,   if  their  constituencies  so 
desired  it.     It  was  perfectly  clear  that 
the  persons  whom  they  were  pressed  to 
enfranchise   were  already,    to  a  large 
extent,  represented  in  the  House.     But, 
if  it  was  desired,  for  example,  to  include 
a  larger  number  of  miners  in  the  re- 
presentation, the  borough  limits  might 
be    extended  so  as  to  include    them. 
With  regard  to    the    agricultural    la- 
bourers,  he  had   already    stated    that 
there  was  nothing  to  prevent  their  re- 
turning one,  two,  or  more  Members  of 
their  own  if  they  chose,  a  large  number 
of  that  class  already  possessing  votes. 
He  thought,  moreover,  the  influence  of 
the  vote  given  to  40».  freeholders  a  most 
beneficial  one.     It    encouraged    thrift, 
and  had  been  productive  of  very  good 
results.      He  had  received  a  letter  from 
a  gentleman  in  East  Worcestershire  on 
the  subject.     That  gentleman  informed 
him  that  there  was  a  particular  town  in 
East  Worcestershire  in  which  there  were 
150  freehold  voters,  of  whom  32  had 
obtained  their  votes  by  means  of  land 
societies,  while  no  fewer  than  82   had 
gained  their  votes  by  saving  upmoney 
and  purchasing  their  freehold,    let  this 
was  the  franchise  which  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Salford  told  them  very  coolly  and 
carelessly  that  he  proposed  to   sweep 
away  at  once.     There  were  some  con- 
siderable merits  about  our  constituencies 
as  at  present  constituted.  Means  already 
existed  by  which  every  agricultural  la- 
bourer could  be  adequately  represented, 
and  by  which  farmers,  persons  engaged  in 
commercial  pursuits,  and  others  could  re- 
turn class  Bepresentatives  if  they  chose 
to  do  so.     They  were  now  asked,  how- 
ever, to  sweep  away  a  system  which  had 
produced  such  good  results,   and  to  de- 
clare themselves   in  favour  of  a   dull 
uniformity  of  representation,  in  which 
labour  alone  was  to  be  represented.     It 
was  true  that  those  whom  it  was  pro- 
posed to  include  in  the  franchise  belonged 
to  precisely  the  same  class  as  many  of 
those   who  were    at   present    included. 
The  difficulty  was  that  it  was  intended 
to  introduce  them  not  in  small  or  even 
in    reasonable    numbers,   but  in  over- 
whelming numbers,   so  that  they  miLQ.t 
inevitably  swami^  e^erj  o>i)ci«t  <^«jas»  Vxsl 
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the  country.  It  was  not  because  he 
feared,  from  a  Party  point  of  view,  the 
admission  of  these  voters  that  he  spoke 
in  this  sense.  It  was  very  likely  that 
these  voters,  when  they  were  admitted, 
would  produce  some  very  unexpected 
results.  It  was  very  probable,  for  in- 
stance, that  they  would  introduce  a  sys- 
tem of  Protection.  [Murmur%,']  At  all 
events,  he  thought  that  was  probable. 
They  might  introduce  a  good  many 
other  things  which  would  be  exceed- 
ingly detrimental  to  the  interests  of  the 
country.  But  the  thing  most  to  be  feared 
was  the  danger  to  the  stability  of  all  in- 
stitutions of  this  country  which  was  pro- 
duced by  the  indiscriminate  admission 
of  an  enormous  mass  of  voters  who 
might  vote  as  a  body,  and  who,  if  they 
did  vote  as  a  body,  would  certainly  carry 
everything  before  them.  Could  anyone 
contend  that  Parliament,  as  at  present 
constituted,  was  not  sufficiently  sensitive 
to  the  ebb  and  flow  of  public  opinion  ? 
A  good  many  people  might,  indeed,  be 
inclined  to  take  the  opposite  view,  and 
to  say  that  Parliament  was  a  little  too 
sensitive  to  public  opinion  out-of-doors. 
It  seemed  to  many  that  it  would  be  a 

geat  advantage  if  Members  of  that 
ouse  could  act  with  a  little  more  inde- 
pendence ;  and  if,  instead  of  being  en- 
tirely under  the  dominion  of  somebody 
residing  at  Birmingham,  they  could 
vote  in  accordance  with  their  convic- 
tions. Of  course,  if  any  special  griev- 
ance could  be  shown  on  the  part  of  any 
class  not  fully  represented,  and  if  it 
could  be  further  shown  that  Parliament 
was  unable  or  unwilling  to  deal  with  it, 
a  strong  case  would  be  made  out  for 
altering  the  representation.  He  denied, 
however,  that  any  such  grievance  ex- 
isted. When  the  present  Secretary  to 
the  Admiralty  (Mr.  Trovelyan)  first  be- 
gan to  agitate  this  subject,  and  to  bring 
K>rward  his  proposal  for  establishing 
household  suifrage  in  counties,  he  used 
to  specify  certain  special  grievances  that 
Parliament  had  not  dealt  with  affecting 
agricultural  labourers  and  labourers  in 
towns.  But  the  hon.  Gentleman  had 
since  admitted  that  those  grievances  had 
been  remedied  ;  and  if  he  had  gone  fur- 
ther, he  would  have  felt  himself  bound 
to  say  that  most  of  them  were  abolished 
by  a  Conservative  Qovemment.  Let 
him  bring  this  question  to  a  practical 
test.  Speaking  a  year  or  two  ago,  Mr. 
Joseph  Arch,. whom  no  one  could  doubt 
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was    a  representative  agricultural  la- 
bourer, said — 

**  We  are  asked  sometimes— I  mean  th<>9e  who 
live  in  the  unenfranchised  districts— why  we 
urge  the  claim  so  strongly  P  Is  there  anything 
in  a  vote  which  will  do  you  any  good  ?  " 

Mr.  Arch,  in  giving   the  answer,    de- 
scribed what  he  called  sanitary  comforts 
— better  drainage,    better   water,    and 
better    cottages.     But    was    there    the 
smallest  ground  for  supposing  that  any 
Member  of  that  House  wished  to  de- 
prive agricultural  labourers  of  the  best 
legislation  for  establishing  all  those  ad- 
vantages?   For  his  own  part,  he  was 
proud  to  be  able  to  say  that  one  of  his 
first  attempts  in  Parliament  was  to  bring 
in  a  measure  for  improving  the  cottages 
of  agricultural  labourers.     But  that  was 
certainly  not  the  object  of  the  agitators, 
because  at  the  time  when  Mr.  Arch  was 
speaking  there  was  another  representa- 
tive of  the  agricultural  labourers,  who 
went  about  the  country  saying  that  they 
did  not  include  in  their  programme  any 
scheme    for    the    improvement    of  the 
labourers'  cottages ;  and  the  reason  they 
gave  was  that  to  do  so  would  increase 
the  dependence  of  the  labourers  on  their 
employers.     He  was  not  sure  that  the 
true  character  of  the  Motion  before  the 
House  had  not  been  revealed  by  the  hon. 
Member  for  Salford  (Mr.  Arnold).     He 
himself  had    never  disguised   his  opi- 
nion, either  in  the  House  or  out  of  it, 
that  in  all  their  overtures  to  the  farming 
interest,  the  aim  of  the  Liberal  Party 
was  first  to  use  the  farmers  for  an  at- 
tack on  the  landlords,  and  then  to  attack 
the  farmers  through  the  labourers.  [An 
hon.  Membeb:  What  nonsense,   to  be 
sure!]     He  heard  some  hon.  Member 
say — **What   nonsense,  to  be   sure!" 
He  was  not  going  to  be  discouraged  by 
that.     It  was  his  first  object  and  his  in- 
tention to  warn  the  innocent  victims  of 
their  delusion ;  and,  in  the  second  place, 
to  prov9  that  it  was  the  case  by  what 
had  been  said  that  evening.     The  hon. 
Member  for  Salford  made  no  conceal- 
ment of  his  design  ;    but  said   plainly 
that  the  county  franchise  left  the  repre- 
sentation in  the  hands  of  a  class  that 
put  forward  projects  obnoxious  to  the 
public  interest,  and  that,  therefore,  he 
wished  to  swamp  the  farmers  by  the  in- 
troduction of  the  agricultural  labourers, 
at  the  same  time  taking  care  that  there 
should  be    a  sufficient  introduction  of 
urban  votes  to  make  the  swamping  mor9 
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complete.  The  Prime  Minister  had 
called  the  attention  of  the  House  to  the 
fact  that  there  were  two  Hesolutions  be- 
fore it,  one  for  the  enfranchisement  of 
certain  unenfranchised  classes,  and  the 
other  for  the  re-distribution  of  seats; 
but  he  would  not  allow  the  second  of 
these  Kesolutions  to  be  discussed,  on  the 
g^und  that  it  would  take  a  great  deal 
of  time 

Mr.  GLADSTONE :  I  never  said 
anything  of  the  kind. 

Me.  E.  stanhope  said,  he  had  not 
intentionally  misquoted  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  ;  but  he  had  taken  down  his 
words  at  the  time,  and  he  certainly  said 
that  the  discussion  of  the  2nd  Hesolu- 
tion  would  take  a  long  time. 

Mr.  GLADSTONE :  I  said  a  separate 
debate  would  be  necessary. 

Mr.  E.  stanhope  :  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  meant  that  he  would  insist 
upon  what  he  would  not  probably  be 
able  to  obtain — namely,  a  separate  dis- 
cussion. The  right  hon.  Gentleman  had 
pledged  the  Government  to  what  he 
called  a  real  obligation — namely,  if  the 
present  Parliament  were  not  prematurely 
dissolved,  to  bring  in  a  Bill  for  the  ex- 
tension of  the  county  franchise.  What 
had  the  Prime  Minister  said  with  re- 
gard to  the  2nd  Eesolution  ?  He  had 
not  said  a  single  word  about  the  inten- 
tion of  the  Government  in  that  respect, 
except  that  he  saw  in  the  dim  distance  a 
vista  of  reform.  The  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man was  going  to  add,  if  he  could, 
1,500,000  voters  to  the  electorate  of  the 
country  ;  he  was  entirely  swamping  the 
whole  of  the  rural  constituencies,  intro- 
ducing far  greater  inequality  that  at 
present  existed,  and  he  was  prepared  to 
go  to  the  country  with  that  inequality. 

Mr.  GLADSTONE :  I  never  said  so  ; 
I  never  said  anything  of  the  kind. 

Mr.  E.  STANHOPE:  I  do  not  want 
for  a  moment  to  misrepresent  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman ;  but  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  did  undoubtedly  pledge  him- 
self to  the  1st  Besolution  during  the 
present  Parliament. 

Mr.  GLADSTONE  :  I  beg  your  par- 
don. I  spoke  of  the  mission  of  the  pre- 
sent Parliament.  I  did  not  speak  of  my 
own  personal  action.  I  spoke  of  the 
mission  of  Parliament,  and  I  certainly 
spoke  of  the  subject  as  a  whole. 

Mr.  E.  STANHOPE  :  I  beg  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman's  pardon.  He  distinctly 
•aid  that  he  limited  himself  to  pledging 


the  present  Parliament  to  deal  with  the 
1st  Kesolution. 

Mr.  GLADSTONE  :   No;  the  whole 
subject. 

Mr.  E.  stanhope  re-asserted  that 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  expressly  said 
so,  and  he  challenged  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  upon  it.     In  not  one  single 
word  of  his  speech  did  he  refer  to  any 
date  as  to  dealing  with  the  2nd  Besolu- 
tion, either  in  the  present  Parliament  or 
within  any  definite  time.     Other  Mem- 
bers of  the  House  understood  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  in  the  same  sense ;  and 
the  House  had  been  told,  in  the  course 
of  the  debate,  that  it  was  possible  to  in- 
troduce a  new  class  of  voters  and  to  go  to 
the  country  ;  and  that,  when  a  new  Par- 
liament was  returned,   it    would  alto- 
gether decline  to  re- adjust  the  voting 
powers  of   the    electorate,   and   would 
leave  untouched  all  the  existing  anoma- 
lies.    In  these  circumstances,  the  Go- 
vernment, having  made  a  declaration  of 
a  most  uncertain  and  dangerous  charac- 
ter, he  (Mr.  E.  Stanhope)  objected  in 
the    strongest    manner    to    the    House 
thinking  for  one  moment  of  passing  the 
1st  of  these  Resolutions  without  taking 
into  account  the  2nd.     It  seemed  to  him 
that  the  considerations  he  had  put  for- 
ward, though  he  did  not  pretend  they 
were  absolutely  conclusive,  proved,   at 
any  rate,  that  the  question  was  at  that 
moment  thoroughly   unripe  for   settle- 
ment.    Did  the  House  think  the  time 
was  come  for  dealing  with  the  matter  ? 
Was  it  not  rather  the  case  that,  in  the 
whole  course  of  the  last  10  years,  no  more 
inopportune   moment   could  have   been 
found  ?  The  noble  Lord  the  Secretary  of 
State  for  India,  when,  in  1877,  he  an- 
nounced his  conversion  to  the  principle  of 
the  extension  of  the   county  franchise, 
gave  as  a  reason  that  tho  time  was  favour- 
able to  legislation,  and  that  a  period  of 
too  great  legislative  activity  would  have 
been  unsuitable  for  the  change.     Gould 
the  noble   Lord   say  that  the  present 
moment  was  suitable?    Her  Majesty's 
Government  had  already  on  their  hands 
the  most  difRcult  question,  perhaps,  that 
had  fallen  to  the  lot  of  any  Adminstra- 
tion  in  recent  years ;   and  they  had  be- 
fore them  a  number  of  other  subjects — 
the  Prime  Minister  himself  numbered 
them  at  30— which  it  would  be  a  public 
scandal  not  to  deal  with  at  once.     Were 
they  to  delay  deeding  with  all  tV^a^^  "^^ 
Bubjects  uulW  \i\ki%  ^^^X.  Qo\L^^:\^xw^^vi^^ 
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que<»tion  had  been  disposed  of,  which  it 
could  scarcely  be  hoped  could  be  finally 
settled  in  a  less  period  than  two  years  ? 
But  if  even  a  Government  Bill  on  this 
subject  would  have  to  be  postponed  in- 
definitelv,  according  to  the  declaration 
of  the  Prime  Minister,  how  much  more 
inconvenient  would  it  be  for  the  House 
to  a  CTree  to  an  abstract  Resolution,  to 
which  the  rip:ht  hon.  Gentleman  had 
told  them  he  had  a  (^eat  objection,  un- 
less it  were  followed  up  by  action  such 
as  that  now  before  them?  The  riprht 
hon.  Gentleman  did  not  propose  to  fol- 
low up  the  Hesolution  with  action  ; 
but.  in  the  face  of  a  great  Party  diffi- 
culty, he  met  it  with  a  dangerous  con- 
cession, and  prejudiced  their  calm  con- 
sideration of  the  subject  by  asking  the 
House  to  debate  an  indefinite  and  par- 
tial Resolution. 

Mb.  TREVELYAN  :  It  is  with  un- 
feigned reluctance  that  I  rise  to  occupy 
a  small  and  I  hope  the  last  portion  of 
an  evening  which  I  think  has  been  so 
usefully  spent.  I  cannot  agree  with  the 
hon.  Gentleman  who  has  just  sat  down 
(Mr.  Stanhope)  that  this  debate  has 
either  been  ineffective  or  languid.  It 
seems  to  me  that  the  question  before 
the  House  is  one  with  regard  to  which 
every  political  man  has  had  some  ex- 
perience of  his  own.  It  is  one  on  which 
most  people's  experience  has  generally 
had  something  special  about  it;  and  on 
which  the  great  number  of  Gentlemen 
who  were  returned  to  Parliament  since 
this  question  was  last  mooted  here  have 
much  that  is  valuable  and  new  to  say. 
That  is  very  little  the  case  with  myself. 
Everything  I  have  to  say  on  the  ques- 
tion has  long  ago  so  completely  lost 
every  particle  of  novelty  that  I  am  un- 
willing to  occupv  even  a  brief  portion  of 
the  time  of  the  House,  if  it  were  not  for 
the  sake  of  impressing  on  hon.  Meihbers 
one  single  consideration,  which,  perhaps, 
more  vividly  and  forcibly  presents  itself 
to  a  veteran  than  to  those  who,  as  far 
as  their  presence  here  is  concerned,  has 
more  recently  enlisted  in  the  cause  of 
household  suffrage.  And  that  considera- 
tion is,  what  in  the  view  of  many  of  us 
here — what  still  more  in  the  view  of 
hundreds  of  thousands  outside  our  walls 
is  the  real  cause  and  aim  of  our  dis- 
cussing this  question  to-night  ?  The  hon. 
Gentleman  who  has  just  sat  down  (Mr. 
Stanhope)  in  his  speech  was  certainly 
not  ineffootive,  and  most  decidedly  not 
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languid;  but  he  was  extremely  inge- 
nious, and  he  did  not  touch  this  aspect 
of  the  subject  at  all.  Why,  Sir,  what 
is  the  business  view  of  it?  We  are 
not  here  to-night  to  consider  the  first 
reading  of  a  Government  Reform  Bill. 
It  is  not  a  proposal  brought  forward 
by  a  private  Member  with  regard  to 
some  elaborate  distribution  of  political 
power  throughout  the  country.  Oar 
object  in  being  here  to-night  is  this— 
It  is  the  first  opportunity  which  thia 
Parliament — the  first  Parliament  from 
which  the  county  householder  ever  had 
a  chance  of  getting  his  rights  —  has 
had  of  proclaiming  that,  in  its  opinion, 
the  last  great,  overwhelming,  ana  inde- 
fensible political  injustice  remaining  in 
this  country  should  cease.  That  is  the 
way  in  which  the  unenfranchised  multi- 
tudes regard  it.  I  have  a  right  to  ap- 
peal to  outside  opinion,  for  these  men 
are  not  our  constituents,  and  to  mention 
them  is  not  to  have  recourse  to  that 
political  pressure  which  this  House  in- 
variably and  justly  resents.  The  pro- 
posals for  the  minority  vote,  and  the 
cumulative  vote,  and  for  proportional 
and  class  representation  are  new  to 
many  hon.  Members ;  but  they  are  not 
new  to  the  unenfranchised  multitudes — 
the  county  householders.  For  10  yean 
they  have  waited  at  the  doors  of  one 
Parliament  after  another  to  ask  for  a 
right  and  a  privilege ;  which  nobody 
or,  at  any  rate,  whi<m  not  one  Member 
out  of  100  has  ever  in  speech  denied 
to  be  their  due ;  but  which,  without 
any  reason  worth  the  name  of  reason 
being  given,  has  been,  by  the  vote  of 
the  House,  invariably  refused  them. 
We  have  been  asked  to  bring  forward 
new  arguments  to-night ;  but  there  is  no 
use  in  bringing  forward  new  arguments 
until  the  old  arguments  have  been  an- 
swered, and,  as  yet,  there  has  been  no 
answer  given  to  our  old  arguments.  I 
do  not  know  what  the  hon.  Member 
means  by  new  arguments.  If  the  hon. 
Gentleman  means  by  new  arguments 
that  this  Metropolis  disapproves  of  the 
policy  of  right  hon.  Gentlemen  who  sit 
on  these  Benches,  all  I  can  tell  him  is 
that,  by  a  majority  of  1 4  to  8,  the  Members 
for  the  Metropolis  have  already  approved 
of  the  policy  of  Her  Majesty  s  Uovem- 
ment ;  and  if  I  am  to  bring  forward  any 
new  argument  to-night  I  shall  not  coin 
one  out  of  the  hon.  Gentleman's  mint 
I  venture  to  say  that  no  body  of  men  ia 
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the  history  of  politics  ever  received  such 
treatment  before.  They  come  from  such 
places  as  Keighley  and  Bamsley,  and 
Kotherham  in  Yorkshire,  in  which  latter 
town  I  am  told  that  members  of  the 
school  board  and  Dissenting  ministers 
have  no  vote  on  account  of  the  hi^h  rate 
franchise.  They  come  from  KatcliSe  and 
Heywood,  and  Middleton  in  Lancashire, 
the  mining  population  of  Durham  and 
Staffordshire,  the  hinds  and  shepherds 
of  Perthshire  and  Northumberland,  who 
are  as  well  educated  in  all  the  essen- 
tials of  education  as  the  middle-classes 
were  in  the  days  of  the  great  Reform 
Bill.  These  are  the  people  who  have 
asked  for  their  rights  over  and  over 
again,  and  they  have  always  been 
denied.  In  the  general  proceedings  of 
Parliament,  on  every  day  of  the  Ses- 
sion but  one,  ever  since  the  year  1867, 
they  have  seen  Bills  on  every  sort  oJP 
question  which  affects  their  interests 
brought  in  and  discussed,  and  passed  or 
thrown  out,  and  they  had  nothing  to  say 
to  it.  Debates  of  immense  importance 
have  taken  place  on  foreign  policy,  and 
they  have  had  nothing  to  do  with  them. 
Wars  have  been  declared  and  peace 
made,  and  they  had  no  voice  in  it.  As 
Bishop  Horsley  said  of  the  people  in 
days  when  men  who  held  these  senti- 
ments ventured  likewise  to  express  them, 
they  have  had  nothing  to  do  with  the 
taxation  of  the  country,  except  to  pay  it, 
and  with  the  laws  except  to  obey  them. 
But  there  is  one  day  in  each  Session  on 
which  they  experience,  not,  indeed,  the 
sensation,  but  the  hope  of  citizenship. 
And  that  is  the  day  on  which  their 
friends  come  forward  to  ask  the  House 
of  Commons  to  declare  that  this  great 
class  of  Englishmen  ought  to  be  placed 
on  the  same  political  footing  as  the 
people  of  so  many  more  favoured  coun- 
tries. And  what  happens  on  that  day  ? 
Everybody  seems  to  be  unanimous 
about  their  merits.  Everybody  joins  in 
praising  their  industry,  their  common 
sense,  their  patriotism,  and  their  loyalty. 
Everybody  talks  of  them  as  most  excel- 
lent citizens.  And  then,  when  the  de- 
bate is  over,  and  the  division  come;*, 
hon.  Members  go  into  the  Lobby  with 
the  praises  of  the  county  householders 
on  their  lips,  and  vote  that  they  are 
not  to  be  allowed  the  political  privi- 
lege which  every  Negro  in  the  United 
States  has  had  for  half  a  generation. 
That  is  the  treatment  which  has  been 


served  out  to  these  people,  and  the 
effect  produced  on  their  minds  is  one 
which  must  be  expected.  There  is  be- 
ginning^ to  grow  up  among  them  a  sort 
of  feeling  that  Parliament  is  not  dealing 
sincerely  with  them — a  feeling  that  not 
only  they  cannot  get  justice  and  their 
rights,  but  that  they  cannot  even  get  an 
intelligible  reason  why  justice  should  not 
be  done  them.  The  House  to-night  has 
a  golden  opportunity  of  undoing  the 
harm  which  has  been  done  by  its  Prede- 
cessors ;  and  I  earnestly  hope  it  will  not 
be  led  aside  by  the  Amendment  of  my 
hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  Kerry  (Mr. 
Blennerhassett)  and  my  hon.  Friend  the 
Member  for  South  Northumberland 
(Mr.  A.  Grey),  and  lose  that  opportunity. 
If  the  debate  to  which  the  county  house- 
holders have  so  long  been  looking  for- 
ward ends  in  a  Committee  on  Propor- 
tional Representation,  there  is  reason  to 
fear  that  the  classes  who  want  to  get 
their  votes  will  think  they  are  being 
trifled  with  again,  as  they  have  been 
trifled  with  in  times  past.  What  they 
will  naturally  say  is  this — *•  You  have 
already  had  two  Eeform  Bills,  and  you 
did  not  require  before,  in  each  case 
where  you  extended  the  franchise,  that 
there  should  be  a  previous  inquiry  by  a 
Committee  of  the  House  of  Commons. 
Now  that  our  turn  has  come,  what  reason 
is  there  that  you  should  look  upon  us 
with  more  suspicion  than  the  borough 
householders  in  1832  and  1867,  and  not 
only  refuse  to  give  us  a  Keform  Bill,  but 
even  refuse  to  promise  one  until  you 
have  had  an  inquiry  by  a  Committee  ?*' 
The  only  way  of  re-assuring  their  minds 
— the  only  way,  in  my  opinion,  of  doing 
our  own  duty,  is  for  a  majority  in  Par- 
liament for  the  first  time  to  say  bluntly 
and  unmistakably  that  the  county  house- 
holder ought  to  have  the  same  privileges 
of  a  citizen  which  the  borough  house- 
holder has  possessed  since  1867  ;  and  I 
cannot  imagine  how  that  declaration  can 
be  made  more  clearly  and  decisively 
than  by  voting  for  the  1st  Resolution  of 
the  hon.  Member  for  Salford  (Mr.  A. 
Arnold).  The  hon.  Member  for  Kerry  (Mr. 
Blennerhassett)  begs  us  not  to  embarrass 
ourselves  with  vague  and  indefinite  Re- 
solutions. Now,  nothing  could  be  less 
indefinite  than  the  Motion  which  my 
hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  Salford  (Mr. 
Arnold)  has  placed  before  the  House. 
I  refuse  to  accept  the  gloss  which  my 
hon.  Friend  put  u^otl  \ti»    \  T^V^Kk  \»<^ 


1619 


ParliaiMnUMry 


(OOMMONS) 


Reform. 


1520 


Bee  in  it  the  abolition  of  the  40«.  free- 
holders. I  look  upon  it  as  simply  what 
it  is — part  of  the  enfranohisement  of  the 
county  householders.  The  hon.  Member 
for  Kerry  asks — **  Are  we  going  to  put 
into  the  hands  of  the  county  householders 
of  the  country  the  election  of  the  whole 
House  of  Commons?"  I  answer — **Yes; 
in  what  other  hands  should  we  place  it?  " 
If  we  do  not  believe  in  the  wisdom  and 
patriotism  of  our  own  people,  how  can 
we  expect  the  country  to  thrive  under  a 
system  of  popular  government  ? 

Me.  BLENNERHA8SETT :  I  said 
in  the  hands  of  the  newly  enfranchised 
electors. 

Mr.  TREVELYAN  :  The  newly  en- 
franchised electors  would  be  exactly  of 
the  same  class  as  the  existing  electors, 
and  the  two  together  would  carry  the 
election  of  the  House  of  Commons. 
These  are  subjects  which  do  not  create 
any  difficulty  in  the  eyes  of  those  who 
believe  they  have  a  right  to  govern 
themselves,  and  that  the  government 
will  be  better,  more  or  less,  in  propor- 
tion to  the  way  in  which  this  right  is 
recognized.  My  hon.  Friend  the  Mem- 
ber for  South  Northumberland  (Mr. 
Grey)  says  that  the  Besolutions  which 
I  and  my  hon.  Friend  the  Under  Secre- 
tary of  State  for  Foreign  Affairs  (Sir 
Charles  W.  Dilke)  have  brought  forward 
year  after  year  were  not  founded  on  this 
principle  of  popular  government.  He 
says  that  my  hon.  Friend  (Sir  Charles 
W.  Dilke)  himself  proposed  a  Commit- 
tee of  Inquiry  into  the  representation  of 
the  people;  and,  therefore,  that  he  is 
bound  on  this  occasion  to  vote  for  the 
hon.  Member  for  Kerry  (Mr.  Blenner- 
hassett).  My  hon.  Friend  the  Under 
Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign  Affairs 
did,  indeed,  ask  for  an  inquiry  into  the 
system  of  representation  in  a  House 
which  was  averse  to  Reform,  in  order 
that  the  anomalies  of  the  system  might 
be  made  known.  But,  before  doing 
that,  he  also  voted  for  the  extension  of 
the  franchise  pure  and  simple,  and  twice 
afterwards  he  spoke  and  voted  against 
the  Amendment  of  the  hon.  Member 
for  Kerry,  when  the  purpose  of  that 
Amendment  was  to  thwart  and  delay 
the  emancipation  of  the  county  liouse- 
holder.  I  cannot,  therefore,  accept  the 
statement  of  my  hon.  Friend  the  Mem- 
ber for  South  Northumberland,  and  I 
certainly  cannot  accept  it  when  endorsed 
by  the  hon.  Member  who  spoke  last 
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(Mr.  Stanhope).  The  hon.  Member  who 
has  just  sat  down  stated  that  he  agreed 
with  the  hon.MemberforSouthNorthum- 
berland  in  his  offer — which  I  cannot  but 
regard  as  a  most  illusory  offer — that  he 
would  extend  the  county  franchise  if  the 
county  householders  would  unite  for  the 
purpose  of  preventing  the  re-distribu« 
tion  of  seats.    I  cannot  see  what  motive 
they  would  have  to  unite  for  that  pur- 
pose ;  and,  indeed,  the  motive  they  now 
have  to  oppose  the  re-distribution  of 
seats  would  be  removed.     One  of  the 
great  advantages  of  this  extension  of 
the  franchise  is  that  it  will  facilitate 
the  re-distribution  of  seats.   At  present, 
when  there  exists  one  franchise  in  the 
boroughs  and  another  in  the  counties,  you 
cannot  have  a  re-distribution  of  seats 
without  disfranchising  some  of  the  elec- 
tors ;  but  when  you  have  the  same  fran- 
chise all  over  the  country,  you  can  merge 
the  boroughs  and  counties  without  dis- 
franchising anybody,  and  you  can  then 
have  a  re-distribution   of  seats.     The 
truth  is  that  I  hardly  think  hon.  Mem- 
bers have  sufficiently  considered  what 
classes  of  our  population  they  are  which 
the  present  system  so  rigorously  excludes. 
If  there  is  one  set  of  people  among 
whom  the  average  of  comfort  and  in- 
telligence is  higher  than  elsewhere,  it 
is  among  the  people  who  inhabit  those 
parts  of  the  country  which  are  the  seats 
of  new  and  healthy  industries.     Now, 
Sir,  where  are  those  industries  carried 
on?    They  do  not,  for  the  most  part, 
spring  up  within  our  ancient  towns  and 
cities,   because  there  is  no    room    for 
them.    Those  towns  and  cities  are,  gene- 
rally speaking,   too  crowded    already. 
Population  follows  manufactures,  and 
manufactures  require  room  to  turn  in. 
Population  follows  the  spread  of  manu- 
facturing and  mining  operations,  and 
such  industrial  pursuits  require  plenty 
of  elbow  room.     Where  you  get  large 
new  populations  is  where  mining  opera- 
tions and  coal  and  iron  extend  them- 
selves at  their  own  sweet  will,  without 
reference  to  the  question  whether  the 
soil  above  them  is  within  the  limits  of 
a  Parliamentary  borough.  If  hon.  Mem- 
bers wish  to  see  a  really  civilized  and 
prosperous  community,  they  should  go 
to  the  borough  which  returns  the  hon. 
Member  who  moved  this  Resolution — 
the  highground  which  runs  to  the  west 
of  the  "^lley  of  the  IrweU,  between 
Manchester  and  Bolton.   There,  for  mUe 
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after  mile,  they  will  find  one  long  street 
of  well-built  houses,  well-fumished  shops 
and  stores,  lecture-rooms,  reading-rooms, 
school-rooms,  chapels,  churches — every- 
thing that  constitutes  a  town,  except 
only  the  ratepaying  household  suffrage. 
That  is  the  result  of  coal  mining.  It  is 
just  the  same  with  manufactures.  There 
is  no  manufacture  that  is  more  prosperous 
at  this  moment  than  the  woollen  industry 
in  the  South  of  Scotland.  For  many 
years  past  it  has  enjoyed  a  solid  and 
equable  measure  of  prosperity.  Formerly 
it  was  carried  on  in  the  towns  ;  but  now, 
when  a  capitalist  determines  to  go  into 
the  wool  business,  perhaps,  and  does 
not  find  room  in  Selkirk,  Hawick,  or 
Galashiels,  instead  of  betaking  himself 
to  the  tributaries  of  the  Tweed,  he  plants 
his  manufactory  on  the  Tweed  itself, 
where  towns  have  sprung  up  similar  to 
those  which  I  have  the  honour  to  repre- 
sent. Between  Peebles  and  Selkirk  are 
the  singularly  pleasant  and  prosperous 
settlements  of  Walkerburn  and  Inner- 
leithen ;  and  the  population  of  these 
places  is,  to  all  intents  and  purposes, 
moral,  social,  industrial,  and  intellectual 
— the  same  population  as  that  of  the 
neighbouring  burghs.  But  when  a  Ge- 
neral Election  comes  the  inhabitants  of 
Hawick  and  Galashiels  have  the  oppor- 
tunity of  bearing  a  hand  in  those  dubious 
and  stirring  contests  which  take  place 
in  the  Border  Burghs ;  while  the  only 
part  which  the  inhabitants  of  Walker- 
burn  and  Innerleithen  can  play  is  to 
stand  near  the  polling-booths  at  Peebles 
or  Selkirk,  and  watch  the  trains-full  of 
Edinburgh  lawyers  and  Highland  lairds 
who,  once  in  seven  years,  favour  the 
county  with  their  presence,  in  order  to 
elect  for  it  a  Member,  for  or  against 
whom  the  genuine  inhabitants  of  the 
county  have  no  opportunity  of  voting. 
My  hon.  Friend  (Sir  Charles  W.  Dilke) 
and  myself  have  always  insisted  on  this 
argument  with  regard  to  the  town  popu- 
lation who  live  outside  the  Parliamen- 
tary boroughs.  How  very  large  a  part 
of  the  question  affects  these  people 
who  are  townsmen  in  every  respect, 
except  that  they  are  not  voters,  and 
who  are  not  voters  merely  because 
tliey  live  on  one  side  of  an  arbitrary 
line  instead  of  on  the  other,  has  long 
been  a  leading  argument ;  and  the  re- 
sults of  the  Census  of  last  year,  so  far 
as  they  have  been  made  public,  confirm 
that  argumeut  with  a  strength  which  is 


really  startling.  The  increasing  pre- 
dominance of  the  urban  over  the  rural 
element  is  more  remarkable.  In  1861 
there  were  1 65  dwellers  in  town  against 
100  dwellers  in  rural  districts.  In  1871 
the  number  had  risen  to  184,  and  in 
1881  had  reached  199,  or  about  200  per 
cent.  Taking  the  population  of  Eng- 
land and  Wales  at  25,950,000,  this  gives 
8,650,000  for  the  rural  and  17,300,000 
for  the  town  population.  Of  that  town 
population,  12,270,000  live  within  Par- 
liamentary boroughs :  so  that  we  come 
to  this  striking  conclusion — that  there 
are  in  England  and  Wales  over  5,000,000 
of  men,  the  very  flower  of  our  industrial 
population,  who  have  every  quality  in 
their  character,  condition,  and  mode 
of  existence  which  the  borough  house- 
holders possess,  on  whom  Paruament  in 
1867 — not  an  hour  too  soon — conferred 
the  ratepaying  franchise.  If  their  claims 
are  resisted  many  years  longer,  the  old 
English  sense  of  justice  and  fair  play 
must  have  sadly  deteriorated.  Hon. 
Members  opposite  have  quoted  what 
Lord  Sherbrooke  said  about  equality 
being  the  ideal  of  superficial  thinkers. 
What  is  the  use  of  quoting  Lord  Sher- 
brooke against  us,  when  everything  the 
noble  Lord  had  to  say  told  as  much 
against  the  Act  of  1867  as  against  the 
present  proposal  ?  But,  Sir,  while  we 
insist  on  the  claims  of  this  great  mass 
of  people,  this  population  of  5,000,000, 
which  is  infinitely  larger  than  the  popu- 
lation of  Switzerland  or  of  our  Australian 
Colonies,  we  must  not  forget  the,  if 
possible,  still  greater  claims  of  another 
part  of  the  population — the  purely  rural 
population.  The  village  shopkeepers, 
the  village  artificers,  of  themselves  a 
very  special  and  worthy  class,  and, 
above  all,  the  agricultural  labourers,  are 
petitioners  for  justice  and  redress.  My 
own  acquaintance  has  been  a  pretty  in- 
timate one  with  rural  life  for  some  10 
or  1 2  years  past ;  and  in  that  period  I 
have  seen,  like  everyone  with  the  same 
opportunities,  an  extraordinary  change 
and  progress  in  the  population  in  the 
country  districts.  If  it  is  a  question  of 
education,  it  is  certainly  not  the  la- 
bourers who  are  indifferent,  or  who  take 
a  languid  share  in  the  election  of  candi- 
dates to  a  school  board.  If  it  is  a  dis- 
pute in  ecclesiastical  matters,  such  as 
will  often  arise  where  men  are  in  earnest 
about  religion,  it  is  not  the  labourers 
who  are  apathetic  in  ih<^  ycaXXax  .     ^^^xv. 
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Gentlemen  who  represent  boroup^Iis 
which  include  rural  districts,  tell  us  that 
the  agricultural  labourers  under  that 
very  trying  and  demoralizing  method  of 
holding  the  franchise  (for  they  are,  as  it 
were,  privileged  among  their  own  class, 
and  privilege  has  always  its  tempta- 
tions), are  mainly  independent  and  pure. 
And  I  must  say  this,  which  has  not  been 
mentioned  to-night,  that  if  among  the 
labourers,  as  among  our  town  popula- 
tion, there  are  some  who  are  degraded 
and  ignorant,  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite 
will  have  the  matter  in  their  own  hands. 
They  have  the  means  of  easily  separating 
that  degraded  element  from  the  persons 
who  will  be  good  and  more  trustworthy 
citizens.  All  that  they  have  to  do  is  to 
take  the  education  test  which  they  have 
ready  to  their  hands ;  and  if  they  are 
wishful  that  the  power  should  only  be 
placed  in  the  hands  of  intelligent  men, 
all  they  have  to  do,  in  the  spirit  of  true 
Conservatism,  is  to  strike  from  the  Ballot 
Act  the  provisions  which  relate  to  the 
illiterate  voter.  If  any  hon.  Member 
wishes  to  see  any  proof  of  the  great 
industry  of  the  agricultural  labourer, 
let  him  peruse  the  interesting  Ketum, 
which  has  been  lately  presented  to  the 
House,  of  the  savings  of  our  population 
as  shown  by  the  deposits  in  savings 
banks.  That  Be  turn  scarcely  applies  to 
Scotland,  where  the  people  invest  their 
savings  in  another  channel,  nor  does  it 
prove  the  thrift  of  the  people  in  the 
North  of  England  —  Lancashire,  and 
Yorkshire,  and  Durham.  The  great 
bulk  of  these  sums  so  saved  are  the  test 
and  measure  of  the  industrious  and  self- 
denying  character  of  the  people  of  the 
Southern  and  rural  counties.  And  now, 
before  I  sit  down,  let  me  call  the  atten- 
tion of  the  House  to  one  fact  which  I 
think  has  not  been  sufficiently  considered, 
and  I  wish  in  doing  so  to  answer  the 
last  part  of  the  speech  of  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber opposite  (Mr.  Stanhope).  In  that 
speech  he  referred  to  the  farmer  and  the 
labourer,  and  he  used  expressions  which 
I  am  sure  are  unjust  towards  the  Liberal 
Party,  and  which  I  cannot  kelp  think- 
ing might  be  made  a  source  of  danger 
in  future  political  controversy.  There 
is  a  question  which,  by  universal  ac- 
knowledgment, lays  before  us — what  is 
generally  known  as  the  Land  Question. 
tFpon  that  question  the  late  Government 
brought  in  a  measure  which,  if  it  had 
not  been  killed  by  the  General  Election, 


I  would  have  been  a  very  great  advantage 
to  the  country.  It  was  a  measure  for 
enabling  parts  of  encumbered  estates  to 
be  sold.  I  gather  that  that  was  the 
direction  which  everyone  was  agreed 
that  legislation  should  take.  And  to 
what  class  do  those  belong  who  are  most 
dependent  for  their  comfort  and  welfare 
on  this  sort  of  legislation  ?  It  is  most 
important  that  the  land  of  this  country 
should  be  in  hands  that  can  do  it  justice ; 
that,  instead  of  remaining  as  at  present 
where  the  money  is  not,  it  should  go 
where  the  money  is.  It  matters  to  the 
farmer  a  g^od  deal ;  but  it  does  not  con- 
cern him  as  much  as  some  other  classes. 
It  matters  to  the  landlords  still  more ; 
but  it  is  a  matter  which,  to  a  degree 
almost  impossible  to  exaggerate,  con- 
cerns the  whole  future  of  the  agricul- 
tural labourer  and  cottager.  And  yet 
you  take  the  class  of  tenant  farmers, 
who  are  only  some  200,000  in  number; 
you  let  them  alone  have  votes ;  you  give 
them  a  preponderating  influence  in  the 
settlement  of  the  Land  Question ;  you 
teach  them  to  think  that  the  man  who 
happens  to  be  renting  300  or  400  acres 
of  land  at  a  time  when  a  Land  Bill  is 
brought  forward  is  the  only  person 
whose  interest,  besides  that  of  the  land- 
lord, is  to  be  considered.  You  give 
them,  as  I  see,  a  preponderating  influence 
in  the  settlement  of  this  gpreat  and  com- 
plicated question,  and  you  exclude  all 
the  rest  of  the  rural  population  from 
any  voice  in  the  question  which  is  of  the 
deepest  moment  to  them,  and  in  regard 
to  which  they  hold  opinions  perfectly 
rational,  perfectly  We,  most  moderate, 
most  sensible,  and,  as  far  as  possible, 
removed  from  any  taint  of  Socialism. 
No  one— and  this  is  my  answer  to  the 
hon.  Gentleman — no  one  who  has  watched 
a  county  election  can  deny  that  it  is 
managed  as  if  the  farmers  are  the  only 
body  of  men  in  the  county  who  need  to 
be  appealed  to.  If  the  gpreat  body  of 
consumers — the  people  whose  only  in- 
terest in  the  price  of  bread  is  that  they 
want  to  buy  it  cheap — had  votes  in  recent 
county  elections,  do  you  imagine  for  a 
moment  that  you  would  have  heard  any- 
thing of  a  5«.  duty  on  com  ?  The  hon. 
Gentleman  opposite  asks  us  what  we 
intend  to  do  with  this  new  class  of 
voters,  and  he  asks  us  whether  we  desire 
to  teach  them  Protection  ?  My  answer  is, 
that  we  will  leave  that  to  his  brother 
Members  in  his  own  county. 
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Mr.  E.  stanhope  :  I  said  I  thought 
it  might  be  quite  possible  that  that 
new  class  of  voters  would  themselves 
desire  it. 

Mr.  TREVELYAN  :  I  beg  the  hon. 
Member's  pardon.  My  answer  to  that 
is,  that  thej  are  the  last  people  in  the 
world  who  would  desire  to  introduce 
Protection,  because  they  approach  the 
question  of  a  duty  on  corn  in  the 
character  of  the  eaters  of  bread,  and 
and  not  of  the  sellers  of  it.  The  truth 
is  that  these  appeals  to  the  private 
and  selfish  interests  of  classes  are 
doubled- edged  weapons,  as  hon.  Mem- 
bers now  willing  to  use  them  will  one 
day  find  out.  What  we  want  to  do  is 
not  to  perform  the  almost  inhuman 
operation  which  the  hon.  Member  oppo- 
site has  described  of  setting  one  class  of 
our  fellow-countrymen  against  the  other 
and  afterwards  swamping  them  both ; 
we  want  to  bind  up  county  society  of  all 
ranks  by  one  common  tie  of  political 
equality.  Until  that  is  done  we  believe 
it  can  never  rest  on  any  sound  founda- 
tion, and  that  county  elections  will  never 
cease  to  be  governed  by  appeals  to  the 
private  interests  of  classes,  instead  of 
appeals^rounded  upon  national  advan- 
tage. I  have  now  gone  through,  as 
briefly  as  possible,  the  classes  of  men  of 
various  orders  and  occupations  whom 
these  Besolutions  propose  to  enfranchise 
by  an  act  of  tardy  justice.  Every  bye- 
election  which  is  held,  every  faggot 
voter  who  is  added  to  the  registration 
list,  is  only  one  more  item  in  the  account 
which  we  have  against  the  House  of 
Commons ;  and  I  trust,  as  a  first  instal- 
ment in  the  settlement  of  that  account, 
hon.  Members  will  walk  through  the 
Lobbies  in  very  diflferent  proportions 
from  what  was  the  case  when  my  hon. 
Friend  the  Under  Secretary  of  State  for 
Foreign  Affairs  and  myself  used,  year 
after  year,  to  stand  at  the  glass-doors, 
and  afterwards  come  up  to  the  Table  on 
the  left  flank  of  the  line  of  Tellers. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
'*  That  the  Debate  be  now  adjourned." — 
{Mr.  Salt.) 

Mr.  GOSCHEN  said,  before  the 
House  went  to  a  division  on  the  Motion 
for  Adjournment,  he  wished  to  ask  the 
hon.  Member  for  Salford  (Mr.  Arnold) 
whether,  in  case  they  divided  on  the  1st 
Resolution,  it  was  his  intention  that  the 
2nd  Besolution  should  be  put  to  the 


House  ?  It  was,  he  thought,  only  fair 
that  this  information  should  be  given, 
because  it  was  essential  that  the  House 
should  know  whether  ultimately  the  sub- 
jects of  both  Resolutions  were  to  be  dealt 
with  J)y  the  present  Parliament — whe- 
ther, in  fact,  they  were  to  be  dealt  with 
as  one  great  subject,  or  whether  they 
were  to  be  treated  separately.  He 
gathered  from  the  speech  of  the  hon. 
Member  that  his  original  intention  was 
that  the  2nd  Resolution  should  be  put ; 
and,  if  he  would  now  give  that  assur- 
ance, he  (Mr.  Goschen)  should  certainly 
vote  against  the  adjournment  of  the 
debate,  because,  after  the  discussion 
which  had  taken  place,  he  did  not  under- 
stand why  the  House  should  not  go  to  a 
division  on  both  questions.  He  had  him- 
self been  prevented  taking  part  in  the 
discussion  and  stating  his  views  on  the 
subject  by  the  state  of  his  voice,  which 
was  scarcely  audible,  a  fact  which  he 
alluded  to  because  he  did  not  wish  it  to 
be  supposed  that  he  shrank  from  taking 
part  in  the  debate.  He  thought  hon. 
Members  opposite  might  be  fairly  asked 
to  go  to  a  division,  in  order  to  show  in 
what  way  they  proposed  to  treat  this 
matter,  which  was  one  of  such  great  im- 
portance that  the  attitude  of  Members 
of  the  House  generally  with  regard  to 
it  should  be  known.  For  his  own  part, 
he  should  not  shrink  from  voting  on  the 
question. 

Mr.  ARTHUR  ARNOLD  said,  if 
the  Resolution  which  had  been  put  from 
the  Chair  were  carried,  it  was  certainly 
his  intention  immediately  to  ask  Mr. 
Speaker  to  propose  the  2nd  Resolu- 
tion to  the  House ;  but  in  that  case  he 
should  be  prepared  to  accept  the  sug- 
gestion which  had  fallen  from  the  Prime 
Minister  not  to  press  for  debate  upon  the 
2nd  Resolution.  With  regard  to  the 
Motion  of  the  hon.  Member  for  Stafiford 
(Mr.  Salt),  he  hoped  it  would  be  with- 
drawn. 

Sir  STAFFORD  NORTHCOTE  ob- 
served, that  this  was  the  first  occasion  in 
the  present  Parliament  on  which  this 
very  important  question  had  been 
brought  under  the  consideration  of  the 
House;  and,  that  being  the  case,  he 
thought  it  was  but  reasonable  that  it 
should  be  discussed  in  a  full  and  ample 
manner.  The  House  had  undoubtedly 
listened,  in  the  course  of  the  evening,  to 
a  number  of  very  useful  and  excellent 
speeches,  nevertheleo^  l\\«t^  ^^^^  ^Vct^^ 
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number  of  Oentlemen — he  was  himBolf 
aware  of  many — who  desired  to  take 
part  in  the  discussion  of  this  question, 
and  who,  he  thought,  had  a  claim  to  be 
heard.     It  seemed,  however,  to  be  sug- 

fested  that  the  House  should  g^  to  a 
ivision  on  the  1  st  of  the  two  Hesolutions 
of  the  hon.  Member  for  Salford,  and 
that  the  discussion  on  the  2nd  should 
be  adjourned ;  at  all  events,  he  under- 
stood that  to  be  the  meaning  of  the  sug- 
gestion  of  the  Prime  Minister,  although 
e  had  not  the  advantage  of  hearing  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman.  Moreover,  he 
understood  the  hon.  Member  for  Salford 
to  saj  that  if  the  House  would  come  to 
a  decision  on  his  1st  Kesolution  he 
would  adjourn  the  debate  upon  the 
2nd  until  some  future  day.  But  the 
question  presented  itself  as  to  whether 
the  two  Resolutions  could  be  taken  one 
after  the  other,  a  large  number  of  hon. 
Members  thinking  that  they  could  not 
be  so  taken.  That  opinion  had  been 
held  on  former  occasions  in  that  House. 
It  was  essential  to  the  present  question  ; 
and  he  thought  that,  by  coming  to  the 
decision  that  the  1st  Kesolution  could 
be  divided  upon  and  its  principle  settled 
without  knowing  what  was  going  to  be 
done  with  the  2nd,  they  would  be 
laying  down  a  very  important  and  in- 
convenient precedent.  Therefore,  he 
thought  it  was  but  reasonable  that  the 
House  should  deal  with  the  proposition 
of  the  hon.  Member  for  Salford  as  a 
whole.  It  had  always  been  open  to 
question  whether  this  matter  should  be 
treated  by  way  of  abstract  Resolution, 
or  whether  it  should  take  the  form  of  a 
measure  to  be  introduced  into  the  House. 
But  hon.  Members  were  now  told  not 
only  that  they  were  not  to  see  the  mea- 
sure to  be  introduced,  but  that  they 
were  not  to  be  allowed  to  pronounce  on 
the  abstract  principles  that  would  be 
urged  as  the  reasons  for  the  legislation 
which  might  follow.  He  hoped  the 
House  would  not  resist  the  very  reason- 
able proposal  for  the  adjournment  of 
the  debate.  They  had  heard  nothing  in 
the  speeches  delivered  in  the  course  of 
the  evening  which  could  be  considered 
as  superfluous.  No  time,  certainly,  had 
been  wasted.  As  far  as  he  had  been 
able  to  listen  to  it,  the  discussion  had 
been  of  a  very  able,  and,  at  the  same 
time,  of  a  very  temperate  character ;  and 
he  was  satisfled  that  the  hon.  Member 
tor  Stafford  (Mr.  Salt),  and  other  Gen- 

Sir  Stttfn-d  ITorihcote 


tlemen  who  wished  to  be  heard,  would 
continue  it  in  the  same  spirit  in  which 
it  began. 

Mr.  GLADSTONE :  Sir.  I  think  that 
a  portion  of  the  remarks  which  I  offered 
to  the  House,  having  reference  to  the 
division  upon  this  Resolution,  has  not 
been  understood ;  at  all  events,  what  I 
said  has  not  been  understood  by  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  who  has  just  ad- 
dressed the  House.  I  said  we  were 
about  to  have  an  expression  of  opinion 
on  the  part  of  the  House,  upon  the 
question  of  county  franchise ;  and  al- 
though my  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for 
Salford  very  naturally  desired  to  have  a 
decision  upon  the  whole  of  his  Motion, 
yet  I  did  not  anticipate  that  it  would  be 
possible  to  have  a  full  debate  upon  both 
Resolutions.  It  has  been  assumed  that 
the  House  would  be  allowed  to  divide 
upon  the  2nd  Resolution,  without 
further  debate,  after  the  Ist  Resolution 
had  been  disposed  of.  But  I  never  in- 
tended to  suggest  that  it  would  be  im- 
proper to  proceed  with  the  2nd  Reso- 
lution. Hon.  Members  opposite  appear 
to  desire  further  discussion  upon  the 
1st  Resolution,  and  I  think  it  quite 
fair  that  they  should  demand  this  if 
they  think  such  further  discussion  ne- 
cessary. In  that  case  they  will,  of 
course,  support  the  Motion  for  the  ad- 
journment of  the  debate.  I  believe, 
however,  that  the  great  majority  of  the 
House  are  not  of  opinion  that  the  Ist 
Resolution  of  my  hon.  Friend  requires 
further  debate.  We,  on  this  side  of 
the  House,  do  not  hold  the  question  of 
the  extension  of  the  franchise  in  counties 
to  be  a  very  difficult  one,  or  one  that  re- 
quires to  be  very  elaborately  debated ; 
but  we  are  anxious  to  obtain  from  the 
House  an  expression  of  its  opinion  upon 
the  subject.  I  believe  myself  that  our 
minds  are  undoubtedly  made  up,  and 
that  the  House  is  perfectly  prepared  to 
pronounce  a  decision ;  and,  therefore,  I 
trust  we  shall  be  allowed  to  take  that 
decision  by  dividing  upon  the  Ist  Reso- 
lution. If  upon  both,  so  much  the 
better;  but  the  division  upon  the  2nd 
Resolution  we  can  hardly  ask,  as  a 
matter  of  propriety,  to-night.  In  the 
event  of  our  not  being  allowed  to  divide 
upon  the  1st  Resolution,  I  think  the 
fairest  course  will  be  not  to  object  f) 
the  Motion  for  the  adjournment  of  the 
debate,  but  to  take  the  division  upon 
that  Motion  as  coming  as  nearly  as  pos- 


1529 


Parliammtary 


(Maboh21,  1882} 


Btfwm. 


1630 


Bible  to  an  expression  of  opinion  upon 
the  Resolution  of  my  hon.  Friend. 

Mr.  THOMAS  COLLINS  said,  his 
efforts  to  catch  the  Speaker's  eje  during 
the  last  two  hours  had  been  unsuc- 
cessful. He  objected  to  a  division  being 
taken  upon  the  merits  of  this  Reso- 
lution until  he  had  an  opportunity  of 
calliug  the  attention  of  the  House  to 
the  question  of  the  representation  of 
minorities,  which  had  scarcely  been 
touched  upon  throughout  the  discussion 
that  had  taken  place  that  evening.  The 
subject  was  one  in  which  the  Under 
Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign  Affairs, 
and  the  right  hon.  Member  for  Hackney 
(Mr.  Fawcett)  had  both  taken  a  great 
interest  in  former  days  ;  and  as  he  de- 
sired to  make  some  observations  there- 
upon, he  hoped  the  Motion  for  the 
adjournment  of  the  debate  would  be 
agreed  to. 

Mr.  JUSTIN  MCCARTHY  said,  he 
did  not  think  the  evident  sense  of  the 
House  had  yet  been  declared  in  favour 
of  closing  the  debate.  They  had  listened 
to  a  discussion  upon  a  highly  important 
question,  which,  in  the  case  of  Ireland, 
would  have  a  very  wide  application. 
Yery  few  Irish  Members  had  spoken  in 
the  course  of  the  evening,  and  there 
were  some  who  thought  that  the  ques- 
tion was  one  upon  which  they  ought  not 
to  be  asked  to  vote  without  having  first 
an  opportunity  of  expressing  their  opi- 
nions with  regard  to  it.  They  were  dis- 
posed to  vote  altogether  for  the  Resolu- 
tions of  the  hon.  Member  for  Salford 
(Mr.  Arnold},  which,  when  they  passed 
into  law,  would  undoubtedly  lead  to  some 
serious  changes  in  the  representation  of 
Ireland.  But  the  course  proposed,  of 
dividing  upon  the  Ist  Resolution,  seemed 
to  be  an  inconvenient  one ;  and  as  Irish 
Members  upon  that  side  of  the  House 
wished  to  state  their  views  upon  the 
whole  question  he  strongly  urged  that 
the  adjournment  should  take  place. 

Mr.  O'DONNELL  said,  although  he 
had  great  respect  for  the  opinions  of  his 
hon.  Friend  and  Leader,  he  was  cer- 
tainly inclined  to  vote  against  the  Mo- 
tion for  adjournment  of  the  debate  upon 
the  present  occasion ;  and  he  should  do 
80  with  the  intention  of  supporting  the 
principle  involved  in  the  1st  Resolution 
of  the  hon.  Member  for  Salford.  If  the 
House  was  prevented  from  coming  to  a 
decision  upon  that,  he  hoped  the  country 
would  regard  the  vote  upon  the  Motion 


for  Adjournment  as  a  Tote  of  the  House 
in  favour  of  the  Ist  Resolution.  It 
seemed  to  him  that  there  should  be 
no  great  difficulty  in  putting  the  2nd 
Resolution  •to  the  House  also.  Without 
going  into  the  merits  of  the  2nd  Reso- 
lution— 

*'  That  it  would  be  desirable  so  tore-distribute 
political  power  as  to  obtain  a  more  eauitable 
representation  of  the  opinion  of  the  electoral 
body." 

he  would  merely  remark  that  Members 
sitting  in  any  part  of  the  House  could 
say  that.  It  was  a  perfectly  harmless 
and  safe  Resolution — ^in  fact,  the  expres- 
sion of  a  pious  opinion ;  and  there  was  no 
reason,  as  far  as  he  could  see,  why  the 
House  should  not  vote  upon  it  at  once. 

Mb.  G.  W.  ELLIOT  said,  he  had 
risen  12  times  in  the  course  of  the  even- 
ing, but  had  not  succeeded  in  his  endea- 
vours to  catch  the  Speaker's  eye.  He 
had  brought  in  a  Bill  which  touched 
this  question  last'  year ;  and  he  desired 
to  address  the  House  for  the  purpose  of 
explaining  his  views  upon  the  Reso- 
lution of  the  hon.  Member  for  Salford. 
As  he  had  not  been  able  to  do  so,  he 
trusted  the  Motion  for  the  adjournment 
would  be  agreed  to,  so  that  he  and 
some  of  his  hon.  Friends  might  have  an 
opportunity  of  stating  their  views  upon 
the  question  before  the  House. 

Mb.  BIGGAR  said,  he  had  not  at 
first  intended  to  take  any  part  in  this 
debate,  which,  in  a  very  great  measure, 
was  one  of  a  Party  character  only.  The 
course  now  proposed  to  be  taken  ap- 
peared to  him  to  be  in  a  very  high 
degree  ambiguous.  It  was  indispen- 
sable in  a  question  of  this  kind,  when 
a  vote  was  asked  for  which  the  Govern- 
ment would  probably  make  the  basis  of 
future  legislation,  that  the  opinions  of 
as  many  sections  of  the  House  as  pos- 
sible should  be  expressed  upon  the 
details  of  the  question.  For  nis  own 
part,  he  should  be  strongly  disposed  to 
support  the  Amendment  to  the  Reso- 
lution. But  he  thought  it  unreasonable 
that  Irish  Members  should  pledge  them- 
selves to  opinions  upon  the  question 
after  the  very  short  debate  that  had 
taken  place ;  and,  therefore,  he  hoped 
the  Motion  for  Adjournment  would  be 
pressed  to  a  division.  He  entirely  dis- 
sented from  the  opinion  that  the  vote 
upon  that  Motion  would  amount  to  an 
expression  of  opinion  on  the  part  of  the 
House  upon  th^  M.^\w  Qc\s«^\ssviN  ^>i:oi^> 
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therefore,  he  hoped  the  Prime  Minister  hon.  Friends  7oted  for  the  adjournment 

'Would  consent  to  the  adjournment,  in  they  did  not  vote  against  the  Motion  of 

order  that  the  details  of  this  most  im-  the  hon.  Gentleman, 

portant  question  might  be  further  exa-  Qnestion  nut 

"mV'e.  H.  PAGET  said,  the  course  ,3\??°^'''^"',^^3!;?8  137;  Noes 

-which  the  hon.  Member  for  Salford (Mr.  192:  Majority  55.-(Div.  List,  No.  55.) 

Arnold)  had  chosen  to  take  that  evening  Original  Question  a^ain  proposed, 

had  placed  the  House  in  an  embarrass-  jj^  q  ^  ELLIOT  said,  that  as  the 

ing  position.     He  had  divided  into  two  Government  seemed  disposed  to  exercUe 

parts  a  question  which  many  hon.  Mem-  j^^  ^,^,„^^  prematurely,  and  to   burke 

bers  were  of  opinion  could  not  with  pro-  discussion,  he  would  move  the  adjoum- 

pnety  be  divided      Although  he  was  ^^^^  ^f  the  House, 

ready  to  admit  that   the  question  of  ^^   jj    jj    FOWLER  seconded  the 

county  householders  with  regard  to  the  ^^tion.    He  had  no  very  strong  feeling 

franchise  was  one  which  must  be  token  ^^  ^^^  question,  and  he  was  not  one  of 

into  consideration,  he  was  not  prepared  ^^^  ^^^  Members  who  had  tried  to 

to  vote  for  It  m  the  form  of  an  abstract  ^^^  ^^^  Speaker's  eye;  but,  at  the  same 

Besolution  dissociated  from  the  ques-  ^j^^^  ^^  thought  the  House  must  feel 

toon  of  a  re-distnbution  of  seats.   More-  ^^^^  ^^^  ^^^  sSbjects  of  the  extension  of 

over,    other  questions    were    involved,  j,,^  franchise  and  the  re-distribution  of 

rach  as  the  representotion  of  minon-  ^^^^  ^^^^  ^^^  y^  discussed  separately, 

ties  111  the  great  and  smaU  boroughs ;  Neither    were    they    questions     which 

and  It  was  quite  imposwble  that  the  ^^j^  ^e  satisfactorily  and  adequately 

question  could  be  properly  debated  m  ^i^^,^^  j^  ^ne  evening;  and,  therefore, 

Ae  form  in  which  it  liad  Wn  placed  j^  ^„  ^  reasonable  proposition  that  the 

before  the  House.    He  oould  quite  un-  ^on.  Member  for  SiOford  (Mr.  Arnold) 

derstond  that  the  hon.  Member  for  Sal-  ^^^^i^  ^^  ^^^i^^,  ^      ^^     t,,^ 

ford  was  perfectly  ready  to  take  the  ^^^^  ^^^  ^^^^  ^^e  House     He  Snew 

decision  of  the  House  upon  the    1st  the  hon.  Member  could  not  ask  the  Go- 

Besolution,  because  he  cared  very  httle  ^ernment  to  give  him  a  day;  but  he  might 

what  became  of  the  2nd  after  that  de-  g^^  ^  Wednesday  on  which  it  would  bo 

oision  was  obtained.    He  thought,  how-  convenient  for  the  House  to  continue  the 

ever,  that  this  was  not  a  fair  way  of  discussion. 

treatine  the  Motion,  and  that  the  debate  ,,..',  a  <-.  ..  j 
should  be  adjourned,  in  order  that  the  ,,^^^'°,^™^^'  and  Question  proposed, 
House  might  have,  an  opportunity  of  J*'*!^**'^  ^?,"^®^'^''  '''''^  adjourn.'  - 
considering  both  parts  of  the  hon.  Mem-  \^^'  ^-  *^'  ^"w«0 
ber's  Eesolution.  Mr.  GLADSTONE  said,  that,  accord- 
Ma.  ECKOYD  said,  he  had  been  en-  ing  to  the  hon.  Member  who  had  moved 
deavouring  to  catch  the  Speaker's  eye  the  adjournment  of  the  House,  the 
during  the  evening ;  and  as  one  of  the  majority  had  no  right  whatever  to  ex- 
few  Members  of  the  Conservative  Party  press  an  opinion,  and  that  no  attempt  on 
who,  for  many  years,  had  been  advocates  their  part  to  close  a  debate  ought  to 
of  the  extension  of  household  suffrage  to  be  allowed.  The  hon.  Member  said  that 
the  counties,  he  should  be  extremely  sorry  any  opinion  expressed  by  a  majority  in 
if  he  were  called  upon  to  take  part  in  favour  of  closing  a  debate  in  the  face  of 
a  division  without  having  the  opportu-  a  large  minority  was  an  attempt  to  pre- 
nity  of  saying  a  few  words.  He  there-  maturely  introduce  the  eidtur0, 
fore  hoped  that  the  debate  would  be  Ma.  G.  W.  ELLIOT :  I  said  nothing 
adjourned.  of  the  kind. 

Mr.  R.  POWEE  said,  he  was  not  one  Mr.    GLADSTONE   said,    the   hon. 

of  those  who  had  been  endeavouring  to  Member  could    not    escape    from    the 

catch  the  Speaker's  eye.     He  only  came  meaning  of  his  own  words.      He  said 

into  the  House  about  9  o'clock,  and  then  he  said  nothing  of  the  kind,  without 

he  saw  eight  Gentlemen  rise  at  the  same  being  kind  enough  to  rise  and  explain 

time.  He  thought  it  would  not  have  been  what  he  did  say. 

wise  to  attempt  to  compete  with  those  Sir  B.  ASSHETON  CROSS :  I  rise 

(Gentlemen ;  but  he  wished  it  to  be  dis-  to  Order.     There  is  no  question  before 

tisetly  understood  that  when  he  and  his  the  House. 

Jfr.  Bi§§Qit 


1583 


County  Cest 


|Maboh21,  1882] 


(Ireland). 


1584 


Mb.   SPEAKER:   The    Question    is 
that  the  House  do  now  adjourn. 

Mr.  GLADSTONE  said,  it  was  neces- 
sary to  make  a  protest  on  the  part  of 
the  majority  to  this  extent,  at  least — that 
however  sacred  be  the  rights  of  the 
minority,  and  however  good  its  title  to 
prevail  over  the  majority  on  occasions 
like  the  present,  he  hoped  the  hon. 
Member  would  not  again  intimate  to  the 
majority  that  they  were  committing  an 
offence  by  expressing  their  opinion.  He 
did  not  know  what  course  his  hon. 
Friend  (Mr.  Arnold)  might  be  disposed 
to  take.  He  should  be  inclined  to  follow 
whatever  course  his  hon.  Friend  thought 
preferable ;  but  his  own  opinion  was  that 
it  would  not  be  profitable  to  pursue  the 
contest.  The  hon.  Member  would  do 
wisely  to  accept  the  division  which  had 
just  been  taken  as  a  very  sufficient  in- 
dication of  the  opinion  of  the  House 
upon  the  1st  Eesolution,  especially 
when  they  knew  from  the  declarations 
of  many  Gentlemen  that,  could  he  have 
obtained  a  direct  division  on  the  merits 
of  the  1st  liesolution,  the  majority 
would  have  been  very  considerably 
greater.  He  would  advise  the  hon. 
Gentleman  not  to  pursue  the  matter. 
Of  course,  he  presumed,  the  Motion  for 
the  adjournment  of  the  House  would  be 
withdrawn,  and  one  for  the  adjournment 
of  the  debate  substituted.  If  the  present 
Motion  were  not  withdrawn  lie  hoped  the 
House  would  divide. 

Sir  STAFFORD  NORTHOOTE  said, 
he  hoped  his  hon.  Friend  (Mr.  Elliot) 
would  not  divide. 

Motion,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 
Original  Question  again  proposed. 

Sir  H.  DRUMMOND  WOLFF  moved 
that  the  debate  be  now  adjourned,  be- 
cause it  did  not  seem  to  be  clearly  under- 
stood how  the  question  stood.  The 
Motion  for  the  adjournment  of  the  House 
was  withdrawn  in  the  belief  that  the 
debate  would  be  adjourned. 

Mr.  ARTHUR  ARNOLD  said,  he 
would  offer  no  opposition  to  the  adjourn- 
ment. 

Motion  agreed  to. 

Debate  adjourned  till  To-morrow. 

COUNTY  CESS  (IRELAND). 

MOTION    FOR   A   SELECT    COMMITTEE. 

Colonel  NOLAN  said,  he  was  sorry 
at  that  late  hour  (1  o'clock)  to  have  to 


trouble  the  House  on  this  subject;  hut 
he  would  deal  with  it  very  shortly.  The 
matter  was  one  which  should  be  got  rid 
of  one  way  or  the  other,  either  by  gprant- 
ing  the  Committee  or  refusing  it — it 
should  not  be  kept  on  the  Notice  Paper 
day  after  day  in  this  way.  No  doubt  it 
could  be  disposed  of  in  four  or  five 
minutes.  Well,  this  opened  up  the 
whole  question  of  the  manner  in  which 
fines  were  imposed  in  Ireland  for  any 
damage  done  in  a  neighbourhood  ;  and, 
to  his  mind,  it  was  a  matter  of  the 
greatest  importance  that  a  Select  Com- 
mittee should  be  appointed  to  consider 
it.  He  would  give  an  instance  to  show 
how  desirable  it  was  that  there  should 
be  some  investigation.  He  would  not 
refer  to  tlie  Queen's  County  cases  which 
were  alluded  to  in  the  Motion,  as  he  was 
not  well  enough  acquainted  with  them ; 
but  he  was  informed  by  the  two  Members 
for  the  county  that  the  cases  were  good 
ones.  As  to  the  Galway  cases,  however, 
the  affair  was  different,  they  having 
occurred  in  his  own  neighbourhood  and 
among^  his  own  ten  ants.  It  appeared  that 
a  hay-stack,  worth  about  £97,  belonging 
to  a  well-known  solicitor,  who  was  also 
an  extensive  farmer,  had  been  burned. 
He  did  not  for  a  moment  mean  to  say, 
though  he  was  moving  for  this  Com- 
mittee, that  the  solicitor  ought  not  to 
have  been  compensated  for  the  loss  of 
this  hay-stack.  He  did  not  contend  that 
compensation  should  not  be  paid,  for, 
after  all,  he  did  not  think  the  law  under 
which  it  was  granted  was  a  very  bad 
one  ;  but  what  he  wanted  to  bring  before 
the  House  was  the  manner  in  which  this 
tax  was  levied.  Eight  shillings  in  the 
pound  was  levied  on  the  townlands  of 
Ballintubber,  Brackloon,  and  Brockagh, 
which  was  a  cruel  and  excessive  charge, 
and  one  which  should  only  have  been 
upon  the  inhabitants  of  the  townlands  in 
the  neighbourhood  of  the  hay-stack,  or 
upon  the  inhabitants  of  that  townland 
to  which  the  persons  who  did  the  mis- 
chief belonged.  He  did  not  wish  to 
bring  any  heavy  accusation  against  the 
Grand  Jury  in  Galway ;  but  he  must  say 
he  believed  they  had  very  hurriedly  put 
on  the  tax,  and  put  it  on  people  who 
had  no  claim  on  them.  It  was  just  as 
though  that  bag  now  on  the  Table  of 
the  House  had  been  burned  and  the 
Government  had  put  a  tax  to  cover  the 
cost  of  it,  not  on  the  whole  of  the  Benches, 
but  upon  one  partvc\xW\  "^^tl^.    ^^i^:^ 
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three  townlands,  on  which  there  was  a 
poor  population,  had  been  selected  to 
bear  this  heavy  and  crushing  tax,  though 
why  he  could  not  say,  unless  it  was  on 
account  of  their  poverty.  If  the  Select 
Committee  was  granted  he  was  prepared 
to  throw  up  the  whole  of  his  case,  if  the 
police  could  come  forward  and  say  they 
knew  that  men  from  these  town  lands 
had  assisted  in,  or  connived  at,  the  burn- 
ing of  this  hay-stack.  But  if  there  was 
no  case,  no  reasonable  suspicion  that  the 
damage  was  caused  by  people  from  these 
places,  then,  he  contended,  it  was  simply 
robbing  these  poor  people  to  make  them 
pay  such  a  tax.  Anumberof  townlands 
in  the  hands  of  comparatively  rich  people 
were  left  untaxed,  and  the  Grand  Jury 
leyied  this  charge  in  a  manner  that  was 
positively  cruel.  They  put  upon  these 
poor  people  a  charge  equal  to  a  6s.  or 
7«.  Income  Tax.  Such  a  charge,  if  put 
upon  a  rich  man,  would  be  a  great 
burden,  and  would  be  considered  hard ; 
but  to  put  it  on  a  very  poor  man  was  a 
terrible  thing.  All  he  asked  for  was  an 
investigation,  and  if  it  were  granted  he 
should  not  insist  upon  having  upon  it 
many  Irish  Members.  He  was  willing 
that  there  should  be  a  majority  of  Eng- 
lish Members  upon  it.  The  three  town- 
lands  he  had  mentioned  were  inhabited 
by  tenants  of  his  own.  In  consequence 
of  his  Parliamentary  duties,  he  had  been 
unable  to  attend  the  meeting  of  the 
Grand  Jury,  or,  of  course,  he  should 
have  protested  against  the  imposition  of 
this  tax,  which,  it  seemed  to  him,  had 
been  levied  upon  these  people  because 
they  were  the  tenants  of  a  popular  Mem- 
ber of  Parliament.  Such  an  imposition, 
for  such  a  reason,  was  highly  improper; 
and  he,  therefore,  thought  there  should 
be  an  inquiry  by  a  Select  Committee, 
who  should  report  as  to  whether  it  was 
not  necessary  that  some  change  should 
be  made  in  the  law. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 

"That  a  Select  Committoe  be  appointed  to 
inquire  into  the  manner  in  which  a  County  Cess 
of  8».  IJrf.  in  the  pound  was  imposed  at  the 
ammmer  assizes  on  the  townlands  of  Ballin- 
tubber,  Brackloon,  and  Brockagh,  in  the  county 
of  Gal  way,  and  the  manner  in  which  a  heavy 
County  Cess  was  imposed  on  Cool,  Raheon,  and 
other  townlands  in  Queen's  County." — {Colonel 
Kokm.) 

The  ATTORNEY  GENERAL  for 
IBELAND  (Mr.  W.  M.  Johnson)  said, 
the  proposition  of  the  hon.  and  gallant 

Calanri  Nolan 


Member  was  to  inquire  into  an  arrange- 
ment carried  out  under  an  Act  of  Parlia- 
ment. It  was  not  complained  that  there 
had  been  any  irregularity  in  the  pro- 
ceedings that  had  taken  place;  and  he 
must,  therefore,  on  these  grounds  oppose 
tbe  appointment  of  a  Select  Committee. 
The  Act  of  Parliament  provided  a  certain 
machinery  for  the  purpose  of  levying 
compensation  for  these  damages,  and 
that  machinery  was  tbe  Presentment 
Sessions,  where  the  claims  for  compen- 
sation were  decided  in  a  regular  way. 
But  from  the  Presentment  Sessions  the 
claims  went  to  the  Grand  Jury,  who  gave 
their  decision,  and  if  that  decision  was 
quarelled  with  it  could  be  traversed. 
The  Act  of  Parliament  provided  that  the 
result  of  the  traverse  before  the  Judge 
should  be  final  and  conclusive  to  all  in- 
tents and  purposes  whatsoever.  That 
being  so,  he  did  not  see  on  what  ground 
they  could  appoint  a  Select  Committee 
to  consider  the  matter. 

Mb.  HEALT  said,  he  was  surprised 
at  the  stand  the  right  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  had  taken,  and  at  the  grounds 
he  gave  for  that  stand,  because  hon. 
Members  knew  that  ere  this — even  this 
very  Session — the  Government  had  pro- 
mised to  amend  this  very  law.  In  the 
Hoyal  Address  for  a  series  of  years  the 
Government  had  promised  to  amend  it; 
and  even  this  Session  there  was  a  sort  of 
promise  given  by  Her  Majesty's  Minis- 
ters that  they  would  take  the  condition 
of  the  Grand  Jury  Laws  into  their  con- 
sideration. Yet,  according  to  the  right 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman,  because  a 
due  process  of  law  had  gone  on,  though 
he  himself  thought,  and  though  it  was 
the  opinion  of  the  Government,  that  the 
law  required  amendment,  it  should  not 
be  amended,  however  bad  it  was,  and 
there  should  be  no  inquiry  with  regard 
to  it.  Only  that  night  he  (Mr.  Healy) 
had  put  down  a  Notice  on  the  Paper  of 
his  intention  to  call  attention  to  the  Irish 
Grand  Jury  System ;  and  to  move — 

^*  That  this  House  regrets  that  the  promises 
several  times  made  in  the  Royal  Addrea  of 
Amendment  in  the  Grand  Jury  System  of  Ire- 
land  have  not  heen  carried  out." 

In  this  matter  he  really  thought  the  Irish 
people  were  to  blame  for  paying  the  tax. 
A  common  sense  view  of  the  matter 
should  be  taken  by  them.  Some  people 
said  that  in  the  case  of  the  **  suspects" 
some  of  the  arrests  were  fair  and  reason- 
able ;  but  in  this  case  no  one  could  say 
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that  the  imposition  of  a  tax  so  flagrantly 
unjust  was  fair  and  reasonable.  There 
should,  therefore,  be  some  manifesto — 
which  it  would  be  very  easy  to  issue — 
against  the  payment  of  the  tax.  It  was 
said  all  round  that  it  was  an  unjust  tax, 
and  yet  the  Government  objected  to  in- 
quiry. He  had  given  Notice  of  his  in- 
tention to  ask  whether  the  Government 
would  inquire  into  the  condition  of  the 
Grand  Jury  of  the  County  of  Cork,  for 
he  found  that  a  member  of  that  Grand 
Jury — Captain  Somerville,  like  many 
other  magistrates  in  Ireland — had  used 
some  very  extraordinary  language.  Cap- 
tain Somerville  had  refused  to  allow  the 
advocate  who  had  appeared  for  some 
of  the  poor  tenants  to  proceed,  and  had 
said — • '  If  you  talk  in  that  way  we  shall 
double  the  assessment."  And  yet  the 
Government  allowed  the  continuance  of 
a  law  of  this  kind.  He  would  tell  the 
people  of  Ireland  what  they  ought  to  do 
— they  ought  to  strike  against  the  pay- 
ment of  unjust  taxes.  When  taxes  of  this 
kind  were  levied  by  the  Grand  Juries 
the  people  should  refuse  to  pay  them, 
and  leave  the  Government  to  collect  them 
as  best  they  could.  Year  after  year  had 
passed,  assessment  eifter  assessment  had 
been  made,  and  yet  the  Government  had 
refused  to  amend  this  law,  in  spite  of  the 
declarations  in  the  Eoyal  Addresses.  Let 
the  people  strike  then.  The  people  had 
no  representation  on  the  Grand  Juries. 
They  were  appointed  by  the  sheriff,  who 
was  appointed  by  the  Government,  and 
the  people  who  had  to  pay  the  taxes  had 
no  voice  or  vote  in  the  matter  whatever. 
The  taxes  were  levied  by  the  Grand 
Juries;  the  Grand  Juries  spent  the 
money,  and  **the  people  who  paid  the 
piper  " — as  the  Home  Secretary  would 
say — "could  not  even  call  the  tune." 
That  appeared  to  him  (Mr.  Healy)  to 
be  an  extraordinary  state  of  things. 
"What  were  the  facts  ?  Outrages  upon 
man  and  beast  were  said  to  take  place 
in  Ireland.  To  whose  interest  was  it 
that  these  outrages  should  take  place  ? 
Was  it  to  the  interest  of  the  people  who 
had  to  pay  for  them  ?  No  ;  but  a  land- 
lord who  had  an  animal  with  a  fatal 
disease — say  a  cow — might  obtain  £  1 0 
for  her  if  her  tail  was  cut  off — the 
money  being  given  as  compensation  for 
the  outrage.  The  £10  would  be  granted 
by  the  landlord's  personal  frieuds,  and 
the  landlord  would  make,  perhaps,  50  or 
100  per  cent  profit  on  the  transaction. 
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To  whose  interest  would  it  be,  he  would 
ask,  that  this  cow  should  have  her  tail 
cut  off  ?  Was  it  to  the  interest  of  those 
who  would  have  to  pay  for  the  outrage, 
or  to  the  interest  of  the  landlord  who 
would  make  money  out  of  it  ?  These 
outrages,  he  contended,  were  bound  to 
go  on  so  long  as  the  landlords  made  a 
profit  out  of  them  ;  and  the  only  way  to 
put  an  end  to  the  mutilation  of  animals 
and  the  burning  of  hay-stacks  was  to 
gpive  the  people  a  voice  in  levying  the 
taxes.  So  long  as  the  landlords  had 
the  assessment  of  compensation  so  long 
would  these  outrages  continue,  because 
agents  and  bailiffs,  and  many  other 
people,  made  a  handsome  thing  out  of 
it.  He  hoped  the  hon.  and  gallant 
Member  for  Galway  ^Colonel  Nolan) 
would  go  to  a  division,  if  it  were  only  as 
a  protest  against  the  conduct  of  the  Go- 
vernment with  regard  to  Grand  Juries  ; 
and  he  trusted  the  people  of  these  town- 
lands  of  Ballintubber,  Brackloon,  and 
Brockagh,  and  of  Cool  and  Baheen,  in 
Queen's  County,  would  refuse  to  pay 
one  cent  of  these  taxes. 

Sir  WILLIAM  HARCOURT :  I 
think,  Mr.  Speaker,  the  language  em- 
ployed by  the  hon.  Member  ought  not 
to  be  allowed  to  pass  without  notice. 
I  only  rise  for  the  purpose  of  calling 
attention  to  it,  and  to  the  policy  re- 
commended by  the  hon.  Member.  If 
laws  are  unjust  they  can  be  discussed 
with  a  view  to  their  amendment ;  but 
that  is  not  the  course  the  hon.  Member 
would  recommend  to  the  people  of  Ire- 
land. He  has  distinctly  recommended 
in  this  House  that  the  people  of  Ireland 
should  break  the  law. 

Mr.  healy  :  No,  I  have  not. 

Sir  WILLIAM  HARCOURT:  He 
has  not  disputed 

Mr.  healy  :  I  say  I  have  not. 

Sir  WILLIAM  HARCOURT  :  He 
has  not  disputed  that  the  taxes  are 
legally  imposed.  He  disputes  the  jus- 
tice of  the  law,  and  he  is  perfectly  en- 
titled to  do  so ;  but  what  he  is  not  en- 
titled to  do  is  to  recommend  the  people 
of  Ireland,  or  of  any  other  part  of  the 
Dominions  of  the  Queen,  to  break  the 
law,  by  refusing  to  pay  taxes  which  are 
rightfully  and  lawfully  imposed.  That 
is  what  he  has  done.  He  has  spoken  of 
the  **  no  rent "  manifesto,  and  has  re- 
commended the  issue  of  a  non-payment 
of  taxes  manifesto 

Mr.  HEALY:  No,  I haT^ tl^\, 
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Sib  WILLIA.M  HARCOURT :  I  am 
in  the  recollection  of  the  House  whether 
I  have  not  made  a  correct  statement — 
whether  I  have  not  given  the  very  words 
of  the  hon.  Member.  I  call  attention  to 
those  words,  and  I  hope  they  will  re- 
ceive the  reprobation  of  this  House,  and 
of  every  man  who  desires  to  see  the  law 
obeyed. 

Mr.  HEALY  said,  he  thought  he  was 
entitled,  whether  by  the  courtesy  of  the 
House  or  otherwise,  to  be  allowed  to 
make  a  remark  on  the  language  of 
the  right  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman 

[*' Order!"! 

Mr.  speaker  :  If  the  hon.  Member 
desires  to  make  a  personal  explanation 
the  House  will,  no  doubt,  hear  him. 

Mb.  HEALY  said,  he  desired  to  state 
what  he  had  stated,  if  the  House  was 
agreeable.  If  the  House  was  not  agree- 
able he  would  not  do  so.  What  he  had 
recommended  the  Irish  people  to  do  was 
this — In  cases  where  they  considered  the 
taxes  unjust  to  compel  the  law  to  collect 
them  as  best  they  could.  He  had  re- 
commended them  to  do  what  the  father 
of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Mem- 
ber for  Birmingham  (Mr.  Bright)  had 
done  in  regard  to  the  church  rate — 
namely,  to  refuse  to  pay  until  a  levy 
was  put  upon  the  property. 

Sir  JOSEPH  M^KENNA  ventured  to 
Bay  that  the  objections  offered  by  the 
right  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  the 
Attorney  General  for  Ireland  did  not 
meet  this  case.  His  hon.  and  gallant 
Friend  the  Member  for  County  Galway 
(Colonel  Nolan)  asked  for  a  Committee 
to  inquire  into  the  manner  in  which  the 
county  cess  had  been  levied  and  the  cir- 
cumstances connected  with  it.  The  hon. 
and  gallant  Member  had  brought  for- 
ward a  case  that  would  appeal  to  the 
House,  and,  he  was  sure,  was  one  which 
should  be  inquired  into.  It  was  not  for 
the  Irish  Members,  in  a  case  like  this,  to 
go  all  through  the  Grand  Jury  system. 
There  could  be  no  legitimate  objection, 
from  a  Parliamentary  point  of  view,  to 
the  Motion ;  and  although  he  foresaw 
that  it  would  be  futile  to  go  to  a 
division,  public  opinion  in  Ireland  re- 
quired that  their  Representatives  should 
record  their  view.  Though  he  (Sir 
Joseph  M'Kenna)  fell  in  the  category 
of  those  upon  whom  the  hon.  Member 
for  the  Borough  of  Wexford  (Mr.  Healy) 
was  from  time  to  time  very  severe,  though 
lie   wtis  a  magistrate  in  Ireland,    he 


had  much   pleasure  in  supporting  the 
Motion. 

Mb.  SEXTON  said,  he  had  listened 
attentively  to  the  speech  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  the  Borough  of  Wexford ; 
and  he  was  bound  to  take  the  earliest 
opportunity  of  saying  that  he  did  not 
think  it  was  open,  in  the  least  degree,  to 
the  construction  the  Home  Secretary 
had  put  upon  it.  [*' Oh,  oh!"]  If 
hon.  Members  would  content  themselves 
to  be  quiet  he  .would  proceed  to  show 
why  that  speech  was  not  open  to  the 
construction  put  upon  it.  The  hon. 
Member  had  recommended  the  people 
in  these  townlands  to  withhold  the  pay- 
ment of  an  unjust  impost;  but  he  had 
said,  at  the  same  time,  that  his  object  in 
giving  that  advice  was  that  the  Govern- 
ment should  be  put  to  the  trouble  of 
collecting  the  tax  as  best  they  could. 
He  was  not  aware  that,  even  in  regard 
to  the  proceedings  of  citizens  in  this 
country,  this  proposal  was  by  any  means 
a  novel  one.  The  proposal  was  not 
only  not  a  novel  one,  but  had  been  ab- 
solutely carried  into  effect,  and  carried 
into  effect  more  than  once,  and  success- 
fully, in  procuring  the  reform  of  unjust 
laws.  It  was  within  the  memory  of 
everyone  in  the  House  who  was  well  in- 
structed in  the  historv  of  England  that 
the  people  of  Englana  had,  from  time  to 
time,  combated  the  imposition  of  unjust 
taxes  by  withholding  payment.  They 
gave  the  Government  great  trouble  to  col- 
lect the  money,  drew  attention  to  the  sub- 
ject, and  thereby  brought  about  a  remedy 
of  the  evils  of  which  they  complained. 
His  hon.  Friend's  proposal  was  not  a 
proposal  to  break  the  law,  but  simply  to 
put  those  who  had  the  power  of  the  law 
in  their  hands  to  the  necessity  of  en- 
forcing it.  If  anything  could  have  pro- 
voked an  hon.  Member  to  make  such  a 
Motion  in  the  hurry  of  debate,  it  would 
have  been  the  manner  in  which  the  At- 
torney General  for  Ireland  received  the 
moderate  proposal  of  the  hon.  and 
gallant  Member  (Colonel  Nolan).  What 
did  the  right  hon.  and  learned  Gentle- 
man do  ?  He  was  not  disposed  even  to 
hear  the  case  stated  ;  he  rose  twice  and 
endeavoured  to  attract  the  Speaker's 
eye,  and  interrupted  the  speech  of  the 
hon.  and  gallant  Member.  He  then  put 
before  the  House  the  case  which,  in  a 
dry,  lawyer-like  spirit,  he  had  prepared 
before  he  had  heard  a  single  word  of  the 
hon.  and  gallant  Member's  speech.    He 
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did  not  wish  to  bear  what  the  g^eyance 
was,  or  in  what  way  the  Act  had  been 
exercised.  No ;  he  had  referred  to  his 
law-books,  conned  the  relevant  and  ap- 
propriate section,  and,  having  satisfied 
nimself  as  to  the  interpretation  of  it,  he 
was  not  disposed  to  consider  the  matter 
further.  Was  it  to  be  held  that,  because 
a  procedure  was  according  to  an  Act  of 
Parliament,  therefore  it  was  not  to  be 
discussed?  How  had  reforms  in  the 
law  been  legitimately,  historically,  and 
constantly  procured  in  this  country  ? 
Was  it  not  oy  Committees  of  this  House 
and  the  other  House  inquiring  into  the 
provisions  of  Acts  of  Parliament,  in- 
vestigating their  nature,  working,  and 
operation,  and  ascertaining  how  far  and 
in  what  degree  they  needed  amend- 
ment ?  The  theory  of  the  right  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman  was  a  political 
and  Constitutional  heresy  of  the  gravest 
character.  He  would  refer  to  the  com- 
mon experience  of  all  politicians  in  this 
country  to  show  that  Acts  of  Parliament 
were  improved  by  the  adoption  of  such 
proposals  as  this.  What  was  the  case 
now  made  ?  A  hay-stack  was  burnt ; 
and  for  the  moment  he  would  assume 
that  the  injury  was  malicious.  If  the 
police  of  the  county  could  show  that  any 
of  the  inhabitants  were  parties  to  the 
injury,  he  would  agree  to  the  imposi- 
tion ;  but  what  did  that  mean  r  It 
meant  Sx.  in  the  pound ;  it  meant  that 
people  who  for  the  last  two  or  three 
years  had  been  plunged  in  distress,  and 
unable  to  pay  their  rent  and  common 
debts,  except  by  depriving  themselves 
of  necessary  clothing  and  food,  were  to 
have  this  crushing  and  ruinous  impost 
placed  upon  them ;  and  the  Attorney 
General  said  that,  because  the  Act  of 
Parliament  provided  for  this  imposition, 
no  inquiry  was  to  be  made  into  the 
manner  in  which  the  Grand  Jury  had 
exercised  their  power.  He  did  not  think 
the  Constitutional  lawyer  sitting  by  the 
right  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  would 
support  that  view,  for  he  was  aware  that 
the  proper  method  of  reforming  Acts  of 
Parliament  was  an  inquiry  into  them  by 
Parliament.  Nothing  could  be  more 
reasonable  than  the  demand  made  by 
the  hon.  and  gallant  Member.  These 
poor  people  were  deprived  of  proper 
redress  ;  and  he  invited  any  other  Mem- 
ber of  the  Government  to  support  the 
theory  of  the  Attorney  General  that 
because  a  certain  thing  was  in  an  Act  of 


Parliament  the  manner  of  exercising  it 
was  not  to  be  inquired  into. 

Colonel  NOLAN  said,  his  whole  ob- 
jection to  the  impost  was  the  area  over 
which  it  was  levied.  These  people  were 
surrounded  partly  by  poor  tenants,  and 
partly  by  rich  grazing  grounds  and  rich 
domains  occupied  by  people  closely  con- 
nected with  the  Grand  Jury.  He  did 
not  accuse  the  Grand  Jury  of  seeking  to 
injure  these  people ;  but  he  thought  they 
desired  to  protect  their  own  people.  The 
taxation  ought  to  have  been  levied  over  a 
larger  area.  The  man  who  had  been  in- 
jured did  not  accuse  the  people  in  the 
neighbourhood.  He  was  on  perfectly  good 
terms  with  them  ;  he  was  a  large  owner 
and  a  solicitor,  and  he  did  not  think  that 
these  people  had  done  the  injury.  This 
was  a  clear  and  well-defined  case,  and 
the  House  had  his  (Colonel  Nolan's)  re- 
sponsibility for  the  facts;  and  what 
better  case  could  the  Government  have 
for  an  inquiry  than  this  ?  He  besought 
the  Government  to  reconsider  their  de- 
cision, and  grant  an  inquiry.  He  had 
advised  several  of  these  people  to  pay 
the  impost,  promising  to  bring  the  mat- 
ter before  the  House,  and  saying  he  was 
sure  the  House  would  order  an  inquiry 
as  to  whether  the  impost  was  right  or 
wrong. 

Mr.  O'DONNELL  said,  the  appeal  of 
the  hon.  and  gallant  Member  who  moved 
for  an  inquiry  had  produced  no  eflfect  on 
the  attitude  of  the  Treasury  Bench  ;  and 
from  no  cause  but  the  sheer  arbitrary 
exercise  of  power,  which  ought  to  have 
been  taken  from  the  Irish  Grand  Juries 
long  ago,  a  number  of  poor  people,  not 
one  of  whom  was  even  reasonably  sus- 
pected of  having  had  any  share  in  what 
had  occurred,  were  reduced  to  utter  ruin 
by  these  irresponsible  persons.  It  was 
a  common  remark  among  the  Liberal 
Party  that  the  Irish  Grand  Juries  were 
utterly  unworthy  of  the  functions  they 
exercised ;  and  there  was  not  a  county 
in  Ireland  in  which  scandalous  and  dis- 
graceful partiality  was  not  continually 
displayed  by  these  Grand  Juries.  A  short 
time  ago  a  gentleman  who  was  a  Par- 
nellite  went  to  Letterkenny  on  business. 
For  the  purpose  of  the  journey  he  hired 
two  horses  of  a  most  respectable  hotel 
proprietor  in  Derry.  On  his  return  from 
Letterkenny  it  was  discovered  that  both 
the  horses  had  been  cruelly  poisoned 
with  arsenic,  and  while  one  died  after 
fearful  torture,  tVve>  o\Xi«t  ox^^  t^^^n^"^^\ 
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after  several  weeks'  illness.  This  was  a 
clear  case  of  malicious  injury ;  but  when 
the  hotel  proprietor  appealed  to  the 
Grand  Jury  at  Derry,  although  there 
was  evidence  given  by  analytical  chemists 
of  the  highest  authority  that,  beyond 
doubt,  the  poor  brute  had  perished  from 
poisoning,  the  Ghrand  Jury  had  the  face 
to  declare  **  No  malice.  The  Grand 
Jury  now  concerned  was  not  unworthy 
to  rank  with  the  Ghrand  Jury  of  Derry, 
and  it  had  utterly  ruined  three  innocent 
townlands  in  Galway  ;  but  it  was  to  be 
protected  even  from  inquiry,  because  it 
had  acted  on  the  strict  letter  of  the  legal 
attributes  of  which  it  ought  to  have  been 
deprived  long  ago.  That  was  the  state- 
ment of  the  Law  Officers  of  the  Grown. 
The  next  contribution  was  by  the  Home 
Secretary,  who  stood  up  and  put  an  extra- 
ordinary interpretation  on  the  speech  of 
the  hon.  Member  (Mr.  Healy),  and  in- 
dulged in  his  habitual  recreation  of  rebuk- 
ing an  Irish  Member  and  holding  his 
language  up  to  reprobation !  The  idea 
of  the  right  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman 
holding  language  up  to  reprobation.  The 
right  hon.  and  Teamed  Gentleman,  after 
having  heard  the  dear  and  convincing 
explanation  of  the  hon.  Member  who 
was  so  unjustly  accused,  and  after  hear- 
ing that  supported  by  other  hon.  Mem- 
bers who  had  listened  to  it  quite  as 
carefully  as  he,  maintained  his  seat 
without  the  slightest  regard  for  the 
courtesy  of  the  House,  and  without  the 
slightest  word  of  apology.  He  did  not 
expect  an  apology  from  Gentlemen  of 
the  character  of  the  right  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman,  who  had  not  won 
his  way  to  the  position  he  held  in  the 
Liberal  Party  by  the  exercise  of  cour- 
tesy.   

Mr.  speaker  :  I  must  request  the 
hon.  Member  to  address  himself  to  the 
question  before  the  House. 

Mr.  O'DONNELL  said,  no  Member 
of  the  Government  had  made  any  reply 
to  the  statement  of  the  Irish  case.  Was 
that  worthy  of  the  case,  or  of  the  ancient 
traditions  of  the  House  ?  His  observa- 
tion covered  both  Members  of  the  Go- 
vernment who  had  spoken. 

Mr.  ILLINGWORTH  said,  it  would 
have  been  gratifying  to  the  House  if  the 
Government  had  granted  this  inquiry, 
for  it  could  not  be  denied  that  the 
Grand  Jury  system  in  Ireland  was  not 
in  very  high  favour  in  this  country; 
and  on  the  face  of  it  this  case  of  levy- 
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ing  8«.  in  the  pound,  on  the  rental,  upon 
people  who  were  represented  as  poor 
people,  was  so  monstrously  glaring  that 
there  did  appear  to  be  a  case  against 
the  administration  of  the  Grand  Jury. 
The  hon.  and  gallant  Member  did  not 
challenge  for  a  moment  the  fairness  of 
the  law  that  where  malicious  injury  had 
been  done,  the  district  ought  to  be  called 
upon  to  pay  compensation ;  but  if  it  was 
true  that  there  had  been  a  selfish  exclu- 
sion of  a  large  area,  and  the  inclusion  of 
a  small  and  poor  area,  then  he  could  not 
retain  his  seat  without  protesting  against 
such  a  state  of  things.  They  must  all 
feel  that  if  such  things  remained  unre- 
dressed, it  could  not  be  wondered  at  that 
the  people  in  Ireland  and  some  hon. 
Members  of  that  House  should  express 
themselves,  and  even  act  in  an  injudicious 
manner.  He  would  remind  the  Home 
Secretary  that  it  was  not  alone  in  Ire- 
land that  people  refused  to  pay  charges 
and  imposts  that  were  regarded  as  ex- 
cessive. In  the  papers  of  that  day  there 
appeared  a  case  in  which  a  farmer  had 
refused  to  pay  his  tithes,  and  there  had 
been  a  contest  of  no  insignificant  cha- 
racter, within  the  last  48  hours,  which 
did  not  at  all  go  beyond  the  recommen- 
dation of  the  hon.  Member  for  Wexford 
(Mr.  Healy).  At  the  same  time,  he  was 
bound  to  say  that  the  hon.  Members  for 
Wexford  and  Dungarvan  had  scarcely 
taken  a  course  likely  to  influence  the 
House  in  their  favour. 

Mr.  p.  MARTIN  said,  he  hoped  the 
House  would  not  be  induced,  by  the 
statement  made  on  behalf  of  the  Oo- 
vemment,  to  refuse  an  inquiry.  The 
best  way  to  preserve  peace  and  order 
in  Ireland  was  to  show  the  people 
that  there  was  no  just  grievance  pre- 
sented to  the  House  which  the  House 
was  not  willing  to  redress;  and  it 
would  be  an  evil  thing  for  the  people 
of  Ireland  to  be  able  to  say  that  the 
House  refused  to  consider  a  case  of 
this  character  when  brought  under  its 
notice.  What  would  be  said  when  it  was 
found  that  the  hon.  Member  for  Brad- 
ford (Mr.  Illingworth),  the  Colleague  of 
the  Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland,  acknow- 
ledged that,  according  to  what  he  had 
heard  from  the  hon.  and  gallant  Mem- 
ber for  Galway  (Colonel  Nolan),  a  fair 
case  for  inquiry  had  been  made  out, 
but  the  Government  refused  an  investi- 
gation ?  It  must  not  be  imagined  that 
the  Irish  people  were  not  auick-witted 
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enough  to  perceive  that,  notwithstanding 
hie  sophistry,  the  Attorney  General  for 
Ireland  had  not  fairly  stated  the  case.  He 
had  contended  that  the  tenants  on  whom 
this  crushing  tax  appeared  to  have  been 
imposed  might  have  appeared  at  Pre- 
sentment Sessions,  and,  if  dissatisfied 
there,  have  traversed  before  the  Judges 
of  Assize.  If  they  had  adopted  that 
course  they  would  simply  have  incurred 
unnecessary  expense.  The  Presentment 
Sessions  in  Ireland  dealt  with  a  case 
simply  to  ascertain  whether  there  had 
been  malicious  injury,  and  if  there  had, 
they  fixed  the  amount  of  compensation. 
The  Judges  had  nothing  to  do  with  the 
question  whether  that  amount  should  be 
levied  over  a  particular  area  or  not;  that 
was  a  matter  which  was  left  wholly  to 
the  discretion  of  the  Grand  Jury.  That 
discretion  might  be  exercised  in  the 
most  capricious  and  unjust  way,  yet  the 
ratepayers  were  not  permitted  to  inter- 
vene or  appeal.  The  facts  vouched  by 
the  hon.  and  gallant  Member  for  Gal  way 
(Colonel  Nolan)  clearly  proved  how  un- 
justly and  unreasonably  the  assessment 
had  been  made  in  townlands  far  distant 
from  the  place  concerned,  and  where  the 
people  were  so  unable  to  bear  the  im- 
post. If  ever  there  was  a  case  demand- 
ing an  inquiry  from  a  Select  Committee 
this  was  a  case ;  and  let  not  hon.  Mem- 
bers imagine  this  was  a  solitary  instance 
of  complaints  of  this  character.  Simi- 
lar instances  of  alleged  abuse  in  the 
determination  as  to  the  area  had  been 
again  and  again  urged,  as  showing  the 
necessity  of  amendment  in  the  Grand 
Jury  Code.  Indeed,  so  far  back  as  1842 
— though  the  matter  might  now  have 
passed  from  recollection — a  Select  Com- 
mittee of  that  House  entirely  condemned 
the  mode  in  which  the  areas  of  assess- 
ment were  made  by  Grand  Juries.  It 
was  a  most  dangerous  power  to  place  in 
the  hands  of  any  body  of  men.  If  Grand 
Juries,  constituted  as  those  bodies  were, 
continued  to  discharge,  as  at  present, 
without  control  or  appeal,  functions  of 
this  character,  it  would  be  ever  said,  as 
it  had  been  frequently  alleged  in  the  past, 
that  they  would  be  led  aside  by  the  influ- 
ence of  prejudice  and  motives  of  self-inte- 
rest. Therefore,  when  there  was  a  case 
such  as  this,  where  an  enormous  impost 
was  levied,  an  impost  of  8«.  in  the  pound, 
which,  having  regard  to  other  rates,  was 
sufficient  to  crush  the  tenants  of  these 
townlands ;  when  the  impost  was  made 


apparently  without  reason,  and  at  the 
best  capriciously ;  and  when  the  hon. 
and  gallant  Member  offered  to  prove 
that  there  had  not  been  the  slightest 
suggestion  before  the  Grand  Jury,  or  by 
anyone  throughout  that  country,  that 
the  tenants  had  participated  in  the 
offence,  a  refusal  of  an  inquiry  would, 
he  believed,  bear  evil  fruit  in  Ireland. 

The  SOLICITOR  GENERAL  fo» 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Porter)  said,  the  hon. 
and  gallant  Member  asked  for  a  Select 
Committee  to  inquire  into  the  manner 
in  which  the  county  cess  had  been  im- 
posed at  the  Summer  Assizes  on  certain 
townlands  in  the  county  of  Gal  way  and  in 
Queen's  County ;  but  if  the  request  were 
complied  with,  and  a  Select  Committee 
were  granted  as  to  the  mode  of  assess- 
ment in  connection  with  these  townlands, 
no  practical  advantage  would  be  derived, 
because,  although  there  could  be  no 
doubt  that  the  hon.  and  gallant  Gentle- 
man had  made  out  a  case  of  hardship, 
nothing  further  could  be  done  in  the 
matter.  The  House,  in  directing  a  Select 
Committee  to  inquire  into  the  circum- 
stances, would  really  not  give  to  the  hon. 
and  gallant  Gentleman  that  which  ap- 
peared to  be  the  object  he  had  in  view, 
which  was  rather  a  general  inquiry  into 
the  operation  of  the  Grand  Jury  Law.  An 
inquiry  into  a  special  case  of  this  kind, 
although  at  first  sight  there  were  grounds 
for  the  belief  that  it  was  a  case  of  con- 
siderable hardship,  would  not  accomplish 
what  the  hon.  and  gallant  Gentleman 
required,  because  every  care  would  be 
taken  that  the  inquiry  did  not  drift  into 
what  was,  in  reality,  the  very  thing  the 
hon.  and  gallant  Gentleman  desired — 
namely,  an  inquiry  into  the  operation  of 
certain  clauses  of  the  Grand  Jury  Act. 
No  Select  Committee  appointed  under 
this  Reference  could  enter  into  any  such 
investigation.  The  course  now  pursued 
by  the  Grand  Juries  was  that  when  a  claim 
for  compensation  was  sent  in  it  was  in- 
vestigated, and  the  Grand  Jury  had  the 
duty  imposed  on  it  of  ascertaining  whe*- 
ther  the  damage  had  been  maliciously 
done,  and  then  of  prescribing  the  district 
over  which  the  compensation  was  to  be 
assessed.  He  was  sorry  that  his  hon. 
and  gallant  Friend  had  not  been  able  to 
attend  the  Grand  Jury  at  the  time  this 
case  was  brought  on.  It  did  appear  that 
the  amount  of  £97,  as  the  price  of  a  hay- 
stack, w€M  a  very  large  amount  to  be 
levied  over  this  area  \  but,  «A»  iVift  ^'^x&k^ 
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time,  the  Grand  Jury  was  the  only  legal 
tribunal  which  could  prescribe  the  area, 
and  there  were  no  means  on  the  part  of 
the  House  of  correcting  their  decision. 
He  hoped  that  the  hon.  and  gallant  Gen- 
tleman, having  attained  his  object  by 
raising  a  discussion,  would  not  press  the 
Motion.  If  the  hon.  and  gallant  Gentle- 
man brought  forward  a  Motion  for  in- 
quiry into  the  working  of  the  Grand 
Jury  Act  generally  sis  to  awarding  com- 
pensation, the  Government  would  con- 
sider his  proposition.  He  thought  there 
were  a  great  many  matters  connected 
with  the  Grand  Jury  Act  which  might 
fairly  be  made  the  subject  of  inquiry, 
with  a  view  to  their  amendment.  But 
if  the  inquiry  now  asked  for  were  granted, 
it  would  begin  and  end  with  reference 
to  the  facts  of  this  particular  case  only, 
and  it  could  not  possibly  affect  any 
change  in  the  law,  or  produce  any  satis- 
factory result. 

Mk.  JUSTIN  M'OAETHY  said,  the 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  the  Solici- 
tor General  had  certainly  dealt  with  the 
question  in  a  much  better  spirit,  and  with 
much  better  taste  than  his  right  hon. 
and  learned  Friend  the  Attorney  Gene- 
ral ;  and  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentle- 
man had  one  advantage  over  the  At- 
torney General  in  appearing  to  have 
very  little  fancy  for  the  melo-dramatic. 
But  he  hardly  thought  that  the  answer 
of  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  was 
satisfactory.  He  did  not  think  the  in- 
quiry which  his  hon.  and  gallant  Friend 
(Colonel  Nolan)  desired  was  simply  to 
alter  the  assessment  of  the  compensation, 
or  to  get  the  decision  already  arrived  at 
reversed.  He  (Colonel  Nolan)  rather 
desired  to  free  these  townlands  from  the 
disgrace  of  having  a  fine  of  this  nature 
levied  upon  them.  The  hon.  and  learned 
Solicitor  General  suggested  an  inquiry 
into  the  working  of  the  clauses  ojf  the 
Grand  Jury  Act.  The  Government  had 
pledged  themselves,  over  and  over  again, 
to  reform  the  Grand  Jury  system.  Not 
only  the  present  Government,  but  other 
Governments  for  years  past,  had  pro- 
mised the  reform  of  the  whole  system. 
His  hon.  and  gallant  Friend  did  not 
pretend  that  his  Motion  would  bring 
about  anything  of  that  kind;  but  he  had 
a  much  smaller  and  more  practical  ob- 
ject in  view — namely,  to  show  by  this 
more  narrow  inquiry  what  the  nature  of 
the  Grand  Jury  Law  was,  and  how  un- 
justly it  worked.    Such  an  inquiry  would 

TA0  Solicitor  G9netal  fur  ir#land 


greatly  strengthen  the  hands  of  any 
Government  who  desired  hereafter  to 
bring  the  general  question  forward. 

Question  put. 

The  House  divided: — Ayes  25;  Noes 
79 :  Majority  54.— (Div.  List,  No.  66.) 

ORDER    OF   THE   DAT. 


PARISH  CHURCHES  BILL— [Bill  99.] 

{Mr,  Albert  Orey,  Mr.  Buxton,  Mr.  CourtaM^ 

Mr.  Cropper,  Mr.   Stanley  I^ghUm, 

Mr.  William  Henry  Gladstone.) 

SECOim   KEADINO. 

Order  for  Second  Beading  read. 

Mb.  a.  GBEY  said,  he  rose  for  the 
purpose  of  moving  the  second  reading 
of  this  Bill,  in  regard  to  which  he  was 
afraid  there  was  a  very  erroneous  im- 
pression abroad.  It  was  not,  by  any 
means,  so  large  a  measure  as  some  hon. 
Members  thought.  It  was  a  Bill  which 
had  been  drafted  and  prepared  by  the 
Free  and  Open  Church  Association, 
which  was  presided  over  by  Earl  Nelson, 
and  which  included  among  its  patrons 
the  Archbishop  of  Dublin  and  26  Bishops, 
14  of  whom  were  English  Bishops. 
Among  its  Vice  Presidents  he  found  the 
names  of  the  Whip  of  the  late  Govern- 
ment, of  the  Whip  of  the  present  Go- 
vernment, of  the  noble  Lord  who,  in 
the  late  Government,  filled  the  Office 
of  Postmaster  General ;  and  the  name 
of  the  son  of  the  Prime  Minister  was  on 
the  back  of  the  Bill  itself.  He  also 
found  among  the  Vice  Presidents  the 
name  of  the  hon.  Member  for  the  Uni- 
versity of  Oxford  (Mr.  J.  G.  Talbot), 
whom  he  was  glad  to  see  in  his  place, 
and  who,  he  hoped,  was  going  to  sup- 
port the  second  reading  of  the  Bill.  The 
object  of  the  Bill  was  to  assert  and 
maintain  the  equal  right  of  all  parishion- 
ers to  the  free  use  of  the  floor  of  the 
parish  church.  By  the  ancient  Cbmmon 
Law,  the  body  of  the  parish  church  be- 
longed of  common  right  to  all  parishion- 
ers, and  no  place  could  be  permanently 
appropriated  to  the  exclusive  use  of  any 
person.  Lord  Chief  Justice  Hussey,  in 
1492,  pronounced  that  **  no  place  be- 
longed to  one  more  than  the  other;" 
and  the  correctness  of  this  judgment  was 
endorsed  by  the  House  of  Lords'  Com- 
mittee **  on  the  Deficiency  of  the  means 
of  Spiritual  Instruction  and  Places  of 
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"Worahip,"   who    reported,   nearly   400 
years  later — in  1858 — that, 


**  Betumin^  to  the  normal  state  of  things, 
where  it  remains  unaffected  by  any  special  privi- 
lege, the  body  of  every  parish  church  belongs  of 
common  right  to  all  the  parishioners,  and  this 
right  cannot  lawfully  be  defeated  by  any  per- 
manent appropriation  of  particular  places.*^ 

But  the  ancient  Common  Law,  which  as- 
serted that  the  body  of  the  parish  church 
should  be  as  free  and  common  to  all 
parishioners  as  the  Queen's  highway, 
had  in  the  course  of  time  become  cor- 
rupted ;  and  the  practice  of  appropriating 
to  the  use  of  particular  persons  seats, 
which  were  properly  for  the  use  in  com- 
mon of  all  the  parishioners,  had  become 
almost  universal.  The  Bishops,  for  in- 
stance, when  complaint  was  made  to 
them  by  individual  parishioners,  inva- 
riably replied  that  by  law  it  was  the 
Churchwardens'  duty  to  assign  seats  to 
parishioners  as  they  thought  fit.  The 
following  instances  might  bu  cited  among 
many  others:  —  Mr.  G.  W.  Butler,  a 
parishioner  of  Horley,  Surrey,  wrote  last 
February  to  the  Bishop  of  Bochester 
urging  the  legal  right  of  the  parishioners 
to  the  use  in  common  of  their  parish 
church,  and  asking  him  to  forbid  the 
Churchwardens  carrying  out  their  pub- 
licly announced  intention  of  assigning 
the  seats  in  the  church  to  a  section  of 
the  parishioners.  The  Bishop  replied, 
through  his  solicitor,  as  follows  : — 

**7thof  March.  1882. 
"  Sir — I  am  desired  by  the  Bishop  of  Roches- 
ter to  acknowledge  the  receipt  of  your  letter, 
and  to  inform  you  that  by  the  Ecclesiastical 
Law  it  belongs  to  the  office  of  the  Churchwar- 
dens to  assign  seats  in  the  parish  church  to  the 
parishioners,  subject  to  the  genoral  control  of  the 
Bishop  in  case  ox  need  ;  and  that,  according  to 
the  decisions  of  tho  ^Ecclesiastical  Courts,  the 
parishioners  are  not  at  liberty  to  choose  any 
seats  they  like. — I  am,  &c.  (signed),  Arthur  F. 
Day.'* 

Again,  in  the  case  of  Stroud  Parish 
Church,  a  correspondence  recently  took 
place  in  The  Stroud  News  as  to  the  appro- 
priation of  seats,  and  the  Churchwardens 
wrote  to  the  paper  to  explain  that  all 
the  seats  were  appropriated.  A  parish- 
ioner then  complained  to  the  Bishop, 
who  replied  that  ''it  is  the  duty  of  the 
Churchwardens  to  seat  the  parishioners, 
and  for  the  most  part  rateably."  The 
last  case  he  would  quote  was  that  of  the 
Parish  Church  of  Droit wich  and  the 
Bishop  of  Worcester.  The  Rector  lately 
gave  notice  in  the  church  that  the  seats 
were  free,  whereupon  the  Churchwardens 


complained  to  the  Bishop,  who  wrote  at 
once  to  the  Hector  as  follows  : — 

"  Hartlebory,  Kidderminster, 

"October  22,  1881. 

**  My  dear  Mr.  Burrow, 

*'  Mr.  Beanlands  told  mo  yesterday  that  you 
have  given  public  notice  in  church  that  the  seats 
henceforth  would  be  free  and  open  to  all  comers, 
without  regard  to  any  assignment  of  them  which 
may  be  made  by  the  Churchwardens.  If  this  be 
true,  it  is  my  duty  to  tell  jon  that  you  have 
assumed  a  power,  in  opposition  to  the  acts  of 
the  Cliurch  wardens,  which  you  do  not  possess, 
and  have  taken  a  step  which  may  lead  to  serious 
mischief.  1  must  repeat  what  I  have  already 
said  to  you — October  4,  1881— that  it  is  the 
exclusive  duty  of  the  Churchwardens — sub- 
ject to  appeal  to  the  Bishop— to  assign  seats  to 
the  parishioners  ;  that  the  Rector  has  no  power 
to  interfere  in  any  way  with  such  assignment, 
and  that  if  any  complaint  arise  it  should  be 
referred  to  the  Bishop.  If  the  Churchwardens 
think  it  wise  and  good  to  assign  seat^  to  the 
parishioners  as  they  come  into  the  church  every 
Sunday,  they  would  be  within  the  law  in  so 
doing  until  otherwise  directed;  but  if,  as  is 
usual  in  most  parish  churches,  they  assign  seats 
to  certain  persons  for  tho  whole  term  of  their 
year  of  office,  they  have  a  right  to  do  so,  and 
their  action  cannot  lawfully  be  hindered  by  the 
Rector. 

"  Yours  faithfully, 

"  (Signed)    H.  Worcebteb. 

**  The  Rev.  R.  F.  Burrow." 

These  instances  would  be  sufficient  to 
show  that  it  was  the  opinion  in  high 
places  that  the  Churchwardens  were  em- 
powered to  appropriate  seats  for  the 
year ;  and  it  would  be  found  on  inquiry 
that  the  opinion  of  the  Bishops  was  al- 
most universal  throughout  the  country. 
But  he  contended  that  the  Churchwar- 
dens had  no  such  power ;  that  their  duty 
as  guardians  of  order  was— in  the  words 
of  Canon  85 — **  to  see  that  in.  every 
meeting  of  the  congregation  peace  be 
well  kept,''  and  that  no  one  should 
be  allowed  to  obstruct  the  common 
right.  He  contended,  further,  that  the 
use  of  the  church  was  common  to 
all  the  parishioners ;  that  this  Com- 
mon Law  right  was  inherent  in  them- 
selves, and  could  not  be  taken  away 
from  them  by  the  Bishop,  or  by  the 
parishioners'  own  elected  officers,  the 
Churchwardens.  There  was  one  objec- 
tion to  the  provisions  of  the  Bill  com- 
monly made  by  persons  who  had  not 
sufficiently  studied  the  subject,  and  that 
was,  that  if  the  Bill  passt;d  into  law, 
one  of  the  most  important  sources  of 
Church  revenue  would  be  lost.  That, 
however,  would  not  be  the  case,  because 
the  only  effect  of  lliQ  o^^x%Xl\^Ti  <^\.  K^^ 
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Bill  would  be  to  prevent  the  appropria- 
tion of  seats  and  the  levying  of  pew 
rents  in  those  churches  which  were  not 
legally  authorized  to  levy  pew  rents  by 
virtue  of  special  Acts  of  Parliament. 
In  those  churches  the  appropriation  of 
seats  would  be  no  longer  admissible; 
but  in  all  cases  where  the  Ecclesiastical 
Commissioners  had,  under  the  powers 
vested  in  them  by  Acts  of  Parliament 
— powers  which  they  acted  upon  when- 
ever they  thought  necessary — authorized 
the  levying  of  pew  rents,  such  pew  rents 
might  still  be  legally  levied.  The  exist- 
ing rights  in  this  respect  would  not  be 
interrupted,  nor  would  the  legal  powers 
of  the  Ecclesiastical  Commissioners  to 
authorize  in  the  future  the  levying  of 
pew  rents  be  touched  by  the  present 
measure.  He  did  not  wish  to  weary  the 
House  at  that  late  hour,  and  trusted  he 
had  said  enough  to  make  clear  what 
were  the  objects  of  the  Bill.  He  trusted 
the  House  would  agree  to  the  second 
reading  of  a  Bill  which  aimed  at  the 
reform  of  a  system  which  he  maintained 
to  be  injurious  to  the  Church,  destructive 
to  religion,  and  creative  of  class  dislikes. 
He  held  it  to  be  wrong  that  the  pews 
in  the  churches,  which  belonged  to  all, 
should  be  appropriated  to  the  use  of 
the  few ;  that  the  poor,  for  whom  the 
Church  primarily  existed,  should  be 
robbed  of  their  rights.  What  wonder, 
then,  he  asked,  that  the  poor,  who 
found  themselves  thus  excluded  from 
the  Church,  should  come  to  look  upon 
it  with  dislike,  and  regard  it  not  as  the 
Church  of  the  poor,  but  as  the  Church  of 
the  well-to-do — the  Church  of  a  sect  in 
which  they  had  no  place  ?  Could  it  be  a 
matter  of  surprise  that  they  should  for- 
sake the  Church  and  swell  the  ranks  of 
Nonconformity  ?  Therefore,  with  the 
wish  to  make  the  Church  of  England 
what  it  should  be,  and  what  it  professed 
to  be — the  Church  of  the  people — he 
asked  the  House  to  pass  this  Bill,  which 
restored  to  all  the  parishioners  their 
common  and  equal  right  to  the  accom- 
modation which  the  Church  afforded. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
**  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second 
time."--( ifr.  A.  Qrey,) 

Mb.  J.  Q.  TALBOT  said,  the  hon. 
Member  for  Northumberland  had  been 
p;ood  enough  to  infer,  from  his  presence 
in  the  House  at  that  late  hour,  that  he 
WM  in  fiivour  of  the  Bill.    With  the 

Mr.  A.  Qrey 


general  objects  of  the  measure,  and  with 
the  sentiments  expressed  by  the  hon. 
Member  in  connection  with  it,  he  heartily 
sympathized  ;  but  he  was  bound  also  to 
add  that  he  thought  the  Bill,  as  it  stood, 
was  not  one  which  could  safely  be  allowed 
to  pass  the  House ;  and,  although  he 
was  quite  ready  to  vote  for  its  second 
reading,  in  the  event  of  its  passing  that 
stage,  he  should  feel  it  his  duty  to 
move  certain  Amendments  in  Committee 
which  would  indicate  alterations  that  in 
his  view  were  necessary  before  the  mea- 
sure took  its  place  amount  the  Statutes 
of  the  country.  He  would  shortly  refer 
to  two  points  which  deserved  the  atten- 
tion of  Uie  hon.  Member  and  the  House, 
and  in  connection  with  which  it  seemed 
to  him  absolutely  necessary  to  amend  the 
Bill.  In  the  first  place,  he  thought  it 
would  be  impossible  toprohibit  all  ap- 
propriation of  seats.  He  agreed  that 
there  should  be  no  payment  lor  pews  in 
the  old  parish  churches  of  the  country ; 
and  on  that  point,  therefore,  he  was  en- 
tirely in  accord  with  the  hon.  Member 
opposite.  But  he  did  not  think  it  would  be 
safe  to  forbid  appropriation  in  all  parish 
churches.  There  was  an  instance  strongly 
fixed  in  his  mind  of  a  church  at  whica 
he  had  the  pleasure  of  meeting  the  hon. 
Member — one  of  the  parish  churches  of 
the  country,  in  which  the  concourse  of 
persons  was  so  great,  owing  to  the  popu- 
larity of  the  clergyman  and  the  character 
of  the  service,  and  where  the  effect  of 
non- appropriation  of  seats  would  pro- 
duce the  very  result  the  hon.  Member 
wished  to  prevent — that  was  to  say,  the 
driving  out  of  the  poor  by  the  incursion 
of  strangers.  It  was,  therefore,  a  mis- 
take to  say  that  appropriation  meant 
always  appropriation  to  the  rich  and  the 
driving  out  of  the  poor.  In  the  case 
he  referred  to,  the  appropriation  by  the 
Churchwardens  took  place  for  the  benefit 
of  the  parishioners ;  and  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber would  see  that,  under  such  conditions, 
it  would  be  dangerous  to  the  very  class 
whom  he  sought  to  protect  to  prohibit 
the  appropriation  of  seats.  Again,  it 
seemed  to  him  that  the  Bill,  as  worded, 
would  prohibit  the  letting  of  seats  here- 
after in  all  churches,  even  those  already 
built  under  the  Church  Buildings  Act, 
and  those  to  be  built. 

Mr.  a.  GEEY  said,  the  hon.  Member 
was  wrong  in  supposing  that  that  would 
be  the  effect  of  the  Bill.  In  all  cases  the 
Commissioners,  under  the  powers  which 
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they  possessed,  could  authorize  the  levy- 
ing of  pew-rents  and  the  appropriation 
of  pews  where  they  were  satisfied  that 
the  available  sources  of  revenue  were  not 
sufficient. 

Mr.  J.  G.  TALBOT  said,  his  conten- 
tion was  that  the  wording  of  the  Bill,  as 
it  then  stood,  did  not  sufficiently  carry 
out  the  hon.  Member's  proposition.  How- 
ever, as  he  had  stated  that  that  was  not 
the  object  he  had  in  view,  he  would  not, 
of  course,  oppose  the  introduction  of 
words  that  would  make  the  point  perfectly 
clear.  Those  were  his  reasons  for  saying 
that  he  could  not  allow  the  Bill  to  pass 
in  its  present  form  without  asking  the 
House  to  consider  the  Amendments  which 
he  should  move  in  Committee  for  the  pur- 
poses indicated.  It  was  a  question  whe- 
ther the  Bill,  which  dealt  with  a  subject 
of  great  national  interest  and  importance, 
had  been  brought  forward  at  an  hour 
when  it  was  likely  to  receive  the  amount 
of  consideration  and  discussion  which 
was  due  to  it  ?  That,  however,  was  a 
point  that  he  should  not  take  up  the  time 
of  the  House  in  arguing.  The  hon. 
Member  opposite,  as  he  was  aware,  was 
under  the  same  difficulty  which  all  pri- 
vate Members  were  exposed  to  in  refer- 
ence to  bringing  forward  their  Bills  late 
at  night ;  and  it  was  the  duty  of  all  hon. 
Members  who  had  objections  to  urge  to 
them  to  remain  until  they  came  on  for 
discussion.  In  conclusion,  while  he  con- 
curred with  the  hon.  Member  in  the  en- 
deavour to  make  the  parish  churches,  so 
far  as  possible,  the  churches  of  all  classes 
of  the  people,  he  was  not  prepared  to 
allow  the  Bill  to  pass  through  Commit- 
tee in  its  present  form. 

Sir  JAMES  M'GAEEL-HOGG  said, 
in  consequence  of  what  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man opposite  had  told  him  privately,  he 
had  been  induced  not  to  put  down  a 
Notice  which  would  have  prevented  the 
Bill  coming  forward  at  that  hour.  Still, 
he  was  bound  to  point  out  that  there 
were  many  Gentlemen  who  desired  to 
take  part  in  the  debate,  and  who,  like 
himself,  did  not  agree  with  the  hon. 
Member  that  the  Bill  would  be  advan- 
tageous in  every  way  to  the  poor.  His 
experience  with  regard  to  Church  matters 
had  been  long  and  varied,  and  it  led  him 
to  believe  that  it  would  not  be  possible 
to  prevent  persons  who  wished  to  endow 
and  build  churches  from  levying  pew 
rents.  He  could  say  of  many  of  the 
churches  with  which  he  had  been  con- 


nected that,  had  pew  rents  not  been 
established,  it  would  have  been  simply 
impossible  for  those  churches  to  have 
been  in  existence.  Without  going  into 
the  various  Acts  of  Parliament  bearing 
upon  the  subject,  the  whole  question 
could  not  be  satisfactorily  considered. 
But  it  was  impossible  to  enter  upon 
those  Acts  at  so  late  an  hour  (2.15); 
and,  therefore,  considering  that  he  had 
not  blocked  the  Motion  of  the  hon.  Mem* 
ber,  he  would  ask  him  whether  he  was 
not  willing  to  postpone  the  further  con- 
sideration of  the  Bill  until  another  day  ? 
There  were  many  hon.  Gentlemen  who 
desired  to  take  part  in  the  discussion, 
but  who,  owing  to  the  late  hour  at 
which  it  had  been  reached,  were  unfor- 
tunately absent ;  and,  for  his  own  part, 
he  had  not  expected,  considering  all  the 
subjects  connected  with  it,  that  the  Bill 
would  have  been  proceeded  with  that 
evening.  They  all  agreed  that  the  hon. 
Member  had  no  other  wish  than  to  do 
all  the  good  in  his  power  for  the  Church 
of  England,  and  it  was  to  be  hoped  that 
he  gave  hon.  Members  on  those  Benches 
credit  for  the  same  intention ;  but  the 
Bill,  in  his  opinion,  was  too  important 
to  be  disposed  of  at  that  hour  of  the 
night,  and  he  appealed  to  the  hon. 
Member  to  postpone  it  to  a  period  when 
it  could  be  more  properly  discussed. 

Mr.  !RAIKES  wished  to  join  in  the 
appeal  which  had  been  made  to  the  hon. 
Member  in  charge  of  the  Bill  by  the 
hon.  and  gallant  Member  for  Truro.  It 
appeared  to  him  that,  apart  from  any 
question  as  to  the  precise  merits  of  this 
measure,  there  could  be  no  doubt  that 
it  was  one  of  very  considerable  import- 
ance, and  that  it  aimed  at  effecting  in 
the  arrangements  of  the  Church  of  Eng- 
land, so  far  as  our  parish  churches  were 
concerned,  something  which  amounted 
almost  to  a  revolution.  The  merits  of 
the  Bill  he  would  rather  not  enter  into 
on  that  occasion  at  any  length.  He 
felt  sure  that  many  hon.  Members  pre- 
sent, who  had  remained  in  the  House 
for  the  purpose  of  watching  the  progress 
of  the  Bill,  would  be  very  unwilling  to 
keep  from  the  House  those  observations 
which,  on  a  more  favourable  occasion, 
they  would  have  been  anxious  to  offer. 
While  he  agreed  with  some  of  the  ob- 
servations which  had  fallen  from  his 
hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  the  Univer- 
sity of  Oxford  (Mr.  J.  G.  Talbot),  he  was 
unable  to  go  the  aaTiL^\^Ti^^^'5»\v^^«o^* 
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in  being  able  to  promise  a  general  con- 
currence with  the  measure.  He  pre- 
sumed there  were  few  hon.  Members 
who  would  not  wish  to  see  some  provi- 
sion made  by  law  for  the  freedom  of 
the  seats  in  parish  churches.  But 
he  confessed  to  holding  the  opinion 
that  the  provision  which  was  made 
by  the  Srd  clause  of  the  Bill,  for 
preventing  appropriation  in  all  parish 
churches,  would  be  little  else  than  a 
prohibition  of  family  worship  in  the 
parish  churches  of  the  country.  There- 
fore, he  trusted  that  the  hon.  Member, 
having  regard  to  the  great  consideration 
shown  by  Gentlemen  who  did  not  quite 
agree  with  him,  in  not  putting  a  block- 
ing Notice  on  the  Paper,  would  be  con- 
tent to  allow  the  debate  to  be  adjourned 
to  some  more  favourable  time,  when  he 
need  expect  no  factious  opposition,  but 
simply  the  expression  of  opinions  in- 
tenaed  to  make  the  Bill  a  practical  and 
useful  measure  for  the  benefit  of  the 
Church  of  England,  and  the  carrying  out 
of  some,  at  least,  of  the  objects  which  he 
had  in  view. 

Mr.  ONSLOW  said,  he  was  not  in  a 
position  to  say  that  he  was  opposed  to 
any  portion  of  the  Bill ;  but  the  hon. 
Member,  in  supporting  his  Motion  for 
the  second  reaaing,  had  certainly  made 
use  of  some  arguments  with  which  he 
entirely  disagreed.  For  instance,  he 
said  it  was  only  the  want  of  accommoda- 
tion which  gave  people  a  dislike  to  the 
Established  Church.  Now,  he  was  ac- 
quainted with  many  parish  churches 
throughout  the  length  and  breadth  of 
the  country,  and  in  the  course  of  his  ex- 
perience he  had  never  yet  known  or 
heard  of  any  body  of  parishioners  who 
refused  to  go  to  church  because  there 
was  no  accommodation.  He  had  known 
them  stay  away  from  church  because 
they  disliked  the  parson.  So  far  as  the 
appropriation  of  seats  was  concerned, 
the  opinion  expressed  by  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber was  not  universal ;  and  he  was  quite 
sure  that  in  many  places  the  parishioners 
liked  to  see  the  squire  in  his  place  at 
church,  and  would  be  very  unwilling 
that  the  seat  should  be  taken  away  from 
a  person  who  was  looked  up  to  with  the 
greatest  respect.  He  repeated  that  he 
did  not  believe  the  churches  were  de- 
serted on  account  of  the  appropriation 
of  pews ;  but,  whether  or  not  that  was 
80,  he  appealed  to  the  hon.  Member  in 
charge  of  the  Bill  to  postpone  the  disous- 


sion  upon  it  until  a  future  time.  Hon. 
Members  opposite  objected  to  this  course ; 
but  he  ventured  to  think  that  the  mea- 
sure had  not  been  sufficiently  considered 
by  those  persons  throughout  the  country 
who  were  concerned  in  its  provisions. 
He  very  much  doubted  whether  many 
clergymen  of  the  Church  of  England  had 
seen  the  BiU  yet,  because  it  was  only 
printed  on  the  8th  of  March,  and  when 
it  was  distributed  he  knew  not.  However 
trivial  the  title  of  the  Bill  might  sound, 
its  contents  were  of  the  greatest  import- 
ance, inasmuch  as  it  affected  the  interests 
of  the  Church  of  England  ;  and,  there- 
fore, he  renewed  his  appeal  to  the  hon. 
Member  to  agree  to  the  postponement  of 
the  debate. 

Sir  WILLIAM  HAECOURT  said,  he 
was  quite  sure  the  hon.  Member  in  charge 
of  the  Bill  would  not  desire  that  it  should 
pass  into  law  without  proper  discussion  ; 
and  he  would  suggest  to  hon.  Gentlemen 
opposite,  after  the  remarks  which  had 
fallen  from  the  hon.  Member  for  the 
University  of  Oxford  (Mr.  J.  G.  Talbot), 
to  consider  whether  the  Bill  might  not 
be  allowed  to  be  read  a  second  time. 
The  matter  had  been  very  fairly  dis- 
cussed by  those  who  were  opposed  to 
the  Bill.  Hon.  Gentlemen  would  lose 
nothing  by  allowing  the  measure  to  be 
read  a  second  time  that  night,  because 
they  would  have  the  control  of  it  when 
it  went  into  Committee.  He  was  sur- 
prised to  hear  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Member  for  Preston  (Mr.  Haikes) 
call  what  was  now  proposed  a  complete 
revolution.  As  he  understood  the  law, 
the  parish  church  was  absolutely  free  to 
the  parishioners,  and  the  Churchwardens 
could  not  let  or  sell  a  pew  except  under 
the  authority  of  an  Act  of  Parliament. 
What  was  there  revolutionary  in  the 
Bill?  It  only  limited  the  powers  of 
the  Churchwardens  in  appropriating  the 
pews,  and  made  the  pews  more  free. 
Under  the  present  law,  Churchwardens 
could  not  let  or  sell  a  pew  in  the  parish 
church  except  under  Act  of  Parliament, 
and  neither  could  a  private  person  do  so, 
and  Clause  7  of  the  present  Bill  entirely 
protected  those  rights.  He  appealed  to 
hon.  Gentlemen  opposite  to  allow  the 
Bill  to  pass  the  second  reading,  and  take 
the  opportunity,  if  they  wished,  of  amend- 
ing it  in  Committee. 

Mr.  F.  W.  BUXTON  said,  that,  as  hU 
name  appeared  on  the  back  of  the  Bill, 
he  might,  perhaps,  be  allowed  to  make 


1557 


ParUh 


I  March  2 1 ,  1 882 )         Churches  Bill 


1558 


a  few  remarks.  It  was  urged  by  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
Preston  (Mr.  Eaikes)  that  the  Bill  had 
not  been  sufEcientlj  considered  by  the 
clergy  throughout  the  country.  He  was 
not  in  the  House  at  the  moment  his  hon. 
Friend  (Mr.  A.  Grey)  moved  the  second 
reading  of  the  Bill ;  but  he  thought  it 
ought  to  be  distinctly  understood  that 
the  measure  had  been  brought  in  after 
careful  consideration  by  an  Associa- 
tion consisting  chiefly  of  clergymen. 
Among  the  list  of  Vice  Presidents  of  the 
Association,  he  found  the  names  of  one 
Archbishop,  24  Bishops,  and  six  Deans, 
and  the  Bill  was  fully  approved  by  the 
Committee  of  the  Association.  The  Bill 
was  very  simple  in  its  provisions  ;  it  was, 
in  fact,  only  a  declaratory  Bill,  which  re- 
enacted  the  provisions  of  former  Bills. 
As  the  right  hon.  and  learned  Gentle- 
man the  Home  Secretary  had  pointed 
out,  Clause  7  distinctly  re-enacted  that 
the  provisions  of  former  Acts  should  be 
carried  out  and  not  interfered  with. 
Clause  6  of  the  New  Parishes  Act  of 
1856  stated— 

"  Provided  always,  That  one-half,  at  least,  of 
the  whole  number  of  pews  and  sittings  in  such 
church  shall  be  free  sittings,  and  that  it  shall 
be  shown  to  the  satisfaction  of  the  Sub-Com- 
missioners that  the  said  free  sittings  will,  in  re- 
spect to  position  and  convenience,  be  as  ad- 
vantageously  situated  as  those  which  may  be 
rented  and  reserved.*' 

He  would  ask  hon.  Members  whether 
those  provisions  were  honestly  carried  out 
in  all  the  parish  churches  throughout  the 
country  ?  His  experience  was  that  free 
sittings  were  generally  reserved  at  the 
lower  end,  and  in  parts  of  thechurch  from 
which  nothing  could  be  seen  or  heard. 
He  was  persuaded  that  if  the  House 
would  take  the  second  reading  that  night 
his  hon.  Friend  (Mr.  A.  Grey)  would  be 
quite  prepared  to  meet,  in  as  honest  and 
fair  a  spirit  as  had  been  displayed  on  the 
opposite  side,  any  Amendment  which 
might  be  made  in  Committee. 

Sir  EDMUND  LECHMERE  said, 
that,  as  a  member  of  the  Free  and 
Open  Church  Association,  and  as  a 
Churchwarden  of  some  years'  experience, 
he  felt  bound  to  support  the  Bill.  Per- 
sonally, he  was  disposed  to  assent  to  the 
second  reading  that  night,  though  he 
was  not  unmindful  of  the  fact  that,  in 
Committee,  it  would  be  requisite  to  pro- 
pose certain  Amendments.  He  thought 
the  House  would  almost  stultify  itself  if 


it  did  not  express  its  approval  of  the 
Bill,  because  they  had  already  shown 
their  disposition  to  proceed  in  the  direc- 
tion suggested  by  the  Bill  in  their  own 
parish  church  of  St.  Margaret,  where, 
some  years  ago,  there  was  a  large  por- 
tion of  the  church  reserved  for  the  Mem- 
bers of  the  House  of  Commons,  very  few 
of  whom,  however,  availed  themselves 
of  the  accommodation.  Now,  no  hon. 
Member  who  went  to  the  church  failed 
to  get  a  seat ;  but,  at  the  same  time,  there 
was  ample  provision  made  for  other 
worshippers.  He  trusted  the  second 
reading  would  be  agpreed  to,  and  that,  in 
Committee,  the  hon.  Member  (Mr.  A. 
Grey)  would  consent  to  certain  modifica- 
tions. 

Mr.  ILLING worth  said,  the  pre- 
sent was  not  a  cheerful  hour  of  the 
morning  to  enter  on  the  discussion  of  so 
important  a  question  as  that  submitted 
to  them  by  the  hon.  Member  (Mr.  A. 
Grey).  He  did  not  think,  however,  that 
the  people  of  the  country — speaking  of 
those  who  were  the  adherents  of  the 
Established  Church,  as  well  as  of  those 
who  held  his  views — could  have  any 
great  objection  to  a  Bill  which  declared 
that  the  parish  churches  of  the  country 
belonged  to  the  people  of  thd  parish. 
But  what  good  it  could  do  he  could  not 
understand.  It  was  a  matter  of  universal 
knowledge  that  the  parish  churches  be- 
longed to  the  people  of  the  parish  ;  but 
in  spite  of  that  knowledge  the  pews  in 
parish  churches  were  appropriated,  and 
rents  were  paid  for  them,  and  this 
practice  was  common  to  all  parts  of  the 
country.  Now,  he  ventured  to  put  this 
to  the  House — that  when  Bills  had  been 
brought  forward  for  the  removal,  say, 
of  various  Dissenting  grievances — such 
as  the  abolition  of  church  rates,  and  the 
alteration  of  the  Marriage  Laws — it  was 
by  no  means  usual  to  enter  on  those 
very  important  ecclesiastical  changes  be- 
tween 2  and  3  o'clock  in  the  morning. 
They  were  not  anxious  that  questions 
of  Church  Reform  should  take  the  form 
of  smuggled  legislation ;  and  in  the  inte- 
rest of  the  House  of  Commons,  and  in 
the  interest  of  the  legislation  they  were 
asked  to  undertake,  heobjected  to  the  Bill 
being  taken  so  late  in  a  Sitting.  There 
was  a  reasonable  time  when  they  might 
be  asked  to  go  into  matters  of  that  kind. 
For  his  own  part,  he  had  no  objection 
to  the  Bill,  although  he  believed  it  to 
be  utterly  useless.     He  was  bouxA  \si 
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point  out  that  there  were  eyidences  that 
thoy  were  going  to  be  flooded  with  Bills 
for  the  reform  of  the  Church  of  England 
in  every  branch;  and  he  warned  hon. 
Gentlemen  to  be  prepared  to  sit  late 
on  many  occasions,  for  there  was  not  a 
single  department  of  the  Church  which 
did  not  want  a  radical  reform,  according 
to  the  views  of  one  or  other  of  the  con- 
flicting parties  which  went  to  make  up 
the  Church  Establishment. 

Mr.  ASHMEAD-BARTLETT  said, 
he  would  not  take  up  the  time  of  the 
House  for  more  than  a  moment.  He 
thought  the  friends  of  the  Church  should 
be  very  distrustful  of  the  insidious  friend- 
ship of  the  hon.  Member  for  Bradford 
(Mr.  Illingworth)  in  any  proposal  of  this 
kind.  He  remembered  that  the  hon. 
Member  for  Bradford  adopted  a  similar 
course  with  regard  to  the  Church  Patron- 
age Bill.  He  blocked  its  successful  pas- 
sage through  the  House  by  threatening 
Motions  for  Adjournment.  Gentlemen 
like  the  hon.  Member  were  always  cla- 
mouring for  Church  Beform  outside,  and 
always  preventing  it  inside  the  House. 
Reforms  required  might  be  radical,  as 
the  hon.  Member  stated ;  but  his  real 
object,  and  that  of  the  Liberation  So- 
ciety, which  he  represented,  was  the 
complete  destruction  of  the  Church.  That, 
he  hoped,  was  yet  far  distant.  The 
proposal  of  the  Home  Secretary  was  a 
sound  and  fair  one — namely,  that  the 
second  reading  should  be  passed.  It 
was  only  right  that  the  Bill  should  be 
advanced  a  stage,  if  the  hon.  Gentleman 
in  charge  of  the  measure  would  give 
them  assurances  that  it  should  be  fully 
discussed  in  Committee. 

Mr.  a.  grey  said,  if  anything  could 
have  induced  him  to  meet  the  appeal  in 
the  largest  and  most  liberal  manner  pos- 
sible, it  would  have  been  the  kind  and 
chivalrous  way  in  which  the  appeal  had 
been  made  to  him  by  the  hon.  Member 
for  the  University  of  Oxford  (Mr.  J.  G. 
Talbot)  and  the  hon.  and  gallant  Member 
forTruro  (Sir  James  M'Garel-Hogg).  He 
owed  a  special  debt  of  gratitude  to  the 
hon.  and  gallant  Member  for  Truro,  for 
it  was  by  a  kindly  act  of  forbearance  on 
his  part  in  not  putting  a  block  to  the 
measure  that  he  (Mr.  GFrey)  had  been 
able  to  propose  the  second  reading  of 
the  Bill  that  nieht.  He  trusted  hon. 
Gentlemen  would  be  satisfied  with  the 

Jroposal  that  had  been  made  by  the 
lome  iBeoreftary,  and  would  allow  the 
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Bill  to  be  read  a  second  time,  on  the 
fullest  assurance  from  himself  that  he 
would  g^ve  every  possible  opportunity 
to  discuss  the  details  of  the  Bill  in 
Committee. 

Motion  agreed  to. 

Bill  read  a  second  time,  and  eommitUd 
for  To-morrow, 


MBT&OPOLIS    MANJlGBMENT   Ain>   BUILDINO 
AOTS  AMEXDMENT  BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Sir  Jambs  M'Garel  Hooo, 
Bill  to  confer  farther  powers  upon  the  Metro- 
politan Board  of  Works  with  respect  to  Streets 
and  Buildings  in  the  Metropolis,  ordered  to  be 
brought  in  by  Sir  Jambs  m!*Gabbl-Hooo,  Ad- 
miral Sir  John  Hat,  and  Sir  Andrew  Lusk. 

'BiMprMentedj  and  read  the  first  time.  [Bill  107.] 

House  adjourned  at  a  quarter 
before  Three  o'clock. 


HOUSE    OF    COMMONS, 
Wednesday,  22nd  March,  1882. 


MINUTES.]— Nbw  Writ  IssuBD—ifor  East 
Cornwall,  r.  the  Hon.  Thomas  Charles  Agar- 
Hobartes,  called  up  to  the  House  of  Peers. 

Public  Bills  —  Ordered  —  First  Heading  — 
Burglary*  [109];  Metropolis  (Rating  of 
Footways)*  [1 101. 

Second  Reading  —  University  Education  (Ire- 
land) [9],  negatived. 

ORDER  OF  THE  DA  F. 


UNIVERSITY   EDUCATION    (IRELAND) 

BILL.— [Bill  9.] 
(Jfr.  William  Corbet,  Mr.  0*Donnell,  Mr.  Gray, 

Mr.  Daweon.) 

SEOOND   REABINQ. 

Order  for  Seoond  Beading  read. 

Mk.  W.  J.  COEBET,  in  moving  that 
the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second  time, 
said,  the  question  of  TJniyersitj  Educa- 
tion for  Ireland  had  been,  over  and  over 
again,  so  exhaustively  treated  in  debates 
in  that  House  that  it  would  be  presump- 
tuous on  his  part  to  attempt  to  add  to  the 
information  already  in  the  possession  of 
the  House  on  the  subject.  In  the  few 
observations,  therefore,  with  which  he 
proposed  to  introduce  the  Bill  to  the 
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House,  he  should  confine  himself  to 
pointing  out  briefly  the  unmistakable 
fact  that  University  Education  in  Ire- 
land was  far  from  being  settled  by  recent 
legislation,  and  that  a  University  ques- 
tion still  existed,  ought  to  exist,  and 
must  of  necessity  continue  to  exist,  until 
it  was  dealt  with  on  a  just  and  proper 
basis — namely,  that  of  providing  for  the 
Catholic  people  of  Ireland  education  on  a 
perfect  footing  equal  to  that  of  their  Pro- 
testant fellow-countrymen,  who  formed 
but  a  small  yet  highly-favoured  mi- 
nority of  the  whole — a  minority,  it  must 
be  remembered,  who  had  hitherto  had 
all  the  loaves  and  fishes  to  themselves, 
and  who  were,  and  had  been,  in  a  much 
better  position  to  take  care  of  them- 
selves and  of  their  own  interest  than  the 
majority  of  their  fellow-countrymen. 
University  Education  in  Ireland,  as  hon. 
Members  knew  well,  was  for  centuries 
confined  to  Trinity  College,  Dublin — a 
University  established  by  Charter  in  the 
reign  of  Queen  Elizabeth  in  1591,  and 
largely  endowed  for  the  express  purpose 
of  exclusive  Protestant  education.  The 
treatment  of  Catholics  in  those  days,  not 
only  in  regard  to  education,  but  every- 
thing else,  was  so  painful  a  subject  that 
he  did  not  desire  to  dwell  upon  it.  The 
atrocious  Penal  Laws,  which  blurred  the 
Statute  Book  and  disgraced  the  English 
name,  had  one  by  one  been  blotted  out 
— those  laws  which  the  Prime  Minister 
had  so  often  and  so  eloquently  denounced 
as  un- Christian,  barbarous,  and  abomi- 
nable. But,  although  those  enactments 
had  been  swept  away,  the  inequalities 
between  the  two  countries  had  been  but 
slowly  and  gradually,  and,  he  regretted 
to  say,  unwillingly  diminished,  and  they 
were  still  far  from  having  been  alto- 
gether removed.  With  regard  to  those 
inequalities  and  the  unwilling  conces- 
sions which  had,  from  time  to  time, 
been  made  in  this  House,  he  would, 
with  the  permission  of  the  House,  quote 
a  very  brief  extract  of  the  speech  of  the 
Prime  Minister.  Speakiuc^  on  a  kindred 
subject  in  this  House,  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  said  there  was  no  end  to 
the  concessions  which  had  been  accorded 
by  a  Liberal  policy ;  but  they  had  not 
produced  the  natural  fruits  that  might 
have  been  expected;  that  the  Boman 
Catholics  still  remained  unsatisfied  ;  and 
that  Parliament  was  met  with  fresh  de- 
mands; and  his  answer  was — *'As  we 
have  sown  so  have  we  reaped."  He  said 


the  method  pursued  had  produced  its  in- 
evitable fruit,  and  what  ought  to  have 
been  seen.  From  time  to  time  the  Irish 
problem  had  been  dealt  with;  but  it 
never  had  been  dealt  with  by  remov- 
ing the  whole  cause  of  dispute.  How 
thoroughly  well  the  Prime  Minister  un- 
derstood the  situation !  He  said  that  for 
100  years  they  had  been  moving  in  the 
same  direction.  The  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man then  quoted  the  concessions  which 
had  been  made  from  1778  up  to  1829, 
when  the  Eoman  Catholics  first  took 
their  seats  in  Parliament  on  a  footing  of 
substantial  equality ;  but  they  had  not 
proceeded  from  a  spontaneous  sense  of 
justice  on  the  part  of  England,  in  a 
melting  mood,  when  considering  the  suf- 
ferings of  Ireland,  but  rather  from  fear- 
ful anticipations  of  impending  trouble  ; 
and,  therefore,  they  were  not  to  be 
surprised  if  they  failed  to  elicit  the 
abundant  gratitude  which  the  people  of 
England  expected.  The  facts  spoke  for 
themselves.  In  1828,  when  the  pros- 
pects of  the  American  War  were  g^w- 
ing  more  gloomy,  the  first  concession 
was  made ;  again,  when  we  had  serious 
troubles  with  France ;  and  again,  in 
1800,  when  that  struggle  had  assumed 
its  darkest  and  most  desperate  aspects, 
concessions  were  also  made.  At  last,  in 
1829,  they  gave  the  Boman  Catholics 
seats  in  that  House,  when  the  hon. 
Member  who^proposed  the  measure  said 
unless  they  were  prepared  for  conces- 
sions, they  must  look  for  civil  war  in 
Ireland  as  the  only  alternative.  When 
they  had  engraved  upon  their  own  acts 
the  motives  from  which  they  had  pro- 
ceeded, they  would  fail  to  have  elicited 
the  gp-atitude  of  the  people.  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  added — 

"  1  believe  the  laws  of  nature  have  been  too 
strong  for  us,  and  they  ought  to  have  enabled 
us  to  predict  what  has  happened.*' 

Future  legislation  for  Ireland,  not  only 
in  the  matter  of  education,  but  on  other 
subjects,  had  been  the  fruit  of,  he 
(Mr.  Corbet)  would  not  say  of  the 
generous  bounty  of  England,  for  they 
indignantly  repudiated  that  idea— they 
did  not  desire  to  receive  as  a  loan  what 
was  their  right;  but  if  legislation  for 
Ireland  had  been  the  fruit  of  natural 
justice,  not,  as  the  Prime  Minister  had 
put  it,  of  fearful  anticipation,  the  rela- 
tions existing  between  Ireland  and  Eng- 
land to-day  would  be  very  different  in- 
deed from  what  they  wet^  ^^  ^t^"^^Tj^*^ 
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Those  words  of  the  Prime  Minister  were 
pregnant  ones,  and  it  was  very  much  to 
be  regretted  that  they  were  not  more 
reflected  upon  and  acted  upon  by  English- 
men, both  inside  the  House  and  out  of 
it.  Now,  as  to  the  existing  state  of 
University  Education  in  Ireland,  he 
would  not  say  a  single  harsh  word  about 
Trinity  College,  Dublin;  his  only  sur- 
prise was  that  a  University  founded  by 
a  Sovereign  who  in  Ireland  was  so  stern 
and  relentless,  and  whose  avowed  object 
was  to  root  out  and  destroy  the  religious 
faith  of  nine-tenths  of  the  people,  should 
for  so  long  a  period  of  time  have  pre- 
served so  large  a  share  of  popularity  as 
it  undoubtedly  possessed,  and  that,  too, 
amongst  Homan  Catholics,  who  had  never 
sought  to  enter  its  halls,  or  endeavoured 
to  obtain  its  distinctions,  its  honours, 
and  its  rewards.  It  would  ill  become 
him,  or  any  Irishman,  to  speak  dis- 
paragingly of  a  University  which  had 
given  BO  many  notable  and  brilliant 
ornaments  to  the  world,  to  the  Bar, 
to  the  Senate,  to  science,  to  literature, 
and  society.  But  a  sectarian  University, 
founded  as  he  had  described,  was  founded 
not  to  meet  the  wishes  or  ideas  of  the 
great  majority  of  the  Irish  people ;  and 
the  late  Sir  Hobert  Peel  strove  to  meet 
the  difficulty  by  establishing,  in  the  year 
1850,  the  Queen's  University — or  the 
**  Godless  Colleges,"  as  they  were  named, 
from  the  fact  that  religion  in  any  or 
every  shape  or  form  was  excluded  from 
them.  It  was  foolishly  thought  that  the 
good  Homan  Catholic  Bishops  would  as- 
sent to  so  monstrous  an  arrangement  as 
the  exclusion  from  what  professed  to  be 
a  National  University  of  all  religious 
teaching.  Largely  endowed  with  a  grant 
of  £36,000  a-year,  the  Queen's  Univer- 
sity was  exceptionally  advantageous  to 
the  Koman  Catholics.  But  the  one  thing 
necessary  was  wanting,  and  after  a  sickly, 
peevish,  and  perverse  infancy,  it  had 
ceased  to  exist,  and  the  Eoyal  Univer- 
sity was  substituted  in  its  stead.  But 
did  the  Royal  University  meet  the  cir- 
cumstances of  the  case  ?  Nothing  of 
the  kind.  It  did  not  place  the  Catholics 
on  an  equal  footing  with  their  Protest- 
ant fellow-countrymen.  The  Protestant 
Church  had  the  University  of  Dublin, 
with  its  splendid  buildings  and  endow- 
ments, and  he  should  be  sorry  to  grudge 
them.  Belfast  was  what  he  might  call 
its  counterpart,  with  its  Presbyterian 
CoHege  there.    But  Ireland  possessed 
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no  teaching  University  whatever  that 
was  acceptable  to  the  great  majority 
of  the  people.  In  this  respect,  however, 
both  England  and  Scotland  were  well 
provided  for.  England  had  its  great 
Universities  at  Oxford,  Cambridge,  Dur- 
ham, London,  and  so  on,  with  multitu- 
dinous Colleges  and  great  endowments. 
Scotland  had  its  four  or  five  Universi- 
ties, with  very  great  resources ;  and  all 
these  g^eat  Universities  had  the  warm 
and  hearty  sympathy  and  support  of  the 

?eople  of  England  and  Scotland.  But 
reland  was  left  out  in  the  cold.  It  had 
no  teaching  University  such  as  those  he 
had  named,  for  this  hybrid  University, 
as  he  might  call  it,  was  only  an  examin- 
ing Board,  and  it  was,  moreover,  starved 
by  an  insufficient  provision,  and  handi- 
capped unfairly  in  favour  of  the  Queen's 
Colleges.  The  Queen's  College  Professors 
could  join  and  compete  for  its  Fellow- 
ships and  its  honours,  as  also  could  the 
Queen's  College  students  for  its  prizes, 
Exhibitions,  and  Scholarships ;  but  the 
Queen's  College  doors  were  closed  against 
the  Royal  University  men.  No  reci- 
procity existed  with  respect  to  the  two 
institutions  ;  and,  therefore,  whatever 
relation  existed  between  the  Queen's 
College  and  the  Royal  University,  it 
would  almost  seem,  under  these  circum- 
stances, as  if  Government  did  not  wish 
to  lift  its  own  offspring  out  of  the  mire, 
but  rather  to  nip  it  in  the  bud.  He 
had  spoken  of  the  Royal  University  as 
hybrid,  and  he  did  not  wish  to  use  the 
word  in  any  offensive  sense ;  but  such 
it  unquestionably  was.  Let  them  just 
look  at  the  constitution  of  its  Senate, 
and  he  thought  it  would  show  that  was 
not  an  inapt  description.  They  had  upon 
it  both  Protestant  and  Roman  Catholic 
Lords  and  Bishops,  and  Protestant  and 
Roman  Catholic  laymen.  He  would  not 
trouble  the  House  by  reading  the  list 
of  the  names  of  the  Senate;  but  he 
thought  he  was  justified,  under  the  cir- 
cumstances, in  calling  it  a  hybrid  Uni- 
versity. But,  hybrid  as  it  was,  and  de- 
fective as  its  operations  were,  he  wanted 
to  see  its  advantages  extended  in  the 
words  of  the  Bill,  which  he  respectfully 
asked  the  House  to  read  a  second  time, 
and  to  place  all  classes  in  Ireland  on  a 
more  equal  footing  with  regard  to  the 
advantages  of  study,  and  the  awards  of 
merit  provided  by  State  endowments. 
The  Royal  University  was  the  nearest 
lipproach  to  equal  rights  that  the  Roman 
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Catholics  had  yet  obtained ;  and  nntil 
the  time  arrived  when  they  could  have 
a  Chartered  University  of  their  own, 
equal  in  all  respects  to  Trinity  College, 
Dublin,  or,  at  all  events,  equal  in  regard 
to  its  privileges  and  emoluments,  he 
desired  to  see  the  legislation  on  the  sub- 
ject of  University  Education  extended  in 
the  way  indicated  in  this  Bill.  He  com- 
plained that  while  exclusive  advantages 
were  retained  by  the  Queen's  Colleges, 
the  Royal  University  was  compelled  to 
devote  a  considerable  amount  of  its  petty 
grant  of  £20,000  a-year  to  the  Queen's 
Colleges.  He  asked  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman the  Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland 
a  Question  on  this  subject  a  few  days 
ago,  for  the  purpose  of  getting  a 
little  information  as  to  the  relative  pos- 
sessions of  the  Colleges  and  the  Univer- 
sity. He  asked  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man if  he  could  state  the  number  and 
value  of  the  Scholarships,  the  number 
of  Exhibitions  open  exclusively  to  the 
Queen's  Colleges  provided  by  the  pub- 
lic funds,  and  the  number  of  the  students. 
It  happened  there  were  not  so  many 
candidates  as  there  were  Scholarships  ; 
and  he  asked  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
if  they  were  open  to  all  students  of  the 
Queen's  Colleges,  and  were  they  also 
eligible  to  the  prizes,  honours,  and  dis- 
tinctions of  the  Hoyal  University  ;  and, 
if  so,  to  open  the  prizes  and  Scholarships 
at  present  open  to  the  Queen's  Colleges 
to  students  equally — to  all  students  of 
the  Royal  University ;  and  this  report 
in  the  papers  was  the  reply  he  had  re- 
ceived from  his  right  hon.  Friend.  It 
was  stated  that  at  some  times  there  were 
fewer  candidates  than  prizes,  that  all 
candidates  were  eligible — that  was  to 
say,  all  candidates  belonging  to  the 
Queen's  Colleges.  But  he  did  not  think 
it  would  be  to  the  interest  of  education 
to  offer  the  prizes  of  the  College  to 
those  not  belonging  to  it.  But  if  the 
Royal  University  honours  and  prizes 
were  open  to  the  Professors  and  students 
of  the  Queen's  Colleges,  why  not  show 
some  reciprocity  by  offering  their  prizes 
to  the  Royal  University  men  ?  He  com- 
plained, then,  that  the  advantages  pos- 
sessed by  the  Queen's  College  men  were 
altogether  exceptional,  and  it  was  mani- 
festly unfair  thus  to  handicap  in  its  very 
infancy  the  Royal  University  that  had 
been  just  established.  It  was  with  the 
object  of  extending  the  advantages  of  a 
higher  education  to  all  classes  of  Her 


Majesty's  subjects  in  Ireland  that  the 
Bill  which  he  now  asked  to  be  read  a 
second  time  was  introduced  to  the  no- 
tice of  the  House. 

Mr.  O'DONNELL,  in  seconding  the 
Motion,  said  he  did  so,  because  it  was 
designed  to  relieve  inequalities  in  the 
system  of  University  Education,  and  to 
throw  freely  open  to  the  competition  of 
the  youth  of  Ireland  all  the  moneys 
voted  for  this  purpose  by  Parliament, 
without  any  exception  in  favour  of  any 
particular  sect.  He  maintained,  in  the 
language  of  the  Bill,  that  it  was  advis- 
able to  extend  the  benefits  of  the  Royal 
University  of  Ireland  by  placing  all 
classes  of  the  Irish  people  on  the  same 
equal  footing  with  regard  to  the  studies, 
the  rewards,  and  merits  provided  by 
State  endowments ;  and  for  the  carrying 
out  of  that  purpose.  The  Bill  called 
attention  specially  to  the  fact  that,  since 
the  abolition  of  the  Queen's  University 
in  Ireland,  the  State  endowments  of  the 
Queen's  Colleges  in  Ireland  had  served 
to  confer  unfair  advantages  upon  stu- 
dents entering  the  Queen's  Colleges 
compared  with  the  very  large  majority 
of  the  students  entering  the  jRoyal  Uni- 
versity from  other  sources.  The  revenue 
of  the  Royal  University  was  £20,000 
a-year,  while  the  endowments  of  the 
Queen's  Colleges  amounted  to  between 
£30,000  and  £35,000  a-year.  There 
was  some  alteration  in  the  latter  amount 
owing  to  the  abolition  of  the  central 
body — the  Queen's  University  ;  but  the 
fact  remained  that  the  Queen's  Colleges 
were  known  amongst  all  the  Colleges 
which  had  a  right  to  compete  for  the 
honours  and  prizes  of  the  Royal  Uni- 
versity ;  but  the  Queen's  Colleges  alone 
were  endowed  out  of  the  public  funds, 
while  they  were  eligible  to  prepare  and 
train  their  students  to  compete  for  the 
prizes,  honours,  and  distinctions  of  the 
Royal  University.  In  that  respect  dis- 
tinctly, there  was  an  unfair  advantage 
conferred  at  the  expense  of  the  general 
taxpayers  upon  that  section  of  the  stu- 
dents of  the  Royal  University  who 
elected  to  prepare  for  the  courses  of  the 
Royal  University  within  the  Queen's 
Colleges.  They  had  a  Royal  University 
open  to  all  the  academic  youth  of  Ire- 
land ;  but  when  they  examined  the  mat- 
ter to  see  if  the  academic  youth  had  a 
fair  start  all  round  for  competition  for 
the  honours  and  prizes  of  the  Royal  Uni- 
versity, it  waa  a  ^\aT\\\^\ww3^'^\\.^  ^nkA 
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injustice  that  stared  them  in  the  face 
that  a  student  who  entered  any  ordinary 
College,  and  worked  in  that  College  for 
the  prizes  and  advantages  of  the  Boyal 
University,  they  must  do  so  entirely  at 
their  own  cost  and  expense  from  the  first 
day  of  their  preparation  to  the  last ; 
while,  on  the  other  hand,  the  student 
who  competed  for  the  prizes  of  the  Hoyal 
University,  and  who  entered  the  Queen's 
Colleges  for  that  purpose,  was  supplied 
at  the  public  expense  with  proper  pro- 
fessorial and  tutorial  assistance  and  en- 
couragement of  every  kind  at  the  ex- 
pense of  the  general  taxpayer.  There 
could  be  no  equality,  there  could  be  no 
form  of  justice,  on  the  grounds  of  un- 
denominational and  unsectarian  educa- 
tion, if  a  system  like  that  was  main- 
tained. When  they  knew,  in  addition, 
that  already,  in  the  very  first  year  of  the 
starting  of  the  Royal  University,  the 
students  who  entered  the  Boyal  Uni- 
versity— though  the  Queen's  Colleges 
formed  only  a  minority  of  the  general 
body  of  students  entering  the  Royal 
University  through  other  doors — they 
found  at  once — and  they  must  admit  at 
once — that  the  grievance  was  not  merely 
a  theoretical  one,  but  it  was,  indeed,  a 
grievance  which  had  already  become  of 
a  practical  and  serious  description.  In 
that  year  some  800  students  matriculated 
in  the  Royal  University  for  its  opening 
session.  Of  these  800,  only  300  matri- 
culated in  the  Queen's  Colleges,  while 
500  matriculated  in  the  other  Colleges 
throughout  Ireland ;  but  if  the  present 
unjust  distribution  of  public  funds  were 
obtained  in  Ireland,  all  the  majority  of 
the  500  matriculated  students  who  were 
approaching  the  honours  and  distinctions 
of  the  Royal  University  from  outside 
the  Queen's  Colleges  must  pursue  their 
educational  preparation  at  their  own 
private  expense  ;  while  the  300  favoured 
students,  who  elected  to  enter  the  Royal 
University  through  the  lecture  halls  of 
the  Queen's  Colleges,  would  be  supplied 
at  every  step  of  their  course  with  Pro- 
fessors and  tutors  at  the  public  expense. 
These  300  students  were,  therefore,  most 
unjustly  favoured  ;  and  instead  of  there 
being  equality  and  fair  play  between 
the  different  Colleges  in  Ireland,  in- 
stead of  there  being  that  healthy  and 
honest  competition  which  was  of  much 
advantage  for  the  stimulation  to  a  de- 
sire of  knowledge  and  learning  in  Ire- 
land, they    had    the    students  of   the 
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Queen's  Colleges  encouraged  by  the 
bribe  of  State  endowments,  while  all 
the  rest  of  the  general  students  of  Ire- 
land were  left  out  in  the  cold.  Was  that 
the  way  to  redress  Irish  grievances  and 
to  remove  the  inequalities  of  centuries? 
On  the  contrary,  the  system  under  which 
the  Queen's  Colleges  were  subsidized, 
and  all  the  rest  of  the  Colleges  in  Ire- 
land left  out,  was  nothing  more  or  less 
than  an  aggravation,  and  a  most  offen- 
sive aggravation,  of  the  previous  injus- 
tice, whereby  a  scandalous  system  of 
inequality  and  favouritism  was  main- 
tained. When  they  took  another  point 
into  consideration,  that  injustice  and 
inequality  to  which  he  had  referred 
became  more  apparent  and  painful. 
They  knew,  as  a  matter  of  fact,  ihat  the 
Roval  University  was  established  osten- 
sibly— and,  he  believed,  with  the  inten- 
tion of  Parliament — to  meet,  in  a  special 
manner,  the  wants  of  the  vast  Catholic 
majority  of  the  people  of  Ireland ;  but 
not  only  did  they  bribe,  at  the  public 
expense,  the  students  of  the  Queen's 
Colleges  as  against  the  students  of  other 
Colleges,  but  they  bribed  the  students 
of  those  Queen's  Colleges  which,  as  re- 

farded  the  vast  bulk  of  the  people  of 
reland,  were  the  most  hopeless  and 
incurable  failures  that  could  be  ima- 
gined. He  would  show  the  failure  of 
the  Queen's  Colleges,  notwithstanding 
its  bribery,  by  briefly  quoting  some  sta- 
tistics showing  the  number  of  Catholics 
who,  in  various  years,  received  the 
humble  degree  of  B.  A.  from  the  Queen's 
University.  Take  the  average  year  of 
1 865.  From  all  Ireland  only  six  Catholics 
received  the  degp*ee  of  B.A.  in  the 
Queen's  University.  In  the  following 
year  only  nine  Catholics  graduated  to 
B.A.  in  the  Queen's  University.  In 
1867  only  seven;  in  1868,  seven;  in 
1869,  six;  in  1870  only  five.  Just  ima- 
gine keeping  up,  at  the  public  expense, 
a  University  and  Colleges  for  the  osten- 
sible advantage  of  the  people  of  Ire- 
land, the  total  work  of  which  Colleges 
and  University,  as  regarded  the  bulk  of 
the  people  of  Ireland,  only  amounted  to 
an  average  of  five  graduates  in  Arts  in 
the  whole  of  Ireland.  In  1871  the 
number  rose  to  eight,  and  in  1872  the 
number  for  all  Ireland  was  only  six. 
Statistics  for  the  later  years  were  not 
forthcoming,  although  they  were  pre- 
pared, he  believed,  in  1872,  with  a  view 
to  the  prosecution  of  a  measure  of  Uni- 
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Tcwity  ednoation  by  the  Premier  about 
that  time.  From  those,  however,  which 
he  had  given,  it  appeared  that,  even 
nnder  the  stimulus  and  influence  of  a 
special  University  to  themselves,  the 
Queen's  Colleges  only  succeeded  in 
making  from  five  to  eight  graduates  in 
Arts  per  annum  throughout  all  Ireland, 
and  for  that  result  the  taxpayers  had 
been  paying  £35,000  a-year  to  these 
very  unsuccessful  forcing  institutions  ; 
and  the  most  recent  statistics  as  to  the 
attendances  at  the  Queen's  Colleges  in 
Ireland  fully  confirmed  and  corroborated 
the  conclusions  drawn.  The  reason  why 
he  took  the  Faculty  of  Arts  as  the  test 
of  the  education  in  the  Queen's  Colleges 
was  that  the  Faculty  of  Arts  was  the 
only  educational  Faculty.  Medicine  or 
engineering  would  not  be  any  test,  be- 
cause in  the  Queen's  Colleges  no  pre- 
vious degree  in  Arts  was  required  to 
qualify  K>r  medicine  or  engineering 
studies,  and  a  student  who  entered  one 
of  the  Queen's  Colleges  in  Ireland  to 
study  for  either  of  those  Professions 
merely  obtained  the  means  of  earning 
his  daily  bread.  He  was  at  work  in  a 
purely  professional  school  from  his  first 
year,  having  no  connection  with  a  Uni- 
versity education,  properly  so-called, 
except  that  connection  which  consisted 
in  the  accident  of  the  prolongation  of 
the  roofs  of  the  University  Department 
to  the  various  professional  scnools  in 
which  young  men  received  a  purely  pro- 
fessional training.  There  was  a  great 
deal  of  difference  in  this  respect  between 
the  College  of  a  Queen's  University  and 
Trinity  College,  Dublin.  For  instance, 
he  believed  it  was  the  rule  in  Trinity 
for  a  Bachelor  of  Medicine  to  be  a 
Bachelor  of  Arts  as  well.  Thus  the 
medical  degree  of  Trinity  College  im- 
parted an  educational  degree  in  addition 
to  the  mere  professional  qualification ; 
whereas  in  the  Queen's  Colleges  the 
professional  degree  imparted  no  educa- 
tional qualification  whatever.  In  sup- 
port of  that  statement,  he  would  quote 
from  the  evidence  givdti  before  the 
Boyal  Universities  Commission  of  1857, 
by  Mr.  Craik,  the  then  Professor  of 
History  and  English  Literature  in  the 
Queen's  College,  Belfast.     He  said — 

*'  I  could  hardly  insist  on  a  student  being 
rejected,  however  great  his  deficiency  in  any 
department.  I  do  not  consider  it  as  important 
E8  Greek  or  Latin.  If  a  student  proceeds  to 
medicine,  his  knowledge  of  the  English  language 
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IB  not  tested  in  any  Bubsequent  year.  '  A  man 
may  then  proceed,'  asked  Sir  T.  M.  Reddington, 
*  tlm)ugh  his  whole  College  course  and  obtain 
the  degree  of  medicine  without  any  competent 
knowledge  of  the  English  language  P  *  The 
witness  replied — *  If  he  was  found  totally 
ignorant  of  the  English  language,  ho  should  not 
be  allowed  to  enter  College  at  all.  Possibly  I 
could  hardly  go  the  length  of  sa^-ing  that  if  a 
person  came  entirely  ignorant  of  the  English 
language  I  should  pass  him.'  " 

This  showed  the  want  of  educational 
strictness  insisted  upon  with  regard  to 
medical  and  other  professional  students 
in  the  State-supported  Colleges  of  the 
Queen's  University,  and  that,  in  order 
to  obtain  the  professional  degree,  no 
educational  degree  whatever  was  re- 
quired. He  wished  it  had  been  other- 
wise, and  that  the  student  would  receive 
degrees  in  Arts  as  well.  When  they 
went  outside  the  Arts  Faculty  they  went 
outside  the  educational  Faculties  alto- 

8 ether,  and  the  instruction  given  in  the 
queen's  Colleges  could  be  tested  by  the 
instruction  in  Arts  alone.  He  would 
now  give  the  statistics  of  attendance  to 
which  he  had  already  referred.  In  the 
Queen's  College,  Cork,  for  instance,  he 
found  the  total  attendance  in  1881  of 
72  students  in  Arts.  Cork  was  the 
capital  of  an  almost  exclusively  Catholic 
Province,  whose  inhabitants  were  com- 
paratively prosperous,  and  having  a 
population  among  whom  the  benefits  of 
education  had  always  been  most  highly 
esteemed,  yet  only  25  of  the  Art  students 
at  the  Queen's  College,  Cork,  last  year 
were  Catholics.  At  the  Queen's  College, 
Gal  way,  in  the  midst  of  the  almost  ex- 
clusively Catholic  Province  of  Connaught, 
out  of  a  total  of  81  Art  students  last  year 
only  16  were  Catholics.  The  Queen's 
College,  Belfast,  which  was  to  a  certain 
extent  numerically  successful,  was  so 
entirely  on  account  of  the  support  it 
received  from  the  Protestant  and  Non- 
conformist Bodies.  It  was,  in  fact,  a  dis- 
tinctly sectarian  College — a  Protestant 
and  Nonconformist  College  supported  by 
funds  raised  from  the  taxpayers  under 
the  false  pretence  that  it  was  an 
undenominational  institution.  During 
its  whole  existence  from  1849  to 
1881,  3,625  students  had  entered  the 
halls  of  the  Queen's  College,  Belfast, 
and  of  that  total  the  Catholic  students, 
Medical,  Law,  and  Engineering,  num- 
bered only  158 — 158  Catholic  students 
against  3,467  Protestant  and  Noncon- 
formist students.      Etqxcv.  \3cv^  ^<i>:^\»  ^\ 
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view  of  numerical  attendance  the  Queen's 
College,  Belfast,  was  not  a  national  in- 
stitution in  any  sense  of  the  term  ;  it  was 
simply  and  absolutely  a  sectarian  Pro- 
testant and  Nonconformist  institution, 
supported  out  of  the  public  funds  on  the 
pretence  of  its  being  a  non- sectarian  in- 
stitution. With  regard  to  its  tendency 
to  become  so,  there  was  this  palliation 
to  be  offered.  It  was  but  natural  that  as 
the  Catholics  of  Ireland  refused  to  so  to 
the  Queen's  Colleges,  and  particularly 
to  the  Queen's  College,  Belfast,  that  in- 
stitution readily  accepted  its  position  as 
a  Protestant  College.  If  this  fact  were 
a  little  more  plainly  admitted,  and  suc- 
cessive Chief  Secretaries  for  Ireland  in 
moving  for  grants  to  the  Queen's  College 
in  Ireland  were  to  do  so  on  the  ground 
that  they  were  sectarian  Colleges  for 
Protestants  and  Presbyterians,  there 
would  be  more  uprightness  and  straight- 
forwardness about  the  whole  transaction. 
His  contention  was  that  these  Colleges, 
whether  they  were  sectarian  or  non- sec- 
tarian, should  receive  no  advantage  at 
the  expense  of  the  taxpayer,  if  the  same 
advantages  were  refused  to  other  Col- 
leges in  Ireland.  Especially  did  that 
argument  hold  good  when  the  Queen's 
College  had  totally  failed  to  secure  the 
attendance  of  the  mass  of  the  people. 
As  regards  the  Queen's  College,  Belrast, 
in  particular,  it  was  not,  as  was  origi- 
nally intended,  an  unsectarian,  unde- 
nominational College;  but  it  was  an 
institution  of  a  sectarian  character, 
especially  adapted  to  the  teaching  and 
to  the  wants  of  the  Presbyterian  Church 
in  Ireland;  it  was,  in  fact,  officered 
with  a  view  to  securing  Protestant  and 
Nonconformist  patronage.  The  Boman 
Catholics  were  affronted  at  seeing  that 
not  only  was  their  own  religion  not 
taught  at  this  College,  but  that  instruc- 
tion of  a  kind  offensive  to  Catholics  was 
taught  at  a  College  which,  though  de- 
voted exclusively  to  Protestantism,  was 
yet  maintained  at  the  expense  of  the 
common  purse.  He  would  g^ve  the 
House  an  illustration  as  to  how  the  so- 
called  unsectarian  system  worked  at 
Queen's  College,  Belfast.  The  17th 
section  of  the  Queen's  Colleges  Act  pro- 
vided, on  the  subject  of  religious  in- 
struction and  training,  that  for  the  better 
enabling  of  a  student  to  receive  religious 
instruction  according  to  the  creed  he 
held,  it  should  be  lawful  for  the  Govern- 
ing Body  to  assign  lecture  rooms  within 


\  the  precincts  of  such  Collie  hall  to  be 
set  apart  for  the  use  of  such  religious 
teachers  as  should  be  recognized  by  such 
Governing  Body.  But  for  years  past  a 
curious  and  significant  alteration  and 
contravention  of  that  Act  had  been  freely 
committed  in  the  Queen's  College,  Bel- 
fast. Day  after  day  there  appeared  on 
the  notice-board  of  the  College  a  notifi- 
cation addressed  to  the  students  of  the 
College,  announcing  that  a  course  of 
Presbyterian  religious  instruction  was 
about  to  be  given  at  one  of  the  Presby- 
terian churches  in  the  town,  under  the 
auspices  of  the  Presbyterian  General 
Assembly — that  was  to  say,  that  such 
instruction  would  be  given  within  the 
walls  of  a  professedly  sectarian  institu- 
tion and  not  within  the  College  itself. 
He  would  give  the  House  another  illus- 
tration showing  how  far  the  authorities 
of  that  College  were  impartial  in  their 
treatment  of  different  religious  bodies. 
At  length,  some  of  the  Catholic  students 
had  taken  offence  at  this  singular  adver- 
tisement on  the  walls  of  a  professedly 
non-sectarian  institution.  '  As  a  test, 
these  students  proceeded  to  copy  oat  the 
course  of  religious  instruction  that  was 
being  given  at  the  same  time  in  the 
Catholic  Church  of  St.  Malachy,  in  Bel- 
fast, with  the  intention  of  naving  a 
similar  notice  framed  and  posted  up,  as 
had  been  done  in  the  case  of  the  Presby- 
terian notice.  They  asked  permission 
of  the  Council  of  the  College  to  place 
their  notice  on  the  same  board  as  the 
other  notice  had  been  placed  upon,  and 
under  the  same  circumstances ;  but  the 
President  of  the  Council  at  once  refused 
to  allow  the  Catholic  notification  to  ap- 
pear upon  that  board,  upon  which  for 
months  or  years  previously,  in  a  pro- 
fessedly non-sectarian  institution,  the 
notices  of  Presbyterian  religious  instruc- 
tion had  been  displayed,  and  the  reason 
given  for  the  refusal  was  that  the  Pres- 
byterian Body  would  resent  the  intro- 
duction into  the  College  of  notices  which 
might  have  a  proselytizing  influence 
upon  the  miiids  of  the  Presbyterian 
students.  He  (Mr.  O'Donnell),  or  any 
Catholic  Member  of  the  Irish  Party,  did 
not  want  favour  or  disfavour  shown  to 
any  religion  or  branch  of  his  fellow- 
countrymen  in  Ireland  ;  but  that  which 
was  done  to  one  should  be  done  to  an- 
other. None  in  that  House  would 
stand  up  more  warmly  and  earnestly 
for  having  equal  educational  facilities 
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granted  to  all  classes  in  Ireland  with- 
out distinction  of  creed  than  the 
Catholic  Members  of  Ireland.  They 
claimed  that  the  endowments  and  fa- 
vours should  be  equally  shared  by 
every  class  and  every  creed  in  Ireland. 
They  repudiated  all  idea  of  sectarianism 
in  this  matter.  He  would  now  call  the 
attention  of  the  House  to  a  significant 
fact,  to  show  that  the  arrangements  by 
which  the  Queen's  College  at  Belfast 
was  to  be  practically  a  Presbyterian  in- 
stitution were  of  no  recent  origin ,  but, 
on  the  contrary,  although  concealed 
from  the  public,  had  been  contemplated 
from  the  earliest  days  of  the  College. 
He  would  call  the  attention  of  his  hon. 
and  learned  Friend  the  Solicitor  General 
for  Ireland,  one  of  the  mostdistingpiished 
of  the  students  of  the  Queen's  Colleges, 
of  the  Queen's  University,  to  that  fact, 
and  would  refer  hon  Members  to  evi- 
dence given  in  1857  by  the  Eev.  Robert 
Wilson,  Moderator  of  the  General  As- 
sembly of  the  Presbyterian  Church  in 
Ireland,  who  was  examined.  He  clearly 
expressed  how,  in  the  minds  of  the 
Presbyterian  Body,  the  Queen's  College 
was  intended  above  all  things  to  be  an 
institution  especially  adapted  to  Presby- 
terian feelings  and  requirements;  and 
from  notes  of  proceedings  of  the  General 
Assembly  of  the  Presbyterian  Church  in 
Ireland,  it  was  shown  that  the  Body  had 
held  a  meeting  to  consider  the  steps  to 
be  taken  towards  the  establishment  of  a 
special  College  for  Presbyterians.  They 
had  received  a  certain  amount  of  sub- 
scriptions, but  suspended  operations  un- 
til it  should  be  seen  whether  a  College 
to  be  established  in  the  North  of  Ire- 
land would  be  suitable  for  their  object. 
They  had  a  very  strong  assurance  from 
Sir  Robert  Peel  himself  on  the  matter, 
when  the  measure  itself  was  introduced. 
It  was  brought  before  a  regular  meeting 
of  the  General  Assembly  in  Dublin,  and 
certain  suggestions  and  alterations  were 
made  at  that  meeting.  At  the  General 
Association  of  the  Presbyterian  Church 
in  1849,  the  Queen's  College  at  Belfast 
was  formally  approved  of,  aud  a  resolu- 
tion was  passed  permitting  Presbyterian 
students  to  attend  the  classes  there. 
The  resolution  set  forth  that,  whereas 
Government  had  enabled  them  to  provide 
for  religious  instruction,  that  one  of 
their  ministers,  in  whose  paternal  care 
they  had  every  confidence,  had  been 
appointed  to  a  Professorship  ;  and  the 


qualifications  and  character  of  thepersons 
appointed  in  the  Queen's  College,  Belfast, 
for  those  classes  which  the  students  of 
that  Church  would  require  to  attend 
were  such  as  to  justify  that  Assembly  in 
accepting  certificates  and  degrees  from 
that  College.  Thus,  they  gave  permis- 
sion to  their  students  to  attend  the 
classes  in  the  Queen's  College  at  Belfast, 
and  the  General  Assembly  would  not 
have  gone  to  the  trouble  of  passing  that 
formal  resolution  and  granting  that 
solemn  permission  to  their  theological 
students,  if  it  had  been  only  the  Faculty 
of  Arts  that  concerned  them  ;  it  was  in 
connection  with  the  classes  which  the 
students  of  that  Church  were  required 
to  attend,  and  the  General  Assembly  of 
the  Presbyterian  Church  in  Ireland  were 
led  to  express  their  complete  satisfaction 
with  the  appointments  in  the  Queen's 
College  at  Belfast.  From  a  perusal  of 
the  list  of  the  existing  Professors  in  the 
Queen's  Colleges,  he  thought  they  would 
be  fully  enlightened  upon  the  nature  of 
the  qualifications  whicn  enabled  the  stu- 
dents of  the  Presbyterian  Church  in  Ire- 
land to  attend  their  instruction.  With  re- 
gard to  the  Staff  of  the  College,  he  found 
that  the  President  was  a  Presbyterian, 
and  that  the  Professors  of  Latin,  Natural 
History  and  Geology,  Logic  and  Meta- 
physics, Medical  Jurisprudence,  Surgery, 
Materia  Medica,  and  Midwifery,  the  De- 
monstrator of  Anatomy,  the  Librarian, 
and  the  Bursar  were  Presbyterians  also. 
The  Professors  of  Greek,  Natural  Philo- 
sophy, Chemistry,  and  History  and  Eng- 
lish Literature  were  EpiscopsJians  ;  and 
one  Chair  only,  that  of  Medicine,  was 
occupied  by  a  Roman  Catholic,  Dr. 
Cumming.  It  seemed,  then,  that  in 
every  department,  even  in  the  training 
schools,  which  most  indirectly  affected 
education  throughout  the  whole  Faculty 
of  Arts,  the  Catholic  was  rigidly  ex- 
cluded, and  very  nearly  the  whole  teach- 
ing of  the  College  was  thus  in  the  hands 
of  Protestants.  Belfast,  therefore,  prac- 
tically possessed  a  sectarian  College,  en- 
dowed out  of  funds  to  which  Protestants 
and  Catholics  alike  contributed.  As  he 
had  said,  the  meaning  of  the  guarantee 
that  the  character  and  qualifications  of 
the  Professors  in  Queen's  College,  Bel- 
fast, should  be  such  as  to  allow  the 
General  Assembly  to  approve  their  teach- 
ing, simply  meant  that  all  the  Chairs  in 
Belfast  were  to  be  kept  in  safe  Presby- 
terian hands*,  and  >n>^^\.  ^«a  ^^  %fc\xv.^ 
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composition  of  the  students  in  Arts  in  the 
Queen's  College,  Belfast,  in  the  present 
year?  There  were  only  seven  Catholic  stu- 
dents in  Arts,  while  the  number  of  Pres- 
byterian students  in  Arts  was  131.  There 
was  the  reason  why  the   Professorial 
Chairs  were  carefully  kept  out  of  Catholic 
hands.     The  total  number  of  Catholic 
students  of  all  Faculties,  including  the 
mere  professional  schools,  was  only  20 ; 
while  the  number  of  the  Presbyterian 
students  attending    College    was    374. 
And,  again,  what  was  the  composition  of 
students  of  the  Arts  Faculty.     Out  of  the 
131    Presbyterian   students  in   Arts  in 
Queen's  College,  100  or  upwards  of  100 
were  Presbyterian  theological  students, 
receiving  the  whole  of   their    secular 
education  under  Professors  in  conformity 
with  their  religious  belief ;  and  to  that 
extent  the  Presoyterian  Church  received 
its  recruits  for  its  ministry  at  the  ex- 
pense  of  the   general  taxpayer  of  the 
country.    In  communications  he  had  re- 
ceived from  other  students  at  the  Queen's 
College,  Belfast,  with  regard  to  the  ge- 
neral class  of  text-books,  and  with  regard 
to  the  general  class  of  instruction  g^ven 
by  the  Professors  in   that  College,  he 
found  the  distinct  complaint  that  they 
were  directly  hostile  to  Catholicism.   The 
Catholic  students  who  made  those  com- 
plaints were,  at  the  same  time,  so  fair  as 
to  state  that  they  did  not  set  down  that 
anti-Catholic  tone  in  the  lectures  and 
class-books  of  the  College  to  any  delibe- 
rate wish  or  intention  on  the  part  of  the 
Professors  to  insult  or  offend  the  Catholic 
students  ;   but  it  stood  to  reason  that  if 
anti- Catholics  were  chosen  as  Professors 
in  the  History  of  Literature,  in  General 
History,  and  in  Natural  History,  it  was 
impossible  for  any  of  them  to  do  so  with- 
out unconsciously  uttering  expressions 
and   giving  tone  to    their  instructions 
which  were  most  detrimental  to  the  con- 
victions and  hurtful  to  the  feelings  of 
students  of  a  different  religion  from  their 
own  who  were  listening  to  them.     He 
thought  he  had  laid  before  the  House  a 
crucial  proof  of  the  tone  and  tendency  of 
the    instruction    given    by  these    non- 
Catholic  Professors  to  such  unfortunate 
Catholics  as  were  misled  by  the  pretence 
of  unsectarianism  to  attend  the  sectarian 
classes  of  the  Queen's  College.     That, 
as  hon.  Members  would  at  once  perceive, 
was  inevitable,  especially  in  the  domain 
of  History.     Mr.  Froude,  for  instance, 
could  scarcely  lecture  on  such  a  subject 

Mr.  O'Donnefl 


in  a  manner  agreeable  to  a  Catholic  an- 
dience ;  nor  could  aLingardor  a  Newman 
avoid  displeasing  his  Protestant  hearers. 
To  give   an    example    of    the    way  in 
which  Catholic  students  were  trained  by 
Protestant  Professors,  he  would  intro- 
duce to  the  House  a  book  called  Three 
Centuries  of  Modem  HUtory,  by  Mr.  C. 
D.  Young,  Kegius  Professor  of  History 
and  Literature  in  the  Queen's  College, 
Belfast.     Alluding  to  the  Reformation, 
Professor  Young  spoke  of  the  dominant 
priests  and  the  subject  laity,  and  gave 
as  a  reason   why  many  adhered  to  the 
Catholic  faith  that  ''  it  was  easier  for 
them  to  purchase  absolution  for  their 
vices   than   to   abandon  them."     Such 
statements  might  be  an  object  of  good- 
humoured    mirth   both    to   Protestants 
and   Catholics  in    a    piece    of    Exeter 
Hall  declamation  ;  but  the  teaching  of  a 
Professor  whose  mind  was  filled  with 
those  ideas  could  not  but  be  hurtful  to 
the    consciences    of   Catholic   students. 
Again,  take  the  case  of  the  reception  of 
the  news    of  the  horrible  massacre  of 
St.  Bartholomew  in  the  various  Courts 
of  Europe.     It  was  well  known  that  it 
was  the  first  care  of  the  French  King, 
in  order  to  conceal  his  guilt,   to  send 
messengers  to  the  Sovereigns  of  Europe, 
stating    that    a    monstrous    conspiracy 
against  the  life  of  the  Monarch  and  the 
security  of  his  dynasty  had   been  dis- 
covered in  time,  and  had  been  prevented 
by  the  destruction  of  the  intending  assas- 
sins.    That  statement  was  conveyed  to 
Queen  Elizabeth,  who  sent  her  expres- 
sions of  satisfaction  at  the  escape  of  a 
neighbouring  King    from    a    horrible 
assassination.     The  same  message  was 
received  by  the  Pope,  who  had  solemn 
services    of  thanks  celebrated   for  the 
French  King's  escape.     But  how  did  the 
Begins  Professor  of  History  and  Litera- 
ture in  Queen's  College,  Belfast,   deal 
with  the  massacre  of  St.  Bartholomew  ? 
He  wrote  that  the  only  Sovereign  who 
showed  himself  insensible  to  the  infamy 
of  the  deed  was  the  Pope,  who  was  eager 
to  claim  a  share  of  it  for  himself  and 
his  religion  ;  that  the  Pope  and  his  Car- 
dinals offered  up  thanks  to  God  for  the 
singular  favour  which,  in  permitting  the 
massacre,  he  had    shown  to  the  Holy 
See  and  to  Christendom ;  and  that  he 
decreed  a  jubilee,  and  ordered  a  salute 
to  be  fired  on  the  occasion.     Another 
illustration  of  the  Professorial  mind  that 
was  dominant  in  the  Queen's  Collect 
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Belfast,  was  afforded  in  the  description 
given  of  the  Holy  Eoman  Emperor  who 
niled  over  Oermany  at  the  time  of  the 
outbreak  of  the  Thirty  Year's  War.  The 
same  writer  said  that  Monarch 

'*  Had  been  educated  by  the  Jesuits— that 
fatal  Order  whose  narrow  principles  and  relent- 
less bigotry  have  been  the  chief  source  of  the 
evils  that  have  flowed  over  the  French  and 
Spanish  dominions." 

Could  a  Professor  with  such  views  pos- 
sibly treat  the  subject  of  the  Jesuits, 
wherever  they  appeared  in  history,  with- 
out his  teaching  to  his  students  reflect- 
ing and  being  coloured  by  those  opinions? 
In  the  same  volume  the  severity  of 
Louis  Xiy.  against  the  Huguenots  was 
thus  explained — 

**  The  Huguenots  were  special  objects  of  anti- 

Stthy  to  his  confessor,  a  Jesuit,  who  out  of  the 
ing's  vices  found  a  way  to  the  gratification  of 
his  own  bigotry,  and  who,  finding  it  impossible 
to  induce  Louis  to  forsake  his  licentious  habits, 
was  willing  to  accent  a  compromise  by  which, 
instead  of  abandoning  them,  ho  should  atone 
for  them  by  the  extirpation  of  Protestantism/' 

Was  that  the  kind  of  teaching  to  be 
given  to  Catholic  students  ?  If,  however, 
the  Professor  of  the  Queen's  College, 
Belfast,  were  to  unsay  all  his  disagreeable 
things  to  his  Catholic  auditors  and  to 
say  only  agreeable  things  to  them,  he 
would  put  his  Presbyterian  auditors  in 
the  same  state  of  mind  as  he  had  put 
his  Catholic  hearers  on  the  other  sup- 
position. That  showed  the  disadvan- 
tage of  mixed  education.  That  was  an 
illustration  of  the  non-Catholic  profes- 
sional mind  predominant  in  the  Queen's 
College,  Belfast;  and  he  (Mr.  O'Don- 
nell)  maintained  that  it  was  in  conse- 
quence of  that  predominance  that  the 
Queen's  Colleges  in  Ireland  had  failed 
in  the  past  and  were  failing  at  present. 
It  was  these  hopeless  failures ;  these 
Colleges  rejected  and  justly  neglected 
by  the  feeling  of  the  vast  majority  of 
the  nation  ;  these  masquerading  institu- 
tions, that  were  carrying  on  the  game 
of  Presbyteriauism  under  the  name  of 
Denominationalism.  It  was  these  insti- 
tutions that  were  being  subsidized  out 
of  the  general  taxes  of  the  common  tax- 
payers of  the  country,  in  order  to  induce 
the  men  who  might  be  tempted  by  such 
bribery  to  enter  their  halls,  and  in  those 
halls  to  compete  against  the  unendowed 
youth  of  all  Ireland.  The  Koyal  Univer- 
sity pretended  to  open  its  arms  to  all 
Ireland ;  but  it  was  impossible  it  could 


do  so  with  an  endowment  of  no  larger  an 
amount  than  £20,000  a-year — about  as 
much  as  this  House  would  vote  for  the 
matrimonial  establishment  of  a  Princely 
pair.  The  students  of  the  well-endowed 
Queen's  Colleges  had  not  only  secured 
to  them  absolutely  their  chance  within 
their  own  Colleges  of  the  special  en- 
dowments of  their  own  Colleges,  but 
had  the  sole  use  of  their  Professorships 
and  tutorships  to  prepare  for  endeavour- 
ing to  snatch  some  of  that  paltry  £20,000 
from  the  general  youth  of  Ireland.  This 
was  a  dishonesty  none  the  less  flagrant 
and  none  the  less  scandalous  because  it 
was  generally  unnoticed.  It  was  an  in- 
stance of  the  fact  that  Irish  affairs  were 
totally  unintelligible  in  this  country, 
because  the  vast  majority  of  the  Leaders 
of  opinion  in  this  country  did  not  take 
the  necessary  steps  to  understand  Irish 
affairs.  It  was  impossible  that  this  sys- 
tem could  live.  They  could  not  possibly 
keep  those  institutions  going.  They 
could  not  have  three  Collegiate  failures 
only  suited  to  the  religious  requirements 
of  a  mere  handful  of  the  people  to  the 
detriment  of  a  large  majority  of  them — 
the  Catholic  population.  It  was  not 
even  fair  competition  so  long  as  they 
allowed  these  special  State  bribes  to  be 
at  the  disposal  of  the  Queen's  Colleges. 
The  object  of  the  Bill,  which  they  asked 
the  House  to  read  a  second  time  on  that 
occasion,  was  to  do  no  injustice  to  any 
student  or  Professor  of  the  Queen's  Col- 
leges. All  their  pecuniary  advantages, 
prizes,  stipends,  and  salaries  would  be 
religiously  respected  ;  but  it  was  doing 
them  no  injustice  to  say  their  students 
should  get  the  honours,  rewards,  and 
endowments  of  the  State  on  the  same 
principle  as  the  rest  of  the  youth  of  Ire- 
land, with  a  fair  field  and  no  favour. 
They  only  wanted  all  the  endowments  of 
the  Queen's  Colleges  to  be  thrown  into 
the  same  common  fund  as  the  Hoyal  Uni- 
versity, and  to  let  every  student  in  Ire- 
land, of  whatever  religious  persuasion, 
whether  Catholic  or  Protestant,  get  as 
much  of  them  by  fair  competition  as  he 
could  carry  away  with  him.  That  was 
the  moderate,  just,  and  courageous  pro- 
posal made  from  these  Benches,  and 
he  hoped  the  House  would  accept  it.  It 
was  impossible  for  the  Party  which, 
on  grounds  of  religious  equality,  dis- 
established the  Garrison  Church  to 
maintain  in  a  far  more  odious  way  aa 
example    of   lell^voM^    ^"aRiwA"QA!LViN   Nyj 
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funds   extorted  out  of  tbe   pockets  of 
Catholics  as  well  as  non-Catholics. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second 
time." — {Afr,  William  Corbet,) 

Mr.  W.  E.  FORSTEE  said,  that 
the  hon.  Member  who  last  spoke  (Mr. 
O'Donnell)  had  made  a  long  and,  in 
many  respects,  an  interesting  speech,  a 
good  deal  of  which  was  occupied  with 
historical  University  questions.  As  re- 
garded that  part  of  the  speech  of  the 
hon.  Member,  he  did  not  propose  to 
follow  him.  Except  in  the  last  few  sen- 
tences, he  had  hardly  made  any  allusion 
to  the  Bill  actually  before  the  House. 
He  (Mr.  W.  E.  Forster)  could  hardly 
suppose  that  the  proposal  for  the  second 
reading  of  the  Bill  was  much  more  than 
an  attempt  to  bring  up  the  question  of 
University  education  in  Ireland.  He 
thought  he  was  warranted  in  saying  that 
on  account  of  the  manner  in  which  the 
Bill  was  drawn.  Supposing  the  House 
were  to  consent  to  the  second  reading, 
it  would  destroy  the  Queen's  Colleges 
entirely;  but  it  declined  to  repeal  the 
enactment  made  only  two  or  three  years 
ago  when  the  University  Act  was  passed. 
Therefore,  he  thought  this  could  hardly 
be  regai'ded  as  much  more  than  an 
academical  discourse  on  the  question  of 
education.  At  any  rate,  the  Government 
could  not  accept  the  Bill  in  any  form, 
because  it  was  a  Bill  that  tended  to  the 
destruction  of  the  Queen's  Colleges,  and 
he  believed  that  by  a  large  propor- 
tion of  the  Irish  people,  or  of  those 
likely  to  obtain  the  advantages  of  Uni- 
versity education,  their  destruction  would 
be  considered  a  misfortune.  ['*  No, 
no !  "1  Certainly  the  facts  of  the  case 
would  seem  to  show  that,  for  the  Queen's 
Colleges  were  more  flourishing  now  than 
they  had  ever  been  before,  and  they 
gave  to  a  great  number  of  students 
what  was  most  useful — namely,  a  good 
professional  education.  A  g^eat  number 
of  young  men  would  find  much  more 
difficulty  in  earning  their  living  without 
that  advantage  than  they  did  now.  The 
hon.  Member  for  Dungarvan  went  on  to 
say  that  those  Colleges  had  proved  a 
failure  ;  but  he  (Mr.  W.  E.  Forster), 
educationally  speaking,  could  not  ag^ee 
with  him  as  regarded  that  statement. 
There  were  more  than  1,000  students  in 
the  three  Queen's  Colleges.  Let  them 
take  Belfast  College.   The  number  there 


last  year  was  508 ;  that  was  a  larger 
number  than  they  had  had  in  any  pre- 
vious year.  [Mr.  O'Donnell:  How  many 
Catholics  ?]  There  were  very  few  there, 
22,  he  believed  ;  but  they  were  like  the 
Protestant  subjects  of  the  Queen,  and  it 
was  desirable  that  they  should  g^t  a 
good  professional  education.  They  liked 
to  go  to  these  Colleges,  and  it  was  a 
very  serious  matter  to  suddenly  deprive 
them  of  the  advantages  of  these  Col- 
leges. If  this  Bill  were  carried  out, 
no  young  men  would  be  enabled  to  pro- 
cure this  education.  [Mi'-  O'Donkell: 
They  oould  at  the  University.]  He 
would  mention  afterwards  the  position 
they  would  be  put  in  there,  if  they 
went  to  Cork  they  would  find  that  there 
the  majority  were  Roman  Catholics. 
There,  again,  the  number  was  consider- 
ably more  than  it  had  ever  been  before ; 
last  year  327,  in  the  previous  year  it  was 
300,  and  in  the  three  years  before  that 
it  was  280,  257,  and  232  respectively. 
That  showed  a  steady  increase.  The 
number  of  Catholic  students  had  also  in- 
creased considerably  every  year  for  the 
last  five  years.  In  1876-7  it  was  113 ;  in 
1877-8,  130  ;  in  1878-9,  146;  in  1879-80, 
152;  and  in  1880-1, 179.  That  showed  that 
the  Queen's  Colleges  were  not  the  actual 
failure  that  hon.  Members  seemed  to 
state.  [Mr.  Stnan  :  How  many  of  them 
are  Art  students  ?]  A  good  many  of  them 
were  Art  students ;  but  it  was  a  matter 
affecting  the  professional  education  of 
those  young  men,  and  the  young  men 
who  hoped  to  obtain  those  advantages 
would  not  thank  hon.  Members  for  trying 
to  prevent  them  getting  them.  There 
were  69  Art  students  in  Cork.  The  hon. 
Member  seemed  to  suppose  that  that 
professional  education  was  given  without 
any  regard  to  general  education.  That 
was  a  mistake.  He  supposed  that  he 
was  alluding  to  medicine;  but,  accord- 
ing to  the  rules  of  the  Medical  Council, 
no  young  man  could  enter  on  his  profes- 
sional studies  without  passing  an  exami- 
nation upon  subjects  for  which  consider- 
able general  knowledge  was  necessary. 
The  first  objection  of  the  Ghovernment, 
then,  that  was  made  to  this  Bill  was  that 
it  would  deprive  the  Irish  people  of  in- 
stitutions to  which  they  showed  tbey 
attached  very  considerable  value.  The 
hon.  Member  for  Dungarvan  then  went 
on  to  show  how  in  an  indirect  way  the 
views  of  the  Professors  might  effect  the 
religious  belief  of  the  studeute.  He  (Mr. 
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W.  E.  Forster)  thought  he  ought  to 
mention  the  fact  that  the  book  from 
which  the  hon.  Member  quoted  was  not 
a  text'booiE 

Mb.  O'DONNELL  said,  he  did  not  say 
it  was  a  text-book.  He  referred  to  it  as 
the  production  of  one  of  the  Professors. 

Mb.  W.  E.  FORSTEE  said,  he  did  not 
think  that  the  hon.  Member  for  Dun- 
garyan  meant  to  convey  in  so  many 
words  that  it  was  a  text-book ;  but  hon. 
Members  might  easily  have  supposed  it 
was.  It,  as  a  matter  of  fact,  merely 
showed  the  private  opinion  of  the  gentle- 
man who  wrote  it.  He  would  leave  it  to 
his  hon.  and  learned  Friend  the  Solicitor 
General  for  Ireland  (Mr.  A.  M.  Porter), 
who  knew  much  more  than  he  did  of  the 
Queen's  College  at  Belfast  and  its  disci- 
pline, to  reply  to  the  attacks  made  by  the 
hon.  Member.  He  might,  however,  say 
that  he  thought  the  contention  of  the  hon. 
Member  was  not  proved,  for  the  con- 
ditions of  unsectarian  teaching  had  not 
been  broken  in  the  Queen's  College, 
Belfast.  Probably  there  would  be  more 
teachers  there  who  held  views  in  regard 
to  history  that  were  not  generally  ac- 
ceptable to  the  Eoman  Catholic  Church 
than  there  would  be  in  the  other  Col- 
leges; but  certainly^  in  his  opinion, 
people  did  not,  as  a  rule,  find  that  the 
religious  character  of  their  children  re- 
mained as  they  wished  by  wrapping  them 
up  in  cotton-wool  and  not  allowing  them 
to  hear  the  opinions  of  the  other  side. 
He  doubted  very  much  whether  the  hear- 
ing of  opposite  opinions  did  have  the 
effect  alluded  to  by  the  hon.  Member. 
He  thought  there  was  a  striking  instance 
to  the  contrary  in  the  case  of  the  hon. 
Member  himself.  The  hon.  Member  had 
referred  to  the  teaching  he  himself  re- 
ceived at  Galway ;  but  that  teaching  did 
not  seem  to  have  the  effect  of  moulding 
his  views  to  those  of  the  teachers. 

Mb.  O'DONNELL  :  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  is  speaking  without  any 
knowledge  whatever  of  my  tutors,  their 
opinions,  or  how  far  I  was  dependent 
upon  them  in  any  way  as  far  as  my 
teaching. 

Mb.  W.  E.  FORSTEE  said,  tliat  he 
understood  the  hon.  Member  to  refer 
with  pleasure  to  the  instruction  that  he 
had  received,  and  yet  he  alluded  with 
an  expression  of  so  much  sorrow  and 
pain  to  the  similar  teacliing  which  other 
young  men  were  now  receiving  in  the 
Queen's  Colleges  ot  Ireland,  that  he  (Mr. 


W.  E.  Forster)  imagined  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man had  been  subjected  to  the  trial  and 
had  stood  the  test.  But  it  was  not  cor- 
rect to  say  that  young  men  were  sub- 
jected to  a  trial  when  they  received 
such  instruction  as  that  to  which  the 
hon.  Member  had  referred.  It  was  the 
result  in  more  cases  than  he  supposed. 
There  was  a  striking  example  of  it  in 
Oxford  at  one  time.  There  was  a  sort 
of  current  of  free  thought,  and  almost 
Badioal  views  in  politics,  and  to  some 
exttnt  in  religion,  which  he  believed 
was  a  reaction  on  extreme  teaching  on 
the  other  side,  and  he  was  told  that  a 
similar  reaction  was  now  following  from 
niauy  of  the  teaching  staff  being  Li- 
berals. In  this  case,  the  young  men 
guarded  their  own  views  very  much  as 
the  hon.  Member  guarded  his.  If 
parents  in  Ireland  preferred  to  have 
University  teaching  conducted  according 
to  their  own  ideas  of  religion,  and  even 
to  apply  them  to  matters  of  history  and 
general  knowledge,  there  was  no  reason 
why  they  should  not  be  allowed  to  do 
so ;  and  he  did  not  doubt  that  g^eat 
as  were  the  advantages  of  the  mixed 
system,  if  parents  would  take  to  it,  it 
was  not  a  system  on  which  they  could 
solely  or  mainly  rely  for  education  in 
Ireland,  whether  elementary,  interme- 
diate, or  University  education;  but 
there  were  a  great  many  people  in  Ire- 
land who  liked  the  mixed  system,  or 
at  least  did  not  dislike  it.  It  was  a 
very  serious  matter  to  step  forward  and 
say  that  a  year  or  two  after  they  had 
destroyed  the  Queen's  University  they 
should  destroy  the  Queen's  Colleges, 
which  were  doing  a  great  service  in  Ire- 
land. The  hon.  Member  for  Limerick 
(Mr.  Synan)  seemed  to  suppose  the  Bill 
would  merely  place  the  education  of 
these  young  men  in  connection  with  the 
Royal  University,  instead  of  with  the 
Queen's  Colleges  ;  but  the  hon.  Member 
could  hardly  have  read  the  Bill,  because 
it  would  deprive  them  of  any  educa- 
tional training  whatever.  That  would 
be  the  effect  of  the  Bill.  Its  2nd  clause 
handed  over  the  money  to  the  Royal 
University  of  Ireland  to  be  employed 
for  the  same  purposes  as  the  funds  al- 
ready provided  by  Parliament  for  the 
use  of  the  University ;  but  the  hon. 
Member  was  well  aware  that  the  Royal 
University  was  only  an  oxaiiriniug  Body, 
and  that  consequently  the  educational 
and  Collegiate  trainivi^  c^l  \X\ft^'<b  ^'^^^xv^ 


1 583         Unk^ruity  Education         \  C03C MONS  ] 


rireUni)  BiU, 


1584 


men  would  cease,  and  they  would  be  left 
to  get  their  training  as  best  they  could. 
[Mr.  O'Doxnell:  Establish  Fellow- 
ships.] Ue  had  always  supposed  that 
hon.  ^tembers  thought  it  would  be  an 
advantageouB  thiop^  that  there  should 
be  established  a  Collegiate  training  for 
Catholics  in  Ireland  rather  than  a  mere 
examining  Body  ;  but  if  they  thought 
sOy  it  struck  him  as  a  yery  curious  thing 
that  they  should  have  brought  in  a  Bill 
which  would  abolish  all  Collegiate  train- 
ing in  Ireland  outside  Trinity  College. 
Even  the  buildings  of  the  Queen's  Col- 
leges would  be  rendered  useless,  and 
would  have  to  be  sold,  because  the  Boyal 
University  could  not  by  its  Charter  use 
them.  That  brought  him  to  what  was 
a  sufficient  objection  if  there  was  no 
other.  It  was  too  early  to  re-open  the 
University  Question  in  Ireland.  [''  No, 
no ! '']  He  meant  by  an  Act  of  Farlia- 
ment ;  he  did  not  object  to  hon.  Mem- 
bers raising  the  question,  and  stating 
what  they  considered  was  justly  due  to 
them,  though  he  imagined  that  even 
from  their  own  point  of  view  they  would 
have  done  it  by  a  better  drawn  Bill; 
but,  in  his  opinion  and  in  the  opinion  of 
the  Government,  it  was  too  early  to  re- 
open the  question.  It  was  only  three 
years  ago  an  Act  was  passed  to  meet  the 
claims  of  the  Roman  Catholics  in  Ire- 
land. He  did  not  say  that  it  fully  met 
thom.  He  was  now  speaking  solely  of 
himself,  and  was  not  to  be  understood 
as  pledging  anybody  but  himself;  but 
he  would  state  the  same  views  now  as 
he  had  expressed  before — that  it  would 
have  been  far  better  to  have  boldly  en- 
dowed a  Roman  Catholic  College  than 
to  establish  the  clumsy  method  of  mere 
prizes  for  education,  which  he  thought 
was  open  to  the  same  religious  objec- 
tion, and  was  not  educationally  as  ad- 
van  ta^eous.  That  was,  however,  ac- 
cepted. [**  No,  no !  "]  He  did  not  say 
it  was  accepted  as  final ;  but  it  was  so 
far  accepted  that  the  most  influential 
Catholics  in  Ireland  were  setting  to  work 
to  do  the  best  they  could  with  it  to  get 
it  into  full  operation,  and  he  did  not 
think  it  was  fair  to  ask  Parliament  to 
unsettle  the  matter  until  it  was  found 
out  what  the  Royal  University  could  do, 
and  all  those  eminent  persons,  including 
all  those  of  the  highest  dignity  and  in- 
fluence in  Ireland,  had  found  out  what 
were  the  effects  of  the  Act ;  but,  under 
mxj  oinmmBtanoos,  it  seemed  to  him  a 


very  objectionable  mode  of  proceeding* 
and  to  be  levelling  down  with  a  ven- 
geance, that  because  the  Roman  Catho- 
.  lies  had  not  got  what  they  woald  like  to 
have,  a  CoUegiate  training  of  their  own, 
'  therefore  they  should  take  the  present 
Collegiate  training  away  from  those 
young  men  whose  parents  wished  them 
to  have  it,  and  with  whom  and  for  whom 
it  was  working  most  satis&ctorily. 

Mr.  S YNAN  said,  this  was  a  rery  in- 
structive discussion,  because  it  showed 
the  House  the  manner -in  which  Irish 
questions  were  dealt  with,  and  proved 
that  the  Government  had  not  the  courage 
of  their  opinions  when  they  refrained 
from  asking  the  House  to  cany  legisla- 
tion which  would  settle  the  quesdon 
once  and  for  ever.  During  his  (Mr. 
Synan's)  long  Parliamentair  experience 
of  the  last  20  years,  various  GoTemmente 
had  been  peddling  with  this  question, 
and  the  settlement  invariably  proposed  by 
either  of  them  could  neither  receive  the 
assent  of  the  House,  nor  the  assent  of 
the  people  of  Ireland.  They  always  en- 
deavoured to  march  between  two  con- 
tradictory lines  by  attempting  to  please 
the  mixed  educationists  of  England  and 
by  trying,  at  the  same  time,  to  conciliate 
the  denominational  educationists  of  Ire- 
land. In  that  spirit  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman the  Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland 
addressed  the  House  a  moment  ago. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  admitted  that 
the  question  was  not  satisfactorily  dealt 
with  by  the  Act  of  1879;  but  that  he 
could  give  no  pledge  on  the  part  of  the 
Government  to  take  it  in  hand  again. 
When  it  was  remembered  that  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  was  the  Educational 
Minister  for  England  for  many  years, 
and  that  he  succeeded  in  carrying  great 
reforms,  why  had  he  not  the  courage  to 
give  his  opinion,  and  to  tell  the  Govern- 
ment that  in  Ireland,  as  well  as  in  Eng- 
land, the  question  ought  to  be  settled, 
and  that  it  could  only  be  settled  by 
adapting  the  educational  system  of  the 
country  to  the  opinion,  interests,  and 
desires  of  the  people  of  the  country. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  endeavoured 
to  prop  up  the  Queen's  Colleges  by 
pointing  to  the  rush  of  students  to  them 
lately ;  but  could  any  fair-minded  man 
who  was  accustomed  to  listen  to  the 
speeches  of  Irish  Members  on  this  sub- 
ject, after  listening  to  the  speech  of 
the  hon.  Member  for  Dungarvan  (Mr. 
O'Donuell),  come  to  any  other  oonolusioA 


1585     Univeriity  Mdueation         {MAnrii  22,  1882]  {Ireland)  Bill.  1586 


than  that  the  Queen's  CollegesinTreland, 
as  far  as  the  education  of  the  Irish  people 
was  concerned,  were  almost  a  total 
and  absolute  failure?  Every  matricu- 
lated student  of  the  Queen's  Colleges  by 
the  Act  of  1 879  became  a  student  of  the 
Koyal  University,  and  the  increase  of 
students  since  1879  could  be  easily 
accounted  for  by  the  advertisements 
published  in  the  papers,  inviting  them 
to  matriculate  in  the  Queen's  Colleges, 
because  they  would  have  the  double  ad- 
vantage of  having  a  chance  of  gaining 
the  prizes  of  the  Royal  University  and 
of  gaining  the  prizes  of  the  Queen's 
College  as  well.  The  Chief  Secretary 
for  Ireland  admitted  that  that  was 
unfair ;  but,  if  it  was,  why  did  he  not 
remedy  it?  Two  years  ago  the  Irish 
Party  brought  the  question  before  the 
House  by  a  Resolution  asking  it  to 
throw  the  educational  prizes  of  the 
Queen's  Colleges  and  those  of  the  Royal 
University  into  one  common  fund,  so 
that  all  could  have  access  to  them. 
What  was  the  answer  given  to  that  de- 
mand ?  That  the  Queen's  Colleges  were 
not  disturbed  by  the  Act  of  1879,  and 
that,  therefore,  they  should  remain  as 
they  were.  That  was  no  answer  to  the 
Irish  people,  or  to  the  students  of  the 
new  University.  Neither  was  it  any 
justification  of  the  injustice  which  was 
practised  upon  them  by  giving  the 
Queen's  College  students  an  unfair  ad- 
vantage and  depriving  the  others  of  the 
advantage  of  competing  for  a  portion  of 
the  fund  given  by  Parliament  for  the 
education  of  the  people  of  Ireland.  Upon 
what  principle  was  £4,000  a-year  ex- 
clusively appropriated  by  the  Queen's 
Colleges  for  prizes  and  scholarships ;  and 
why  should  students  educated  in  other 
Colleges  at  their  own  expense  have  their 
funds  encroached  upon  by  students  of  the 
Queen's  Colleges  without  any  chance  of 
Laving  the  £4,000  a-year  given  to  these 
institutions  ?  He  would  admit  that  the 
Bill  before  the  House  was  badly  framed ; 
but  he  did  not  think  the  Government 
could  have  any  difficulty  in  appropri- 
ating section  3,  which  proposed  to  trans- 
fer to  the  Royal  University  the  £4,000 
a-year  already  referred  to  for  prizes, 
scholarships,  and  fellowships.  In  Belfast 
College  there  were  but  22  Catholics  out 
of  508,  notwithstanding  the  fact  that  in 
the  Province  of  Ulster  the  Protestant 
and  Catholic  populations  were  almost 
ec[ual.     Why  should  Belfast  College  be 


practically  a  denominational  College  for 
Presbyterian  purposes ;  and  why  should 
22  Catholic  students  be  compelled  to 
listen  to  opinions  like  those  of  the  Pro- 
fessor to  whom  the  hon.  Member  for 
Dungarvan  referred  ?  The  Chief  Secre- 
tary for  Ireland  did  not  like  to  enter  on 
the  question.  He  said  it  was  well  to 
hear  both  sides  of  any  question ;  but  was 
it  well  for  a  boy  of  14  or  15  years  of  age 
to  hear  one  side  of  a  question  only, 
and  that  side  at  variance  with  his  reli- 
gious opinions?  Could  it  be  expected 
that  any  Catholic  student  in  Ulster 
would  be  allowed  by  the  members  of 
his  family  to  enter  that  College ;  or  was 
it  surprising  that  those  who  did  so  were 
few  in  number,  as  was  proved  by  the  facts  ? 
The  Theological  School  was  practically 
incorporated  with  the  Belfast  College, 
and  100  of  the  students  were  trained  for 
the  Presbyterian  Church.  Suppose  the 
Cork  or  Galway  College  was  used  in  the 
same  way  for  denominational  purposes, 
and  put  in  connection  with  Maynooth, 
the  question  would  not  stand  a  moment's 
investigation  in  the  eyes  of  English 
Members.  But  what  was  good  for  one 
College  was  good  for  every  other,  and  if 
there  was  to  be  justice  let  there  be  jus- 
tice all  round.  No  reason  had  been 
given  by  the  Government  for  the  injus- 
tice of  which  they  complained,  and  he 
knew  very  well  there  could  be  no  answer 
given.  In  this  particular  everyone  knew 
that  the  Irish  accepted  the  Bill  of  1879 
under  protest.  They  failed  to  carry 
The  O'Conor  Don's  Bill,  and  it  was  a 
question  of  nothing  or  accepting  the  Act 
of  1879.  They,  therefore,  took  the  one 
offered  instead  as  an  instalment.  The 
people  of  Ireland  were  shut  out  from 
what  should  be  their  University,  the 
University  of  Dublin,  and  they  accepted 
the  Act  of  1879  as  a  kind  of  wedge  by 
which  they  hoped  to  be  able  to  work  out 
the  end.  The  present  Bill  proposed,  not 
in  very  artistic  language,  he  would  ad- 
mit, to  place  at  the  disposal  of  the  Royal 
University  the  funds  derived  by  the 
Queen's  Colleges,  to  be  appropriated  as 
the  Senate  of  the  University  thought 
fit,  while  the  sum  appropriated  by  the 
Queen's  Colleges  might  be  added  to  the 
£20,000  given  for  general  University 
education  in  Ireland.  There  could  be 
no  difficulty  about  that  on  the  part  of 
the  Government.  It  also  proposed  to 
hand  over  to  the  Senate  of  the  Royal 
University  the  bavld\v\^'^  ^1  >^i^^>\^^\i^ 
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Colleges,  not  interfering  with  the  Pro- 
fessors, Presidents,  or  other  officers.  The 
Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland  said  that 
would  be  destroying  and  levelling  the 
College  without  putting  anything 'in  its 
place.  He  (Mr.  Synan)  would  admit  that 
it  had  that  aspect ;  but  it  could  be  changed 
in  Committee,  for  he  did  not  see  any 
difficulty  in  making  an  alteration  which 
would  meet  what  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man said  ought  to  be  done  in  regard  to 
Collegiate  education.  The  Boyal  U Di- 
versity was  not  solely  an  examining 
Board.  It  had  the  power  of  appoint- 
ing Fellows,  and  of  giving  prizes  and 
scholarships;  and  what  the  Bill  pro- 
posed was  to  superadd  to  these  the 
advantage  of  having  Collegiate  edu- 
cation by  placing  the  existing  Colleges 
at  the  disposal  of  the  Senate.  It  was 
true  the  Act  of  1 845  prevented  such  a 
transfer,  and  the  Act  of  1879  preserved 
the  Queen's  Colleges  intact  from  en- 
croachment by  the  Royal  University ; 
but  he  sajv  no  difficulty  in  repealing  the 
clauses  of  the  Acts  of  1845  and  1879,  so 
as  to  enable  the  Boyal  University  to  use 
these  Colleges  for  educational  purposes. 
What  was  the  difficulty  of  putting  a 
clause  in  the  Act  to  allow  the  Boyal 
University  to  deal  with  the  Colleges  as 
they  stood?  He  saw  no  difficulty  ex- 
cept the  non  possumus  of  the  Govern- 
ment. The  Government  did  not  want 
to  deal  with  the  question  of  University 
education,  nor  did  they  want  to  deal 
with  any  Irish  question  in  an  Irish  sense, 
and  it  was  impossible  for  the  Irish  Mem- 
bers to  do  anything  with  these  questions 
except  what  Ministers  liked  themselves. 
He  would,  however,  have  expected  that 
a  strong  Minister  like  the  Prime  Mi- 
nister would  have  decided  that  this  was 
a  question  which  ought  to  be  dealt  with. 
He  would  admit  that  the  Act  of  1879  did 
not  deal  with  the  question,  and  that  the 
unsettled  state  in  which  this  question 
was  left  increased  discontent  in  Ireland  ; 
but  that  discontent  would  continue  until 
the  question  was  dealt  with  in  a  Ca- 
tholic sense  as  well  as  in  a  Protestant 
sense,  and  until  a  system  was  established 
from  which  nobody  would  be  excluded 
and  by  which  all  would  be  placed  on  an 
equality.  Those  were  the  grounds  upon 
which  he  should  support  the  second 
reading  of  the  Bill  before  the  House, 
defective  though  it  was. 

Colonel  COLTHUBST   said,  he 
wished  to  say  a  few  words  in  support  of 

Mr.  Sifnan 


the  views  expressed  by  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Limerick  (Mr.  Synan).    All  hon. 
Members  of  the  Mouse  who  approached 
the  subject  of  Irish  education  admitted, 
in  general  terms,  that  educational  equa- 
lity ought  in  some  way  to  be  conceded 
to  every  section  of  the  Irish  people.    It 
had  been  attempted  to  reach  educational 
equality  by  many  means,  and,  among 
others,   by  means  of  the  Queen's  Col- 
leges ;  but  the  solution  proposed  by  the 
late  lamented  Mr.  Butt  was  the  one  that 
commended  itself  most  to  his  (Colonel 
Colthurst's)  judgment.     In   1879,  after 
the  failure  of  The  O'Conor  Don's  Bill, 
the  University  Education    Act,    which 
was  passed,  was  not  accepted  by  any 
hon.   Member  professing  to   speak  on 
behalf  of  the  Catholic  population  of  Ire- 
laud  as  a  satisfactory  solution  of  the  ques- 
tion.  The  O'Conor  Don  himself  pointed 
out  most  clearly  that  the  inequality  would 
be   more   glaringly  exhibited    between 
the   students  of  the   endowed  Queen's 
Colleges  and  the  students  of  the  unen- 
dowed Catholic,  and  other  Colleges  in 
Ireland.    Mr.  Kavanagh,  the  late  Mem- 
ber for  Carlow,  who  was  entitled  to  the 
gratitude  of  the  Irish   people  for  the 
pains  he  took  to   settle  this    question 
satisfactorily,  and  the  hon.  Member  for 
Liskeard  (Mr.   Courtney),    pointed  out 
then  that  it  would   be   impossible   to 
resist  the  claim  of  the  Catholics  of  Ire- 
laud  to  an  endowed  College,  if  the  Bill 
before    the    House  then   passed.      He 
(Colonel  Colthurst)  disclaimed  any  re- 
sponsibility for  the  present  Bill ;  but  he 
did  not  say  that  the   time  might  not 
come,  if  the  present  system  was  perse- 
vered in,   when  the   Queen's    Colleges 
would  have   to  be  totally  disendowed. 
Neither  was  he  prepared  to  say  that  the 
time  had  come  when  it  was  reasonable 
to  expect  the  Government  to  come  to  a 
conclusion  on  the  lines  laid  down  by  the 
hon.  Member  for  Limerick.  But  his  hon. 
Friend  pointed  out  that  upon  those  lines 
it  was  perfectly  possible  to  concede  some 
sort  of  equality  to  the  Catholic  students 
of  the  present  Royal  University.    It  was 
now  in  the  power,  and  it  would  be  next 
year  in  the  power,  of  the  Queen's  Col- 
leges to  send  their  best  men  forward  to 
compete  for  a  share  of  the  £5,000  to  be 
allocated  in  prizes  and  scholarships  by 
the   Royal   University,  and    to  let  the 
residuum  fall   back   upon   the    £1,2(^0 
a-year  now   allocated   to   each  of   the 
I  Queen's  Colleges  for  prizes.     Ho  asked, 
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could  anybody  defend  such  a  glaring 
injustice?  He  trusted  that  liis  right  hon. 
Friend  the  Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland 
might  be  persuaded  to  offer  some  hope 
that  the  Government  would  consider  the 
question.  He  did  not  say  they  should 
accept  the  Bill,  nor  was  he  himself  alto- 
gether in  favour  of  all  its  details ;  but  if 
the  hon.  Member  for  Wicklow  (Mr.  W. 
J.  Corbet)  should  go  to  a  division,  he 
should  vote  for  the  Bill,  not  because  he 
agreed  with  it  altogether,  but  as  a  pro- 
test against  the  inequality  and  injustice 
to  which  the  Catholic  students  of  Ireland 
were  still  subject.  If  that  injustice  were 
to  be  removed,  there  was,  in  his  opinion, 
no  possible  solution  of  the  question 
but  a  general  disendowment.  if  the  con- 
victions of  the  people  of  this  country 
would  not  allow  of  the  system  of  level- 
ling up. 

Mr.  DALY  said,  ho  was  aware  that 
the  Bill  was  imperfectly  drawn  ;  but  it 
had  been  put  forward  by  the  Irish 
Members  from  a  desire  to  put  before 
the  English  people  the  very  great  griev- 
ances under  which  the  Catholic  youths 
of  Ireland  lived.  No  matter  from  what 
motive  the  Queen's  College  in  Belfast 
was  started,  it  was  plain  to  everyone 
that  to-day  it  was  a  sectarian  College. 
They  claimed,  as  a  matter  of  fact,  that 
the  Queen's  Colleges  were  a  failure  alto- 
gether as  they  existed  at  the  present 
day.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Chief 
Secretary  for  Ireland  said  that  it  was 
too  early  to  re-open  the  University  ques- 
tion. That  being  so,  he  (Mr.  Daly)  did 
not  expect  the  Bill  to  pass  the  second 
reading,  and  he  believed  the  only  prac- 
tical result  of  bringing  it  forward  would 
be  to  awaken  the  English  mind  to  the  in- 
equalities under  which  Catholic  students 
laboured,  as  compared  with  Protestant 
and  Nonconformist  students.  By  reason 
of  the  conscientious  convictions  of  the 
Catholic  youth,  representing  by  far  tlie 
largest  majority  of  the  Irish  people, 
they  were  debarred  from  participating 
in  the  education  given  by  the  Queen's 
Coll  egos.  In  Cork  the  Faculty  of  Medicine 
was  alone  well  attended  for  the  sake  of 
the  qualification  conferred ;  but  the  ab- 
sence of  Catholic  students  in  Arts  was 
sufficient  of  itself  to  condemn  the  pre- 
sent Univei*sity  system.  No  matter  what 
hon.  Members  might  say  about  Catho- 
lics having  no  right  to  abandon  the 
Queen's  Colleges  on  religious  grounds, 
they  could  not   shut  their  eyes  to  the 


fact  that  the  Irish  people  as  a  rule  re- 
jected worldly  matters  for  the  sake  of 
religious  convictions ;  and  the  proposal 
of  his  hon.  Friend  (Mr.  W.  J.  Corbet), 
simply  to  transfer  the  funds  of  the 
Queen's  Colleges  to  the  Eoyal  University, 
which  was  approachable  by  all  classes 
and  religions,  would  not  meet  the  ques- 
tion. It  was  therefore  proposed  to  con- 
vey those  sums  which  at  present  they  had 
no  chance  of  sharing  to  the  University 
which  was  approachable  by  all.  If  the 
funds  of  the  University  were  increased 
so  as  to  make  the  prizes  and  scholarships 
more  valuable,  there  was  no  reason  why 
members  of  every  sect  should  not  enter 
it  as  well  as  the  Catholics.  It  would  be 
a  question  of  no  favour,  but  let  the  best 
man  win.  In  the  Queen's  Colleges  they 
had  splendid  consulting  libraries,  mu- 
seums, and  every  aid  to  the  acquisition 
of  a  knowledge  of  practical  science ;  but, 
under  the  existing  rules,  the  Catholic 
student  was  debarred  from  all  those 
privileges,  because  his  religious  convic- 
tions would  not  allow  him  to  enter  those 
Colleges.  In  a  report  by  the  President 
of  the  University  (Dr.  0' Sullivan),  he 
had  referred  to  the  want  of  several  of 
these  aids  which  were  possessed  by  the 
Colleges,  and  he  asked  if  that  were  not 
likely  to  produce  in  the  mind  of  the 
Catholic  student  the  idea  that  he  was 
debarred  from  these  advantages  which 
were  provided  in  part  by  his  money, 
and  were  helping  a  man  to  take  the 
prize  out  of  his  hands  ?  He  (Mr.  Daly) 
thought  that  they  should  give  all  the 
students  a  chance  of  starting  fairly.  If 
the  Motion  did  nothing  else,  it  would 
be  useful  in  enlightening  public  opinion, 
and  it  would  bring  to  the  mind  of  the 
English  people  the  grievance  under  which 
the  Catholic  students  laboured ;  it  would 
show  that  part  of  their  money  went 
to  provide  educational  advantages  from 
which  they  themselves  were  debarred. 
By  throwing  open  the  prizes  for  scholar- 
ships in  the  Royal  University  to  all 
denominations,  injustice  would  be  done 
to  none. 

Mr.  BBYCE  said,  the  Irish  Members, 
in  his  opinion,  were  fully  justified  in 
raising  this  discussion,  which  would  do 
good  service;  but  he  was  equally  con- 
vinced that  the  attitude  the  Ghoverument 
had  assumed  towards  it,  both  with  re- 
spect to  its  principle  and  to  its  details, 
was  the  proper  one,  and  he  was  glad 
they  had  made  a\i  \x\iW!^\SQ«^  \<i'«\^x^- 
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tion  of  their  opposition  to  the  Bill.  He 
hoped  tlie  Government  would  adhere  to 
the  declaration  that  had  been  made  by 
his  right  hon.  Friend  the  Chief  Secretary 
for  Ireland,  and  refuse  to  move,  by  even 
one  stepi  towards  doing  anything  which 
would  injuriously  affect  the  Queen's 
Colleges.  So  far  was  he  from  agreeing 
with  the  hon.  Members  from  Ireland 
that  those  Colleges  were  a  hopeless 
failure,  that  he  maintained  they  had 
been  a  distinct  success.  When  they  com- 
pared the  population  and  prosperity 
of  England  and  Ireland,  the  number 
of  students  attending  the  Queen's  Col- 
leges in  Ireland  contrasted  favourably 
with  the  number  attending  the  English 
Colleges  and  Universities.  More  than 
that,  the  Queen's  Colleges  had  had  to 
struggle  against  many  difficulties,  and  the 
fact  that  they  had  withstood  the  constant 
opposition  of  the  Catholic  hierarchy  was 
some  testimony  to  their  strength.  Hon. 
Members  from  Ireland  thought  they 
had  shown  the  Queen's  Colleges  to  be 
denominational  institutions,  when  they 
showed  that  the  great  majority  of  their 
students  were  not  Catholics ;  but  he 
(Mr.  Bryce)  could  not  admit  the  rele- 
vancy of  the  argument,  not  even  with 
regard  to  the  Queen's  College  at  Belfast. 
Hon  Members  seemed  to  have  forgotten 
that  in  Ulster  the  Protestants  formed  the 
wealthier  class,  and  that  the  Catholics, 
unfortunately,  were  not,  as  a  rule,  in 
that  prosperous  worldly  condition  which 
would  enable  them  to  give  their  cliil- 
dren  an  University  education.  An  insti- 
tution could  only  be  called  sectarian  when 
its  endowments  and  emoluments,  or  some 
portion  of  them,  were  exclusively  reserved 
for  the  enjoyment  of  persons  belonging 
to  any  one  religious  body.  This  was 
not  the  case  with  the  Queen's  Colleges, 
and,  indeed,  no  proof  of  such  a  thing 
had  ever  been  attempted.  All  their  Pro- 
fessorial Chairs  were  open  to  Catholics 
as  well  as  Protestants.  If  hon.  Mem- 
bers showed  that  when  Catholic  and 
Protestant  candidates  of  equal  merit 
came  forward  for  a  Professorial  Chair, 
the  preference  was  always  given  to  the 
Protestant,  they  might  have  some  ground 
for  their  assertion  ;  but  that  had  never 
been  shown.  If  any  one  of  the  Queen's 
Collefi^es  was  practically  denominational, 
it  could  not  be  in  consequence  of  anything 
oonneoted  with  the  institutions,  but  be- 
caase  a  larger  number  of  Protestants  pre- 
sented themselves  as  students.     This  did 

Mr.  Bryci 


not  imply  sectarianism.  It  might  be  true 
that  tne  majority  of  Professors  in  the 
Colleges  were  Protestants  ;  but  that  was 
not  in  itself  a  ground  of  complaint.  Dis- 
senters in  England  could  not  complain 
of  the  English  Universities,  or  refuse  to 
send  their  sons  there  because  99  percent 
of  the  teachers  there  were  members  of 
the  Church  of  England.  The  largest 
number  of  wealthy  persons  in  the  neigh- 
bourhood of  Belfast  were  Protestants, 
just  as  the  largest  number  of  wealthy 
persons  accustomed  to  send  their  sons 
to  the  English  Universities  were  mem- 
bers of  the  Church  of  England;  and 
hence  it  naturally  followed  that  the 
largest  number  of  Professors  and  tutors 
were  of  the  same  religious  views.  The 
method  of  choosing  a  candidate,  not 
from  any  particular  denomination,  but 
simply  the  candidate  of  the  greatest 
merit,  whoever  he  might  be,  had  natu- 
rally resulted  in  the  elections  complained 
of.  He  should  like  to  know  why  it  was 
desired  to  destroy  the  Queen's  Colleges  ? 
They  were  at  present  rendering  veiy 
g^eat  services  to  a  country  where  the 
means  of  promoting  higher  education 
had  long  been  too  scanty.  Their  exist- 
ence did  not  injure  any  other  Colleges 
which  might  seek  a  share  in  the  prizes 
of  the  Royal  University.  Hon.  Mem- 
bers opposite  forgot  that  by  the  4th 
sub-section  of  Clause  9  of  the  Boyal 
University  Act  of  last  Session,  students 
of  the  Queen's  Colleges  who  had  already 
got  scholarships  or  prizes  in  those  Col- 
leges could  not  compete  for  such  in  the 
Boyal  University  without  dropping  those 
emoluments.  He  did  not,  however,  feel 
satisfied  with  the  conduct  of  the  Govern- 
ment in  proposing  their  Irish  University 
legislation  of  18bl ;  nor  could  they  ex- 
cuse themselves  by  alleging  that  they 
were  merely  following  up  the  policy  of 
Lord  Beaconsfield's  Government,  ex- 
pressed in  the  Act  of  1879.  He  had 
pointed  out  the  defects  of  the  Act  of 
1881  at  the  time;  but  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Chief  Secretary  for  Ire- 
land was  determined  to  press  his  mea- 
sure. If  the  Queen's  University  had 
not  been  destroyed  there  would  be  no 
case  against  the  Queen's  Colleges — ^no 
pretext  whatever  for  such  a  Bill  as 
the  present.  The  destruction  of  the 
Queen's  University  was  another  in- 
stance of  the  unsatisfactory  way  in  which 
legislation  on  the  subject  of  Irish 
education    was    effected    by    Ministers 
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in  that  House.  He  did  not  think  they 
could  draw  any  distinction  in  that  re- 
spect between  Liberal  and  Tory  Ministers. 
Both  Parties  alike  seemed  to  have  been 
actuated,  not  by  any  permanent  prin- 
ciple, but  by  a  desire  to  do  the  thing 
that  would  give  them  the  least  trouble 
at  the  moment ;  they  had  thought  only 
of  humouring  the  Boman  Catholic  hier- 
archy on  the  one  side,  and  the  Ulster 
Protestants  on  the  other,  not  what  would 
best  secure  sound  education  for  the 
Irish  people.  The  scheme  was,  like 
too  many  Irish  Government  schemes,  a 
mere  tinkering  with  the  question — a 
mere  sop  to  Irish  dissatisfaction,  to  be 
received  as  such,  and  to  be  repudiated 
as  soon  as  received,  instead  of  an  honest 
attempt  to  deal  with  the  difficulties  of 
the  general  question  apart  from  present 
politics.  The  Government  should  take 
into  consideration  even  now,  when  so 
much  mischief  had  been  done  by  the 
extinction  of  the  Queen's  University, 
not  what  would  please  one  Party  or 
another,  but  what  would  be  the  best 
for  the  whole  of  Ireland  in  the  long 
run.  He  did  not  think  the  proposed 
Bill  would  bring  them  back  to  the  true 
track.  He  admitted,  and  he  ventured  to 
think  that  many  hon.  Members  around 
him  also  frankly  admitted,  that  the  Irish 
Members  had  a  grievance,  and  they 
wished  to  see  which  was  the  best  way  to 
remedy  it.  The  scheme  for  the  Royal 
University  provided  scholarships  and  so 
forth,  but  did  not  provide  for  the  teach- 
ing, or  only  in  a  secondary  way,  and 
gave  no  security  that  the  teachers  would 
be  well  chosen.  It  was  not  merely 
money  that  was  wanted ;  money  might 
be  so  used,  and  often  was  so  used,  as  to 
injure  instead  of  promoting  education — 
it  was  teaching  institutions,  duly  orga- 
nized, and  worked  by  capable  men.  If 
the  Irish  Members  would  bring  for- 
ward some  Bill  which  would  provide 
for  such  institutions,  the  Government 
might  perhaps  regard  it  more  favour- 
ably ;  and  he  would  promise  for  him- 
self, and  he  believed  he  might  add  for 
many  hon.  Members  who  took  the  same 
view  of  these  questions,  and  had  hitherto 
opposed  anything  savouring  of  denomi- 
nationalism,  that  they  would  consent  to 
forego  their  own  special  view  on  the  sub- 
ject, if,  by  doing  so,  they  could  give  satis- 
faction to  the  Irish  people.  It  was  a 
question  that  should  be  settled  upon  a 
principle,  and  that  principle  should  be 


I  one  that  should  work  right  through,  and 
be  capable  of  future  development. 

Mr.  THOMAS  COLLINS  said,  he 
would  give  his  support  to  the  second 
reading  of  the  Bill,  because  he  thought 
it  was  very  desirable  that  they  should 
offer  to  the  people  of  Ireland  a  system 
of  education  that  the  great  mass  of  the 
people  could  avail  themselves  of.  He 
bad  always  advocated  religious  education 
for  this  country,  and  if  a  principle  was 
good  for  England  it  was  good  for  Ireland. 
He  would  like  to  see  the  Queen's  Colleges 
which  had  been  disestablished  disen- 
dowed, and  their  endowments  g^ven  not 
to  a  section  of  the  people,  but  to  all  the 
people  of  Ireland.  He  thought  that  the 
Mover  of  the  Bill  would  have  done  more 
wisely  if  he  had  made  an  attack  upon 
the  Queen's  Colleges  one  by  one.  There 
was  something  to  be  said  for  the  Queen's 
Colleges  of  Belfast  and  Cork ;  but  no- 
thing could  be  said  in  favour  of  the  one 
at  Galway,  and  on  previous  occasions  he 
had  both  spoken  and  voted  against  any 
endowment  oeing  g^ven  to  it,  because  he 
thought  it  was  nothing  more  than  a  job 
from  beginning  to  end.  The  number  of 
Bom  an  Catholic  students  in  it  was  so  few 
that  it  had  no  real/ortM  standi  as  educating 
the  West  Country  population  of  Ireland  ; 
and,  looking  to  the  numbers  who  ought 
to  be  educated  in  it,  he  must  say  that  it 
had  never  given  satisfactory  education 
to  the  people  of  the  Catholic  Province 
in  which  it  was  placed.  The  Bill  which 
very  wisely  disestablished  the  Queen's 
University  did  not  satisfy  the  people  of 
Ireland,  leaving  as  it  did  the  mass  of 
the  population  excluded  from  a  share  of 
the  educational  emoluments  which  ex- 
isted. The  object  was  to  set  up  in  its 
place  a  new  University,  which  should  be 
undenominational  in  a  certain  sense,  but 
which  by  means  of  payments  by  results 
would  give  equal  advant€iges  to  all 
classes.  That  was  getting  in  the  thin 
end  of  the  wedge,  for  it  was  not  for  a 
moment  to  be  supposed  that  they  could 
keep  the  Trinity  College  and  the  College 
of  Belfast  endowed  and  give  no  endow- 
ment to  the  Boman  Catholics,  who 
formed  the  great  bulk  of  the  population. 
There  was  no  doubt  that  the  Queen's 
College,  Belfast,  was  practically  a  Pres- 
byterian seminary,  just  as  in  old  days 
Trinity  College  was  substantially  an  Epis- 
copalian University,  and  just  as  Oxford 
was  a  Church  of  England  University. 
Practicdly,   the  bulk   of  tli^  "^^i^sassvc- 
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formists  that  went  there  conformed.  No 
one  could  with  justice  say  that  the  three 
particular  Queen's  Colleges  should  have 
an  advantage  over  every  other  institution 
in  Ireland  of  a  cogpiate  character.  Such 
an  idea  would  not  hold  water.  Those  who 
sought  University  education  in  Ireland 
must  not  be  subjected  to  any  special  dis- 
abilities, and  no  particular  privileges 
should  be  given  to  persons  entering 
what  were  called  the  Queen's  Colleges, 
unless  they  were  preparing  to  open  up  a 
few  more  Queen's  Colleges,  and  let  Gal- 
way  and  Cork  be  purely  Catholic  Col- 
leges, and  Belfast  purely  Presbyterian. 
They  must  either  do  that,  or  adopt  the 
other  system  of  handing  over  those 
emoluments  to  a  University  which  had 
the  confidence  of  all  sections  of  the 
people  of  Ireland.  He  should  vote  for 
the  second  reading  of  the  Bill,  although 
he  considered  it  would  require  material 
alteration  in  Committee. 

Colonel  NOLAN  said,  the  Catholics 
of  Ireland  should  be  furnished  with 
proper  facilities  for  University  educa- 
tion, provided  they  got  the  same.  He 
did  not  wish  to  say  that  anything  was 
wrong  about  the  Queen's  College  in 
Belfast;  but  if  hon.  Members  would 
like  to  know  what  the  system  of  the 
Queen's  Colleges  really  was  they  must 
go  to  Galway.  The  College  building 
there  was  magnificent,  and  he  believed 
some  of  the  Professors  were  eminent 
men,  and  had  attracted  some  Catholics ; 
but  he  would  like  to  see  that  building 
put  to  a  proper  use.  But  under  the 
present  system  that  was  impossible.  It 
was  simply  throwing  out  a  salmon  to 
catch  a  sprat.  It  was  a  case  in  which 
gross  bribery  was  evident,  for  the 
Catholic  students  went  there  in  spite  of 
the  feeling  that  they  were  doing  some- 
thing mean.  The  Roman  Catholic  youth 
must,  of  course,  get  their  education,  and 
would  have  it ;  but  still  they  knew  that 
it  was  forced  on  them  on  very  unfair 
terms — namely,  that  they  must  leave 
religion  in  abeyance  when  they  entered 
the  College.  It  was  all  veiy  well  to  say 
they  could  get  religion  outside.  When 
Catholic  young  men  entered  the  Queen's 
Colleges,  a  great  many  of  them  retained 
their  religion,  and  a  great  many  of 
them  who  lost  it  afterwards .  recovered 
it ;  but  it  must  be  allowed  that  the 
religion  of  the  Catholics  who  went  there 
was,  on  the  whole,  injuriously  affected, 
tofT  when  yoang  men  found  that  religion 
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was  put  in  the  lowest  plaoe  they  na- 
turally began  to  think  little  of  it.  Many 
of  them  retained  their  religion,  but  it 
was  in  spite  of  the  College  training,  and 
not  in  consequence  of  it ;  and  Protestants 
must  not  suppose  that  the  Catholic 
students  who  lost  their  faith  came  over 
to  them ;  the  fact  was,  they  went  in  the 
direction  of  f  reethinking.  He  thooght 
that  no  greater  mistake  could  be  made 
by  a  country  than  that  pablic  money 
should  be  paid  for  the  training  of  the 
people  without  any  sense  of  religion. 
He  did  not  go  so  far  as  to  say  that  they 
should  actually  keep  money  from  people 
who  might  wish  to  rear  up  children 
without  religion;  but  he  thought  no- 
thing would  be  more  unfair  than  to  say 
to  parents  that  they  should  have  no 
choice — that  they  should  either  do  with- 
out University  education,  or  give  up 
their  religion.  That  was  the  system 
offered  by  the  Colleges.  As  long  as  the 
English  people  continued  to  educate  the 
Irish  not  upon  the  English,  but  upon 
the  Irish  system,  they  deserved  to  be 
held  up  to  the  derision  of  the  whole 
world.  Ireland  only  asked  for  a  Oatholic 
College  ;  and  if  the  Liberals  brought  in 
something  to  that  effect,  they  certainly 
would  give  them  every  support,  and 
they  certainly  would  accept  any  scheme 
that  would  give  Catholics  as  good  an 
education  as  might  be  obtained  in  the 
Queen's  Colleges  at  the  present  moment 
and  under  the  present  system.  He  did 
not  think  that  could  be  a  good  govern- 
ment of  any  country  which  did  not  pro- 
vide for  the  education  of  the  people, 
and  which  did  not  provide  that  educa- 
tion in  a  systematic  manner,  and  in  a 
manner  suited  to  the  genius  and  to  the 
religion  of  that  country.  He  did  not 
believe  there  could  be  any  good  system 
of  education  which  totally  ignored  Uni- 
versity education,  by  which  means  many 
persons  were  qualified  to  occupy  the  best 
positions.  Under  the  present  system 
the  source  of  the  whole  of  the  educa- 
tional system  of  Ireland  was  poisoned, 
and  good  government  was  renaered  im- 
possible so  long  as  England  insisted 
upon  struggling  against  the  princii^es 
of  Ireland,  and  driving  the  people  to  be 
educated  on  a  system  which  was  con- 
trary to  their  own  religion.  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Chief  Secretary  for 
Ireland  had  objected  to  this  Bill  on  the 
ground  that  it  contained  no  provision 
j  for  a.  grant  of  public  money;  but  the 
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right  hon.  Gentleman  appeared  to  have 
forgotten  that  no  private  Member  had 
power  to  bring  forward  such  a  provision, 
and  that  he  as  a  Minister  of  the  Crown 
alone  had  power  to  introduce  such  a 
provision  into  the  Bill.  The  right  hon. 
U-entleman  had  said  that  the  Irish  Mem- 
bers had  accepted  the  concessions  that 
had  been  made  them  in  recent  legisla- 
tion, as  at  all  events  a  settlement  for 
the  time  being  of  the  claims  of  the  Irish 
Catholics  in  this  matter ;  but  he  (Colonel 
Nolan)  denied  that  they  had  ever  looked 
upon  those  paltry  concessions  in  the 
light  of  being  even  a  temporary  settle- 
ment of  those  claims.  The  Chief  Secre- 
tary for  Ireland  said  that  he  was  unable 
to  consent  to  this  question  being  re- 
opened so  soon ;  but  that,  he  (Colonel 
Nolan)  presumed,  meant  that  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  thought  the  constitu- 
encies of  Ireland  were  not  in  earnest 
on  the  subject,  and  that  he  would,  there- 
fore, wait  until  some  g^eat  pressure  had 
been  brought  upon  him  in  the  shape  of 
outrages  in  Ireland  or  the  suspension 
of  a  Member  of  Parliament  before  he 
yielded  to  their  requests.  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  advocated  that  young 
men  should  have  an  opportunity  of 
hearing  arguments  used  on  both  sides 
of  a  question.  If  that  was  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman's  opinion,  he  was  some- 
what surprised  that  certain  newspapers 
were  denied  to  the  Irish  Members. 
Putting  aside  for  the  moment  all  ques- 
tion of  Home  Bule,  the  real  point  at 
issue  was  whether  a  matter  that  solely 
concerned  the  Irish  people  was  to  be 
dealt  with  according  to  English  public 
opinion,  or  according  to  Irish  public 
opinion.  He  (Colonel  Nolan)  held  that 
it  should  be  exclusively  by  Irish  public 
opinion.  Let  England  say  how  much 
money  she  intended  to  give,  and  then 
allow  Ireland  to  determine  how  it  should 
be  spent.  He  did  not  object  to  the  right 
of  protecting  a  minority  of  Protestants 
in  Ireland.  He  did  object  to  Protestants 
being  endowed  to  a  greater  extent  than 
Catholics.  Boman  Catholics  in  Ireland 
had  scarcely  any  educational  endow- 
ments of  any  value,  and  -he,  therefore, 
contended  that  his  countrymen  were 
being  unfairly  treated  from  a  pecuniary 
point  of  view.  There  was  not  the 
slightest  intention  on  the  part  of  the 
Irish  Catholic  majority  to  interfere  with 
the  education  of  the  Protestant  minority; 
all  they  asked  for  was  that  they  should 


have    a    suffloiently  endowed  Catholic 
College. 

Mr.  GIBSON  said,  he  did  not  think  it 
right  that  this  discussion  should  close 
without  making  a  few  short  remarks 
upon  the  subject.  He  feared  that  many 
Members  of  the  House  had  not  yet 
realized  all  the  difficulties  and  compli- 
cations of  the  present  position,  and  of 
the  history  of  the  Irish  University  ques- 
tion. Undoubtedly  the  question  was  a 
very  difficult  one.  and  hon.  Members 
might  be  excused  if  they  failed  at 
once  to  see  all  the  points  that  arose 
out  of  it.  The  hon.  Member  for  the 
Tower  Hamlets  (Mr.  Bryce)  said 
that  this  question  should  be  settled 
upon  an  abstract  principle  of  what 
was  right.  That  was,  no  doubt,  a 
very  good  and  a  very  high-sounding 
sentence. 

Mr.  BRTCE  denied  that  he  had  used 
the  expression.  He  said  the  question 
should  be  settled  upon  a  principle,  and 
that  that  principle  should  be  one  that 
would  work  right  through,  and  not 
merely  upon  considerations  of  what 
would  give  least  trouble  at  the  mo- 
ment. 

Mr.  GIBSON  said,  he  should  be  very 
sorry  to  misrepresent  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man ;  but  he  went  on  to  explain  what  he 
meant  when  he  used  the  words.  He 
had  indicated  that  principle  should  be 
arrived  at  without  any  special  reference 
to  the  wishes  of  the  Irish  hierarchy  on 
the  one  side,  or  the  Irish  Protestants  of 
the  North  on  the  other.  He  (Mr.  Gib- 
son) thought  that  anyone  who  proposed 
a  settlement  of  the  Irish  University 
question  on  such  a  principle  could  not 
claim  to  have  realized  all  the  practical 
difficulties  of  the  subject.  He  was 
very  pleased  to  notice,  in  that  inte- 
resting discussion,  that  the  University 
which  he  had  the  honour  to  repre- 
sent, and  where  he  himself  was  edu- 
cated, had  not  only  not  been  attacked, 
but  had  been  spoken  of  by  both  sides  of 
the  House  in  a  manner  which  he  very 
gladly  and  very  proudly  acknowledged. 
He  could  only  say  that  the  University 
had  ever  striven  throughout  its  long  and 
anxious  history  to  be  true  to  its  mission. 
Long  before  the  great  English  Universi- 
ties of  Oxford  and  Cambridge  saw  their 
way  to  open  their  degrees  to  their  Homan 
Catholic  fellow  -  countrymen,  Dublin 
University,  even  before  the  close  of  the 
last  century,  had  seetv  l\v^\.  \\  -^^atvs^ 
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and  in  accordance  with  its  traditions, 
to  confer  its  degrees  upon  the  Homan 
Catholics  of  Ireland.  Very  recently  it 
had  thrown  open  all  its  prizes,  Fellow- 
ships, and  scholarships,  to  everyone, 
regardless  of  their  religion.  It  would 
be  in  the  recollection  of  those  who  took 
an  interest  in  University  matters  that  not 
long  ago  a  Nonconformist  was  elected 
to  one  of  its  Fellowships,  and  that 
still  more  recently  a  Roman  Catholic 
had  been  similarly  honoured,  and  within 
the  last  week  a  Roman  Catholic  Fellow 
had  received  the  responsible  Professor- 
ship of  Moral  Philosophy.  He  regretted 
that  the  Boman  Catholics  of  Ireland  did 
not  themselves  desire,  in  greater  num- 
bers, to  resort  to  the  University  of  Dub- 
lin ;  but  if  they  did  not,  it  was  not  owing 
to  any  ungracious,  or  unworthy,  or  un- 
generous treatment  they  might  receive 
within  its  walls.  Thev  did  to  some  ex- 
tent go  there ;  and  he  was  sure  that 
those  who  looked  after  the  interests  of 
that  University  would  be  much  better 
pleased  to  see  a  very  much  larger  num- 
ber of  them  there.  The  Act  of  1845, 
by  which  the  Queen's  Colleges  were 
founded,  made  something  of  a  new  start 
in  the  matter  of  University  education  in 
Ireland.  Although  the  Act  was  not  the 
foundation  of  the  Queen's  University,  it 
was  the  prelude  to  it.  Whoever  was 
responsible  for  the  drafting  of  the  Bill 
now  before  the  House,  he  (Mr.  Gibson) 
might  remind  him  that  the  Act  of  1845 
was  not  in  the  slightest  degree  re- 
pealed or  purporting  to  be  affected  by 
it.  These  Queen's  Colleges  had  been 
attacked  from  various  points  of  view. 
He  had  had  no  connection  with  them 
himself;  but  he  could  speak  highly 
of  vast  numbers  of  gentlemen  whom 
he  had  met,  and  who  had  been  educated 
within  their  walls,  and  he  thought  he 
would  be  wrong  if  he  did  not  acknow- 
ledge that  they  had  attained  a  great 
measure  of  educational  success.  The 
same  might  be  said  of  the  Queen's  Uni- 
versity, which  had  only  ceased  to  exist 
within  the  past  two  months ;  and  the 
jjoint  most  lost  sight  of  in  this  discus- 
sion, on  the  part  of  the  hon.  Member 
who  introduced  the  Bill,  was  not  so 
much  the  historical  aspect  of  the  ques- 
tion as  its  position  at  the  present  mo- 
ment. The  Koyal  University  was  only 
oalled  into  existence  in  consequence  of  an 
Aat  passed  in  1879;  while  the  Supple- 
IMiitoiyAot  of  Parliament,  which  was 


to  give  it  vitality  by  giving  it  ftinds,  only 
passed  the  House  last  August.  It  was, 
in  his  view,  quite  a  misnomer  to  say  that 
the  grant  of  £20,000  made  under  that 
Act  was  a  petty  gprant,  having  regard  to 
the  functions  it  had  to  fulfil,  and  the 
duties  imposed  upon  it.  It  was  far  and 
away  more  than  the  Dublin  University 
had  to  apply  to  the  purposes  for  which 
the  Boyal  University  was  chartered. 
The  Hoyal  University  was  not  a  teach- 
ins^  or  a  Professorial  University  ;  it  had 
only  to  conduct  examinations  and  distri- 
bute prizes ;  and  for  fulfilling  these  du- 
ties £20,000  a-year  was  amply  sufficient. 
The  present  position  of  the  Boyal  Uni- 
versity was  not  adequately  represented 
to  the  House  by  referring  to  the  Act  of 
1879,  because  that  would  appear  to  indi- 
cate a  history  of  three  years ;  whereas 
the  position  it  now  held  was  this — it  had 
only  got  into  working  order  within  the 
last  four  or  five  months.  The  first  matri- 
culation examination  had  only  been  held 
within  the  last  couple  of  months,  and  that 
examination  was  such  as  to  promise  suc- 
cess to  the  University ;  and,  considering 
that  it  had  been  so  recently  established, 
he  thought  there  was  every  prospect  of  a 
substantial  success — at  all  events,  enough 
to  indicate  that  it  should  be  allowed  to  go 
on  in  its  own  way,  without  any  such  violent 
interruption  as  was  provided  by  this  Bill. 
Would  it  not  be  unreasonable  that  be- 
fore the  Royal  University  was  right  on 
its  legs  it  should  be  disorganized  by  a 
Bill  involving  such  changes  as  that 
before  the  House  ?  Besides,  the  pre- 
sent Bill  almost  altogether  ignored 
all  the  practical  difficulties  that  under- 
lay the  question  of  University  edu- 
cation in  Ireland.  It  left  the  Act  of 
1845  untouched ;  it  left  the  Act  of  1879 
on  the  Statute  Book  unreformed  and 
unamended ;  sections  7  and  8  of  the 
Act  of  1879,  having  reference  to  resi- 
dences and  Queen's  College  propejrty 
required  to  be  taken  into  consideration 
in  any  new  law  on  the  subieot ;  and  the 
present  Bill  did  not  deal  at  all  with 
these  matters.      Supposing  it    were  to 

Eass,  what  was  to  be  done  with  the 
uildings  of  the  Queen's  University? 
Were  they  to  be  turned  into  barracks, 
or  what  was  to  be  done  with  them  ?  The 
Eoyal  University  under  its  Charter  could 
not  prescribe  residence  in  them,  or  could 
not  prescribe  teaching  in  them  ;  it  had 
no  power,  in  fact,  to  utilize  them.  These 
matters  might  be  dealt  with  in  Com- 
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mittee ;  but  the  omission  perhaps  showed 
that  the  Bill  had  been  framed  rather  for 
discussion  than  for  legislation.  He  was 
far  from  making  a  charge  against  the 
hon.  Members  who  introduced  the  Bill ; 
but  it  should  be  remembered  that  the 
Order  to  bring  in  this  Bill  was  made  by 
the  House  on  the  9th  February,  and  the 
Bill  was  printed  practically  only  on  the 
17th  March.  They  were  discussing  a 
Bill  which  affected  the  very  existence  of 
the  Queen's  Colleges  almost  before  the 
Queen's  Colleges  themselves  could  know 
anything  about  it.  Until  the  Bill  was 
printed  and  circulated,  nothing  had  been 
said  or  done  to  indicate  the  character  of 
the  Bill,  or  the  course  it  proposed  to 
take ;  and  it  was  not  until  yesterday  or 
to-day  that  the  heads  of  the  Colleges, 
the  Professors,  the  students,  and  all 
those  interested  in  the  Colleges,  had  any 
means  whatever  of  learning  the  smallest 
particle  about  the  Bill.  If  this  were  a 
Bill  that,  in  the  nature  of  things,  was 
likely  to  be  heard  of  again  he  would  say, 
without  hesitation,  that  that  was  not  a 
reasonable  way  of  treating  the  Colleges, 
and  would  surest  that  every  possible 
notice  should  oe  given  them  in  order 
that  they  might  make  their  case.  He 
was  sure,  however,  that  anything  that 
had  been  overlooked  in  making  out  the 
case  of  the  Queen's  Colleges  would  be 
amply  made  up  by  his  hon.  and  learned 
Friend  the  Solicitor  General  for  Ireland, 
who  was  himself  one  of  their  most  dis- 
tinguished students.  He  could  not  him- 
self support  the  second  reading  of  the 
Bill. 

Mb.  THOMASSON  said,  that,  as  a 
strong  opponent  of  denominational  edu- 
cation, he  generally  concurred  in  the 
views  expressed  by  the  hon.  Member 
for  the  Tower  Hamlets  (Mr.  Bryce),  for 
he  felt  that  as  long  as  we  gave  aid  to 
denominational  schools  in  this  country, 
we  must  do  so  in  Ireland  also.  The 
difficulties  of  the  ease  arose  from  the 
prejudices  of  the  English  people;  and  as 
an  illustration  of  the  disgraceful  par- 
tiality which  existed  on  this  question  of 
denominational  education,  he  complained 
of  the  Church  of  England  Party,  who 
advocated  denominational  education  of 
their  own  particular  order  in  England, 
whilst,  on  the  other  hand,  they  strongly 
objected  to  anything  like  a  correspond- 
ing system  being  permitted  in  the  Koman 
Catholic  Colleges  of  Ireland.  He  must 
repeat,  that  so  long  as  denominational 
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education  was  given  in  England  the  Irish 
people  would  have  a  right  to  complain 
of  the  system  now  pursued  in  that  coun- 
try; and  he  thought,  therefore,  that  the 
only  solution  of  the  question  was  the 
granting  of  State  aid  for  the  endowment 
of  Eoman  Catholic  Colleges. 

Mr.  LYON  PLAYFAIR :  Sir,  the  hon. 
and  g^lant  Member  for  Gal  way  (Colonel 
Nolan),  who  generally  expresses  the  opi- 
nion of  Irish  Members  in  this  House  with 
great  clearness,  has  said  that  their  only 
wish  is  to  have  a  Eoman  Catholic  Col- 
lege similar  to  the  essentially  Presbv- 
terian  Queen's  College  in  Belfast,  m 
order  to  give  them  systematic  education. 
Now,  if  that  was  the  measure  which  was 
before  us,  we  would  have  a  constructive 
Bill  to  construct  a  College,  in  order  to 
give  Eoman  Catholics  a  good  secular 
education  on  proper  principles.  But  it 
is  not  a  constructive  Bill  we  are  asked 
to  consider.  It  is  entirely  a  destructive 
Bill.  Its  object  is  to  destroy  an  educa- 
tional system  which  exists,  and  which 
has  existed  for  some  time  in  Ireland.  I 
sympathize,  and  have  always  sympathized 
— and  I  may  refer  hon.  Members  to 
speeches  I  have  made  for  many  years — I 
strongly  sympathize  with  the  Bom  an 
Catholics  in  their  endeavours  to  get  a  sys- 
tem of  education  in  Ireland  which  will 
meet  their  educational  requirements.  I 
admit,  further,  that  the  systems  of  educa- 
tion which  exist  in  Ireland  have  failed 
to  enlist  the  confidence  of  the  Roman 
Catholics.  I  am,  therefore,  entirely  in 
sympathy  with  their  efforts  to  construct ; 
but  I  am  not  at  all  in  sympathy  with 
their  efforts  to  destroy  an  existing  system 
of  education.  What  is  a  University? 
A  University,  except  in  modem  times, 
has  not  been  a  mere  examining  Board. 
We  have  had  the  London  University  as 
an  examining  Board,  starting  a  sort  of 
Chinese  system  in  this  country,  and 
trying  to  promote  education  through  ex- 
aminations ;  but  Universities,  properly 
and  efficiently  constituted,  are  teaching 
Bodies,  which,  by  means  of  well-regu- 
lated examinations,  give  degrees  to  the 
students  whom  they  have  taught.  Well, 
what  do  you  wish  in  Ireland  ?  Do  you 
wish  to  promote  that  system  of  education 
as  the  means  of  educating  the  Roman 
Catholics  of  Ireland?  lCr%e$  of  **No, 
no  ! "]  Well,  that  is  precisely  what  you 
are  proposing  by  this  Bill  to  do.  You 
propose  to  take  away  £25,000  a-year 
from  the  Queen's  Colleges  and  pass  thokt 
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snm  over  to  the  examining  Board  of  the 
Royal  University,  and  thustoextinfj^ish 
three  out  of  four  of  the  teaching  Colleges 
of  Ireland.  Let  us  consider  in  what 
state  higher  education  is  in  Ireland. 
You  have  Trinity  College,  of  which  even 
Koman  Catholics  are  proud.  You  have 
the  Queen's  Colleges,  which  the  hon. 
Member  for  Dungarvan  (Mr.  O'Donnell) 
says  ought  to  be  destroyed,  because  they 
have  failed,  and  the  proof  of  their 
failure  he  states  to  be  that  they  have 
few  Art  students.  I  do  not  admit  this 
as  a  fact.  The  Art  students  amount  to 
27  per  cent  of  the  whole  number.  In 
the  University  of  Edinburgh,  which  is  a 
much  older  College,  the  proportion  is 
only  33  per  cent.  The  hon.  Member 
for  Dungarvan  despises  professional 
education,  and  thinks  it  unworthy  of  a 
University.  Excepting  Oxford  and  Cam- 
bridge, where  the  Arts  Faculty  has 
always  been  predominatingly  strong, 
the  other  ancient  Universities  arose  out 
of  the  desire  of  Professions  to  obtain 
culture  and  scientific  education. 

Mr.  O'DONNELL:  No,  no.  You 
cannot  say  to  which  of  them  that 
applies  ?I 

Me.  LYON  PLAYFAUR :  The  hon. 
Member  asks  me  which  ?  Well,  Salerno 
arose  out  of  Medicine ;  Bologna  out  of 

Mb.  O'DONNELL  :  And  Paris  ? 

Mr.  LYON  PLAYFAIE  :  Paris  arose 
out  of  Theology  and  Law.  The  Arts 
Faculty  in  Paris  was  originally  a  mere 
preparatory  school,  in  proof  of  which  I 
may  remind  the  hon.  Member  that  an 
edict  was  passed  to  prevent  any  student 
from  becoming  a  Master  of  Arts  before 
he  reached  12  years  of  age.  Professional 
education  is  admirable  for  enlarging  the 
faculties,  and  cultivating  the  mind.  As 
regards  medical  training,  I  know  no 
sort  of  education  equal  to  it,  for,  by  the 
rules  of  the  Medical  Council,  evidence 
of  liberal  culture  must  precede  scientific 
training.  Education  may  come  through 
sciences,  as  well  as  through  philology. 
It  is  not,  however,  the  question  which 
is  the  best,  but  which  is  the  most  suit- 
able to  poor  countries  like  Scotland  and 
Ireland  r  Scotland,  until  recent  years, 
could  not  boast  a  large  number  of  Art 
graduates;  but,  nevertheless,  her  Uni- 
Tersities  have  moulded  the  character  of 
her  people,  and  laid  the  foundation  of 
lier  profiiperity.  Scotland  has  in  one 
eomer  mineral  wealth ;  but  her  soil  is 

JUff'  If^  PUfffair 


\ 


naturally  more  sterile  than  that  in  Ire- 
land. Her  education  has,  however, 
compensated  for  her  natural  poverty, 
and  made  her  rich  and  contented.  But 
now  Irish  patriots  actually  propose  to 
destroy  three  systematic  Colleges,  with- 
out substituting  anythifig  for  them. 
They  have  now  1 ,059  students  admirably 
taught,  and  they  are  to  be  deprived  of 
all  means  of  systematic  education  which 
they  now  have  in  Arts,  Medicine,  Law, 
and  Engineering.  The  Bill,  after  de- 
stroying these  Colleges,  hands  over 
£25,000  a-year  to  the  Koyal  University, 
which  already  has  £20,000.  As 'the 
fund  of  a  mere  examining  Board,  I  quite 
agree  with  the  right  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  (Mr.  Gibson)  that  the  latter 
is  a  very  large  sum.  It  is  a  great  deal 
too  much  to  scatter  as  prizes  for  cram- 
ming. You  may  do  much  harm  by  the 
unwise  use  of  money  in  education.  At 
present  the  Royal  University  scatters  its 
money  among  small  Roman  Catholic 
seminaries,  which  are  not  properly  pro- 
vided with  teaching  appliances.  To  put 
more  money  at  ite  disposal  would,  I 
think,  do  infinite  mischief  to  education, 
and  elevate  ''  cram "  above  systematic 
teaching.  I  think  we  ought  very  care- 
fully to  watch  the  growth  of  examina- 
tions in  this  country.  The  Public  Services 
have  fostered  them,  and  I  look  with  much 
anxiety  to  their  multiplication.  They 
force  intellect  too  rapidly  forward  in 
youth,  and  stunt  it  in  manhood.  I,  for 
one,  would  be  very  glad  to  see  any  con- 
structive system  presented  for  promot- 
ing higher  education  amongst  the  Irish 
Roman  Catholics ;  but  a  destructive  sys- 
tem, such  as  is  proposed  by  this  Bill,  is 
one  which,  I  think,  the  House  ought  to 
resist,  and,  as  this  Bill  proposes  to  de- 
stroy most  useful  Colleges,  in  order  to 
promote  an  examining  system  which  I 
much  distrust,  I  intend  to  vote  against 
it. 

Mr.  MITCHELL  HENRY  said,  that 
in  his  opinion  Irish  Members,  without 
exception,  would  be  much  gratified  at 
the  tone  of  the  speech  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  who  had  just  sat  down  (Mr. 
Lyon  Play  fair).  The  very  liberal  and 
most  excellent  views  expressed  by  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  went  to  show  that 
the  great  bugbear  of  the  religious  diffi- 
culty would  not,  if  he  could  help  it, 
stand  in  the  way  in  the  future  of  g^vinff 
effect  to  the  desire  expressed  over  and 
over  again  by  the  Irish  people  that  tbo 
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Boman  Catholics  should  be  allowed  to 
have  the  advantages  of  resident  teaching 
in  Colleges  of  their  own.  When  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  spoke  of  the  great 
evils  of  an  examination  system,  under 
which  it  was  not  cared  where  the  pupils 
examined  obtained  their  training,  he 
should  bear  in  mind  that  that  was  one 
of  the  principal  objections  urged  by  the 
Koman  Catholics  since  the  question  was 
first  brought  forward.  Eight  or  ten 
years  ago  this  was  a  burning  question, 
and  the  present  Government  would  never 
forget  what  happened  to  them  and  to 
the  Liberal  Party  because  they  abso- 
lutely despised  all  the  demands  of  the 
Roman  Catholics.  The  Gt)vemment  was 
destroyed  upon  the  very  question  that 
the  Irish  Members  speaking  on  behalf 
of  the  Irish  people  asked — not  to  be  put 
off  with  mere  opportunities  for  examina- 
tion and  the  taking  of  prizes,  but  that 
something  should  be  given  them  like  that 
conceded  to  the  Protestants — namely, 
resident  Colleges  and  Universities  in 
which  the  young  men  might  receive 
their  education.  When  there  was  a 
question  of  teaching  the  Chinese  lan- 
guage in  one  of  the  Universities,  the 
House  might  probably  recollect  that 
Dr.  Johnson  said  a  University  was  a 
place  in  which  everything  ought  to  be 
taught,  not  a  place  for  examinations, 
and  in  former  days  there  were  no  ex- 
aminations in  the  Universities.  Now, 
the  Boman  Catholics  of  Ireland  had  no 
place  in  which  their  young  men  could 
be  taught.  It  was  true  that  a  Catholic 
University  in  Dublin  had  been  founded 
by  the  exertions  of  the  Boman  Catholic 
Body,  who  in  Ireland  were  really  very 
poor,  but  who  did  more  and  made 
greater  efforts  on  behalf  of  their  educa- 
tion and  of  their  religion  than  any  other 
people  in  this  or  any  other  country  with 
which  we  were  connected.  For  it  must 
be  remembered  that  the  Catholics  sup- 
ported their  own  ministers,  built  their 
own  churches  and  chapels,  and  con- 
tributed everything  out  of  their  own 
pockets,   except   for  the    education   of 

Sriests  at  Majmooth,  which  was  an  en- 
owment  that  had  been  given  long  be- 
fore the  Union.  But  a  Catholic  Univer- 
sity had  always  been  refused,  and  the 
Irish  Catholics  had  always  been  frowned 
upon  in  that  House.  The  Catholic  Body 
asked  in  the  most  modest  way  that  a 
gprant  should  be  given  to  enable  them  to 
construct  buildings  of  their  own  ;  but  it 


was  refused  with  contumely.  And  then, 
when  one  great  Government  had  ceased 
to  exist,  and  the  Liberal  Party  had  been 

§ut  out  of  Office  for  six  years,  their 
uccessors  made  it  a  so-called  University 
which  was  nothing  else  than  an  examin- 
ing College.  To  suppose  that  the  ques- 
tion of  University  education  in  Ireland 
was  to  be  settled  in  that  way  was  absurd. 
The  Boman  Catholics  never  would,  and 
never  ought,  to  be  content  until  they  had 
exactly  the  same  advantages  for  educa- 
tion in  their  own  way  that  the  Protes- 
tants had.  It  was  all  perfect  rubbish  to 
talk  about  the  liberality  of  the  Univer- 
sity of  Dublin.  Trinity  College,  it  was 
true,  rather  than  lose  some  of  its  emolu- 
ments and  prestige,  threw  over  the  re- 
ligious character  of  the  education  given 
at  that  institution — the  very  thing  that 
was  prized  by  Protestants,  and  respected 
by  Boman  Catholics.  That  step,  how- 
ever, did  not  attract  to  the  College  the 
suffrages  of  the  Boman  Catholic  people 
of  Ireland  ;  while,  on  the  other  hand,  it 
rather  alienated  their  sympathy,  because 
they  contended  that  education  to  be  real 
should  be  founded  on  relieion.  He 
should  like  to  know  what  the  Boman 
Catholics  were  to  do  ?  He  was  not  speak- 
ing on  their  behalf,  because  he  was  not 
a  Koman  Catholic.  But  he  felt  bound 
to  ask  the  question.  This  Bill  was 
brought  forward,  he  presumed,  not  as  a 
proposition  for  education  that  would  be 
acceptable  to  the  Catholic  Members  or 
to  the  Catholic  people,  but  as  a  pilot 
balloon  to  ascertain  the  feelings  of  the 
House,  and  to  show  the  dissatisfaction 
of  the  Boman  Catholics  with  the  present 
state  of  things.  He  should  think  it 
most  unjust  to  disendow  the  Queen's 
Colleges  in  Ireland,  which  were  for  mixed 
education,  provided  they  gave  oppor- 
tunities for  denominational  education  for 
Boman  Catholics.  The  Boman  Catholics 
to  his  mind  were  perfectly  iust  and  fair 
when  they  said — **  Endow  all  or  disendow 
all ;  but  do  not  mock  a  people  who  love 
education,  who  desire  to  nave  it,  and 
who  have  made  such  great  exertions  to 
obtain  it,  by  pretty  speeches  now  and 
then."  Hon.  Members  in  that  House 
seem  to  say — **  Oh,  we  should  bo  de- 
lighted to  assist  in  a  constructive  scheme, 
but  we  will  not  assist  in  a  destructive 
one."  The  Boman  Catholics  did  not 
wish  to  destroy  any  system ;  but  they  in- 
sisted on  their  rights,  without  which 
they  would  never  b^  ^otl\.«w\„    '^^  Tcc^^&^» 
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again  ask  what  were  they  to-do  ?  He 
was  sure  that  this  Q-oveminent  would 
never  bring  in  a  Bill  on  the  subject. 
The  Government  was  not  strong  enough 
— was  not  strong  enough  in  their  con- 
victions. They  had  no  sympathy  with 
denominational  education,  and  they  were 
afraid.  PMr.  Justin  M*Cartht  :  Hear, 
hear!]  His  hon.  Friend  aimed  to  be 
an  advocate  of  justice ;  at  the  same  time 
he  kept  all  the  plums  in  the  pudding  to 
himself.  Denominational  education  did 
exist  in  Ireland,  but  it  was  entirely 
Protestant.  [Mr.  Justin  McCarthy: 
Where?]  He  was  almost  startled  at 
being  asked  such  a  question.  He  should 
say  in  Trinity  College,  Dublin.  The 
whole  notion  and  idea  of  education  there 
was  Protestant,  and  he  hoped  it  always 
would  be.  Trinity  Oollege,  of  which  he 
desired  to  speak  only  with  respect,  had 
greatly  lowered  itself  by  throwing  off, 
under  the  Bill  of  his  right  hon.  Friend 
the  Member  for  Hcuskney  (Mr.  Fawcett), 
for  a  purpose  of  its  own — in  his  (Mr. 
Mitchell  Henry's)  opinion  not  the  most 
creditable — the  religious  character  which 
it  had  formerly  held.  The  Queen's 
Colleges  were  also  Protestant ;  and,  al- 
though one  of  them  had  a  Eoman  Ca- 
tholic Principal,  that  did  not  alter  the 
general  character  of  the  Colleges.  The 
Koman  Catholic  Hierarchy  aDoL  the  Ro- 
man Catholic  people  were  opposed  to 
any  education  which  was  not  founded 
upon  religion,  and  he  maintained  that 
they  were  right,  and  that  their  feelings 
ought  to  be  respected.  The  fact  was, 
that  the  Protestants  of  this  country 
were  still  as  full  as  ever  of  the  old 
bigotry  and  the  old  prejudice.  He  spoke 
as  a  Protestant  himself,  and  regretted 
that  it  was  so.  The  Boman  Catholics 
did  not  want  to  destroy ;  but  he  should 
like  to  know  what  assistance  would  be 
given  to  them  if  they  did  come  forward 
with  a  constructive  system  ?  Would  the 
House  grant  to  them  the  sum  of 
£25,000  a-year  which  had  been  spoken 
of  for  Queen's  Colleges  on  a  denomi- 
national basis?  Of  course,  they  knew 
perfectly  well  the  House  would  not. 
But  what  they  might  do,  and  what  he 
believed  would  eventually  have  to  be 
done,  would  be  to  make  the  Univer- 
sity of  Dublin  a  University  of  more 
than  one  College,  and  to  affiliate  to 
it  a  Catholic  as  well  as  a  Protestant 
Oollege.  If  that  was  done,  the  Homan 
Oatholioa  would    fed   that  they  were 
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getting  a  fair  share  of  the  emoluments, 
and  would  be  able  to  provide  a  training 
for  their  students ;  for  they  could  not  be 
expected  to  be  content  with  merely  an 
examination  and  a  series  of  processes, 
which,  in  the  long  run,  might  oe  almost 
said  to  degrade,  instead  of  to  advance, 
the  intellectual  development  of  young 
men.  He  was  greatly  delighted  to  hear 
the  tone  of  the  debate  ;  but  he  did  not 
think  they  ought  to  make  too  much  of 
it.  Honeyed  words  had  been  frequently 
made  use  of  in  this  House  on  the  sub- 
ject of  education;  but  they  always 
found  that  whenever  it  came  to  the 
question  as  to  whether  they  had  over- 
come their  prejudices  against  fioman 
Catholics,  they  found  that  they  had  not 
done  so.  The  Protestants  had  all  the 
emoluments  in  their  own  hand,  and  they 
would  keep  them.  That  was  what  it 
always  practically  came  to  ;  and  until 
the  feeling  was  altered  in  some  way  or 
other,  so  long,  in  his  opinion,  would  the 
Homan  Catholic  people  of  Ireland  re- 
tain the  feeling  that  they  had  an  in- 
justice to  overcome,  the  continuance  of 
which  would  make  the  rule  of  this 
country  distasteful  to  them. 

Mb.  MACARTNEY  said,  that  the 
statements  of  his  hon.  Friend  who  had 
just  spoken  (Mr.  Mitchell  Henry)  were 
hardly  consistent  with  each  other.  He 
had  found  fault  with  the  University  of 
Dublin  for  having  changed  its  religious 
character  ;  but  it  was  impossible  to  please 
the  hon.  Member.  He  blamed  it  for 
being  exclusively  Protestant,  and  then 
he  blamed  it  for  having  parted  with  its 
denominational  character.  They  could  not 
both  be  true,  and  which  did  the  hon. 
Member  want  ?  He  also  said  the  Pres- 
byterians had  a  denominational  College 
of  their  own.  Where  was  it  ?  Did 
he  mean  the  Queen's  College,  Belfast? 
There  was  also  the  Academical  Insti- 
tution, which  was  founded  by  Presby- 
terians ;  but  they  did  not  demand  that 
the  University  should  alter  its  standard 
for  the  purpose  of  adapting  itself  to  their 
opinions.  They  had  also  the  Magee  Col- 
lege, which  had  recently  acquired  the 
right  to  confer  degrees  of  a  particular 
kind — namely,  to  the  clergy  of  the  Pres- 
byterian Church ;  but  when  the  Irish 
Church  was  disestablished,  a  large  slice 
of  the  property  of  the  Church  was  con- 
ferred for  ever  upon  Maynooth  College, 
which  also  had  the  right  to  confer  ae- 
grees.     Was  not  that  endowment  an  6q- 
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dowment  to  an  exdomyelj  denomina- 
tional College  for  the  purpose  of  instruct- 
ing Boman  Catholic  priests  ?  And  now, 
the  Boman  Catholics  claimed  to  get  the 
funds  either  of  the  Disestablished  Church 
or  of  the  University  College  of  Magee, 
for  the  purpose  of  establishing  for  them- 
selves a  University  which  should  be 
under  the  exclusive  control  of  the  priest- 
hood of  the  Church  of  Rome.  That,  he 
thought,  was  what  was  foreshadowed 
in  the  speech  of  his  hon.  Friend.  His 
hon.  Friend  had  also  spoken  of  honeyed 
words  being  too  frequently  employed  as 
concerned  this  question ;  but  he  (Mr. 
Macartney)  was  not  in  the  habit  of  putting 
much  honey  into  his  words.  Perhaps 
he  was  more  prone  to  put  in  a  little 
vinegar.  But  he  would  have  the  hon. 
Member  understand  that  if  the  Govern- 
ment of  Great  Britain  abandoned  the 
Eosition  it  had  hitherto  maintained  of 
olding  the  balance  equal  between  the 
religions,  and  gave  to  the  Boman  Catho- 
lics the  advantages  of  exclusive  denomi- 
national education,  the  feeling  of  Pro- 
testants in  Ireland  would  be  considerably 
exasperated.  They  would  feel  that  they 
were  to  be  deprived  of  an  exclusive 
privilege  which  they  had  enjoyed  for  300 
years  to  make  all  things  equal  among  all 
men,  and  then  to  re-establish  those  who 
had  assisted  in  despoiling  them,  and 
give  them  the  very  advantage  for  their 
own  benefit  of  which  the  Protestants  had 
been  deprived.  That  would  not  be  either 
justice  or  equality.  In  reference  to  the 
Queen's  Colleges,  the  Boman  Catholic 
priesthood  had  said  to  the  people — **  If 
you  send  your  children  there,  you  are 
not  real  Boman  Catholics."  But,  in  spite 
of  all  this,  and  other  influences  brought 
to  bear,  hundreds  of  Boman  Catholics 
had  been  educated  in  those  Colleges  at 
Cork,  Belfast,  and  Galway.  It  had  been 
over  and  over  again  said  in  this  House, 
that  among  the  College-going  popula- 
tion in  the  districts  where  those  Colleges 
were  established,  there  were  in  propor- 
tion as  many  Boman  Catholics  as  of 
any  other  denomination.  [  Cries  of  *  *  No, 
no  !  "]  Of  course,  very  poor  people  could 
not  send  their  children  to  the  Univer- 
sities ;  but  they  could  afford  to  give 
them  sufficient  education  to  enable  them 
to  enter  into  the  competitive  examina- 
tions, though  they  could  not  send  them 
into  training  in  a  University  where  they 
would  have  to  reside,  and  be  clothed  and 
fed  in  addition  to  being  educated,  unless 


that  University  was  very  largely  en- 
dowed. He  was  himself  educated  at  a 
University  in  a  Boman  Catholic  country, 
and  he  wished  to  say  there  was  no  such 
thing  as  denominational  education  there. 
Education  was  open  to  all  without  re- 
strictions. As  to  the  books  out  of  which 
the  Professors  were  to  take  their  lec- 
tures, that  very  point  was  the  stumbling- 
block  which  upset  the  Bill  of  the  right 
Gentleman  who  was  now  at  the  head 
of  the  Government.  According  to  that 
Bill,  it  would  have  been  open  to  the 
students  to  object  to  the  lecture  or 
Professor,  and  if  such  objection  was 
taken,  the  lecturer  was  bound  to  sub- 
mit himself,  as  far  as  that  went,  to  the 
judgment  of  the  students  attending  his 
class.  Now,  if  that  was  to  be  the 
system  on  which  Fellowships  were  to 
be  appointed  in  Dublin  or  elsewhere, 
it  would  be  a  lamentable  thing  for 
the  country.  The  larger,  wider,  broader 
education  was  provided  for,  the  Pro- 
fessors not  being  allowed  to  teach  that 
which  was  contrary  to  the  belief  in  God, 
the  better  it  would  be.  But  how  were 
they  to  act  in  the  present  age  ?  Was 
everybody  to  be  subjected  either  to  the 
assaults  of  infidelity  or  the  influence  of 
superstition  ?  They  had  the  one  on  one 
side  and  the  other  on  the  other.  He 
was  told  that  he  was  too  severe.  [Ironi- 
cal cries  of  **  No,  no  !  "  )  Well,  he  wc» 
glad  to  find  that  hon.  Gentlemen  below 
him,  at  any  rate,  were  not  inclined  to 
think  he  was  using  unhoneyed  words. 
He  did  not  wish  to  give  offence  to  any- 
body. He  submitted  his  opinions  earn- 
estly, openly,  and  frankly  ;  and  he  was 
sure  that  nothing  worse  could  hap[)en 
to  Ireland  than  to  destroy  the  Queen's 
Colleges,  and  hand  over  their  endow- 
ments to  the  Boyal  University  for  the 
purpose  of  creating,  he  presumed,  a 
large  number  of  scholarships.  If  they 
afterwards  made  an  assault  on  the  only 
remaining  University  in  Ireland,  which 
would  be  the  University  of  Dublin  and 
Trinity  College,  and  despoiled  it  also, 
and  brought  all  down  to  one  uniform 
level,  men  getting  in  from  all  parts  of 
the  country  for  examination  before  a 
certain  number  of  Professors  who  were 
bound  not  to  ask  questions  which  would 
be  displeasing  to  any  of  the  students, 
Ireland  would  be  in  a  worse  state  than 
she  had  ever  been,  and  she  was  bad 
enough  now.  He  lastly  objected  to  the 
present  Bill,  because  it  %o\x.^\»  \Ki  ^"^xx^ 
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further  the  prevailing  idea  that,  no 
matter  what  they  dragged  the  property 
of  other  people  from,  they  must  get  it 
somehow 

The   SOLIOITOE    GENERAL    for 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Porter)  said,  that  the 
matter  under  discussion    was    one    in 
which  he  took  the  deepest  interest,  hav- 
ing been  a  student  at  one  of  the  Colleges 
referred  to.     The  debate  had  taken  a 
singular  course.    It  was  now  admitted, 
he   thought,    by    all   the    speakers   in 
favour  of  the  second  reading  of  the  Bill, 
that  the  means  which  the  Bill  provided 
for  carrying  out  their  object  were  not 
justifiable.     It  was  avowed  that  it  was 
not    desired    to    put    an    end    to    the 
Queen's  Colleges.     It  was  avowed  they 
were  doing  a  work,  which,  if  it  were  not 
as    much  and  as    good    as  might  be 
desired,  was  yet  a  practical  and  useful 
work.     Again,  it  was  avowed  that  the 
end  which  would  be  accomplished  by 
that  Bill  was  not  the  end  that  the  pro- 
moters of  it  had  in  view,  because  it  had 
been  made  plain  in  the  course  of  the 
debate  that  the  object  which  that  Bill 
would  accomplish  would  be  the  trans- 
ference of  the  funds  of  the  Queen's  Col- 
leges to  the  Royal  University,  in  whose 
hands  they  would  necessarily  be  held 
not  for  the  purpose  of  promoting  aca- 
demic teaching  in  any  shape  or  form, 
but  simply  for  the  purpose  of  affording 
additional    scholarships  and   prizes  in 
a  non-teaching  and  merely  examining 
University.   It  seemed  to  him  that,  deal- 
ing with  the  Bill  as  a  Bill  on  which  the 
House  might  seriously  vote,  there  was 
nothing  to  be  said  in  favour  of  a  second 
reading  of  it,  as  the  only  way  in  which 
its  end  was  to  be  accomplished  was  by 
the  destruction  of  the  Queen's  Colleges. 
There  was  nothing  otherwise  for  the  Bill 
to  operate  upon.   The  only  fund  to  be  got 
was  the  endowment  which  the  Queen's 
Colleges  possessed,  which  consisted  of 
£21.000    a-year,    which,    by  the    Col- 
leges Act  of  1845,  was  charged  on  the 
Consolidated  Fund.     There  had   been 
some  Parliamentary  grants  of  not  very 
large  amounts;  but  the  amount  stated 
was  in  the  main  the  public  endowment 
of  the  Queen's  CoUeges.     That  endow- 
ment was  at  present  administered  by 
the  three  Colleges,  and  what  were  the 
zeraltB    of   that    administration?     He 
would  point  out  to  the  House  that  the 
tenohing  in  the  Queen's  OoUeges  was  a 
xmI  and  actual  fiaot,  and  that  they  had 


been  a  marked  success.     At  present,  or 
rather,  as  the  latest  Report  showed,  in 
the  Session  of   1880-1,  there  were  be- 
tween 1,000  and  1,100  students  attend- 
ing lectures  within  their  walls ;  and  in 
order  that  the  House  might  appreciate 
the  significance  of  that  figure,  he  would 
draw  attention  to  the  fact  that  no  student 
could  pass  through  the  classes  there  with- 
out regular  attendance  on  the  lectures 
during  the  entire  term  of  his  course. 
One  would  naturally  suppose  that  by  the 
side  of  that  ancient,  distinguished,  and 
renowned  seat  of  learning,  Trinity  Col- 
lege, so  splendidly  endowed,  the  Queen's 
Colleges   would  make   but  a  very  in- 
different comparison  ;  but,  if  he  was  not 
mistaken,  the  number  of  those  really  or 
nominally  on  the  books  of  that  CoUege 
did  not  exceed  by  more  than  100  or  150 
those  in  connection  with  the  Queen's  Col- 
leges, while  a  large  number  of  them  were 
not  compelled  to  attend  any  lectures,  so 
that  they  had  got  1,000  to  1,100  young 
men  actually  receiving  an  aoademio  train- 
ing which  would  culminate  in  their  taking 
a  degpree.    It  seemed  to  him  that,  as  re- 
garded mere  numbers,  the  students  in  at- 
tendance on  the  Queen's  Colleges  indi- 
cated marked   success  on  the  part  of 
these    institutions.      As    regarded    the 
character  of    the    teaching,   he    spoke 
with  diffidence ;  but  it  appeared  to  him 
that  these  Colleges  and  the  University 
which    recently    terminated    had    had 
an  honourable  career,  and  honourable 
results   to    show.     As  to  the   Medical 
School    which    had    been    so    largely 
spoken    of,    as    if    it    ought    to    be 
excepted  from  the  general  account  of 
the   work  done  by  the  University,   it 
seemed  to  him  that  during  the  debate 
that  argument  had  been  answered  con- 
clusively.   There  was  no  more  important 
portion  of  the  work  of  the  College  than 
that  to  which   medical  education  was 
confided,  and  there  was  no  medical  de- 
gree in  the  Three  Kingdoms  which  stood 
higher  than  that  of  the  late  Queen's 
University,  with  the  single  exception, 
he  believed,  of  that  of  the  London  Uni- 
versity.    In  all  departments  of  publio 
work,  in  all  branches  of  service,  in  every 
region  where  the  British  Government 
extended,  the  students  of  the  Queen's 
Colleges  had  been  doing  good  and  useful 
work,   and  had  been  reflecting  credit 
upon  the  institution.   The  technical  cha- 
racter of  the  education  had  also  been 
remarked  upon,  and  it  seemed  to  him 
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that  in  a  country  like  Ireland  they  would 
expect  to  find  the  number  of  those  re- 
ceiving a  professional  education  largely 
preponderate  over  those  receiving  a  mere 
Arts  training.  It  was  not  a  country  like 
England,  in  which  a  large  number  of 
people  could  look  forward  to  a  life  of  cul- 
tured ease ;  and  what  few  there  were  of 
Buch  persons  resorted,  as  a  rule,  either  to 
Trinity  Oollege,  Dublin,  or  to  the  Eng- 
lish Universities.  It  seemed,  then,  that 
the  Queen's  Colleges  had  been  doing 
principally,  though  not  exclusively,  the 
work  of  training  men  for  professional 
life ;  and  he  should  like  to  know  what 
more  useful  work  could  be  done  in  such 
Colleges  ?  It  was  alleged  that  they  had 
been  teaching  men  who  afterwards  went 
to  the  ministry  of  the  Presbyterian 
Church.  That  was  quite  true ;  but  was 
it  said  that  those  who  were  to  be  edu- 
cated for  that  Church  were  not  to  receive 
an  academic  or  Arts  training?  That 
was  an  important  part  of  the  educational 
work  of  the  country.  Several  times  it 
had  been  said  that  the  College  at  Bel- 
fast was  practically  a  denominational 
College,  and  that  it  was  largely  a  Col- 
lege resorted  to  by  members  of  the 
Presbyterian  Church.  The  latter  state- 
ment was  quite  true.  The  students  on 
the  books  numbered  about  500,  of 
which  300  were  Presbyterians,  and  the 
remaining  200,  or  nearly  200,  were 
divided  amongst  a  number  of  diffe- 
rent denominations,  none  of  them  dis- 
entitled to  the  advantages  of  the  edu- 
cational establishments  of  the  country. 
Although  the  Presbyterian  students 
preponderated,  it  was  in  no  sense  a 
Presbyterian  College,  and  in  no  sense 
open  to  the  charge  of  being  a  sectarian 
institution.  It  was  also  quite  true  that 
only  one  of  the  Professors  happened  to 
be  a  member  of  the  Roman  Catholic 
Church ;  but  he  had  heard  of  no  com- 
plaints of  interference  in  the  selection 
of  Professors,  and  had  never  heard  it 
alleged  that  an  appointment  in  that 
College  or  in  any  of  the  other  Queen's 
Colleges  was  ever  made  on  a  sectarian 
basis.  Sectarianism  had  nothing  to  do 
with  the  appointment  of  Professors  in 
that  College.  As  regards  the  working 
of  the  College  itself,  it  was  a  very 
considerable  number  of  years  since  he 
left  its  halls,  and  ever  since  he  had 
taken  the  deepest  interest  in  it,  and  was 
in  a  position  to  judge  of  its  working, 
having    been  long  a  member  of    the 


Senate  of  the  Queen's  University,  and 
he  might  say  that  during  his  whole 
undergraduate  course,  or  since,  he  had 
never  heard  the  slightest  complaint  from 
anyone  in  reference  to  the  teaching  of 
the  Belfast  College,  on  the  ground  that 
it  was  in  any  degree  sectarian.  The 
hon.  Member  for  Dungarvan  (Mr. 
O'Donnell)  had  explained  a  difiiculty 
under  which  he  was  placed  when  he 
was  attending  the  College  at  Galway,  by 
being  obliged  to  attend  the  lectures  of 
a  Professor  of  History,  whose  views 
he  did  not  agree  with.  The  hon.  Mem- 
ber also  quoted  extracts  from  a  work 
published  by  another  gentleman,  Pro- 
fessor Young ;  but  Professor  Young's 
publication  never  was  a  text-book,  and 
it  had  not  been  alleged  that  any  opinion 
of  a  controversial  character  had  ever  been 
introduced  by  Professor  Young  in  the 
discharge  of  his  duties  as  Professor.  On 
the  contrary,  it  was  perfectly  well  known 
that  the  teaching  of  that  Chair  was  par- 
ticularly guarded,  so  as  to  avoid  any 
controversial  matters.  It  must  also  be 
remembered,  although  the  hon.  Member 
himself  appeared  to  be  ignorant  of  the 
fact,  that  by  a  rule  of  the  Queen's  Col- 
leges History  was  one  of  the  Chairs  the 
teachings  of  which  were  not  compulsory 
on  any  student.  No  student  was  under 
any  obligation  to  attend  such  lectures. 
The  Queen's  Colleges  were  said  to  have 
been  a  marked  failure  as  regarded  the 
attendance  of  Catholics.  It  should  not 
be  forgotten  that  the  number  of  Boman 
Catholics  in  the  Province  of  Ulster,  al- 
though large,  did  not  include  many  of 
those  in  a  position  to  take  advantage  of 
a  University  education,  and  those  who 
were  able  to  do  so  were  generally  the 
sons  of  country  farmers,  who  did  it  with 
the  view  of  becoming  clergymen.  With 
regard  to  these  last,  they  g^t  their  edu- 
cation under  public  endowment  at  the 
College  of  Maynooth,  so  that  so  far  as 
that  class  was  concerned  it  could  not  be 
alleged  that  they  had  any  grievance.  They 
would  find  that  in  the  Colleges  of  Cork 
and  Galway  combined  of  the  numbers 
of  students  actually  upon  the  books 
more  than  one-half  were  Roman  Catho- 
lics. A  distinction  had  been  drawn  be- 
tween the  other  Colleges  and  the  Col- 
lege at  Galway,  and  a  suggestion  had 
been  made  that  that  College  ought 
to  be  thrown  overboard ;  but  he  dis- 
sented entirely  from  that  proposition. 
It  had  been  placed  in  v^y^  %xRR?^<3\\»iL 
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circumstances  in  a  poor  and  thinly-popu- 
lated district  and  in  a  declining  town, 
and  he  was  surprised  to  find  that  under 
the  circumstances  such  a  number  of  stu- 
dents were  attending  it.  It  was  sur- 
prising to  note  that  the  number  of  its 
students  at  present  was  as  great  as  that 
of  the  students  of  Belfast  for  the  first  10 
years  of  its  existence,  and  that  as  re- 
gards the  quality  of  its  teaching  it  com- 
pared favourably  with  its  fellow-institu- 
tions. It  deserved  the  warm  support  of 
all  who  had  at  heart  the  interests  of  Ire- 
land. It  had  been  urged  that  the  num- 
bers were  to  some  extent  a  fallacious 
test  of  the  utility  of  the  Colleges,  and 
that  there  had  been  a  spasmodic  in- 
crease of  students  in  consequence  of  the 
dissolution  of  the  Queen's  University; 
but  he  maintained  that  the  Colleges  had 
grown  gradually,  and  that  there  was 
nothing  spasmodic  about  their  develop- 
ment. Even  as  regarded  the  number 
of  Boman  Catholics,  it  seemed  to  him 
that  the  case  against  the  Colleges  had 
failed.  Another  observation  which  was 
made  was  that  it  was  an  unfair  thing 
that  the  students  of  Colleges  which  had 
been  so  largely  endowed  should  be 
allowed  to  compete  for  the  prizes  of 
the  Koyal  University.  At  the  time  the 
Boyal  University  Act  was  passed  the 
Queen's  University  was  destroyed,  and 
there  was  no  place  where  the  students 
of  the  Queen's  Colleges  could  obtain  a 
degree,  unless  they  were  admitted  to 
compete  in  the  Royal  University.  It 
could  not  be  said  that  it  would  have 
been  right  now  to  establish  a  Uni- 
versity from  the  honours  and  prizes  of 
which  one  class,  that  probably  the 
largest  that  would  seek  University  edu- 
cation, should  be  excluded.  But,  accord- 
ing to  the  constitution  of  the  Hoyal  Uni- 
versity, no  student  of  a  Queen's  College 
could  gain  a  prize  in  that  University 
unless  he  gave  credit  for  the  amount  of 
any  prize  he  possessed  in  his  College. 
That  was  to  say,  if  he  held  a  prize  of  £50 
from  the  Queen's  College,  Galway,  and 
gained  a  studentship  of  £60  from  the 
Boyal  University,  he  only  obtained  £  1 0, 
the  other  £50  being  left  in  the  Uni- 
versity for  other  persons.  Therefore, 
however  the  argument  might  stand  with 
respect  to  the  establishment  of  an  inde- 
pendent College  for  Boman  Catholics, 
he  maintained  that  no  hardship  existed 
in  the  present  management  of  the  prizes 
of  the  Queen's  Colleges.  The  hon.  Mem- 
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ber  for  Cork  City  (Mr.  Daly)  fell  into  an 
error  when  he  was  referring  to  the  feel- 
ings of  mortification  which  he  conceived 
Boman  Catholics  who  did  not  attend  the 
Queen's  College  in  that  city  would  hear 
of  the  extensive  grants  to  that  College 
for  the  remarkable  appliances  at  the 
service  of  the  students  there.  But  the 
hon.  Member  had  not  observed  that 
President  Sullivan,  in  his  report,  men- 
tioned that  the  cost  of  these  had  been 
borne  by  a  local  gentleman  who  did 
much  for  the  private  endowment  of  the 
College.  President  Sullivan  had  with 
great  zeal  and  industry  striven  to  de- 
velop from  private  funds  the  resources 
of  the  College  over  which  he  so  wor^ 
thily  presided.  It  seemed  to  him  (the 
Solicitor  General  for  Ireland),  there- 
fore, that  there  was  no  reason  why  the 
Queen's  Colleges  should  be  destroyed, 
and  even  on  the  part  of  the  promoters 
of  the  Bill  that  appeared  to  be  con- 
ceded. If  the  Queen's  College  were 
not  to  be  destroyed,  there  remained  the 
consideration  whether  anything  should 
be  done  for  the  purpose  of  conferring 
additional  funds  upon  the  Boyal  Uni- 
versity. The  Queen's  University  only 
terminated  last  month,  and  the  Boyid 
University  had  only  just  come  into  exist- 
ence ;  it  had  only  held  one  matriculation 
examination.  It  was  founded  on  a  prin- 
ciple questionable  in  itself,  a  principle 
which,  at  least,  did  not  recommend  itself 
very  largely  to  some  important  classes  in 
Ireland ;  and  the  time  during  which  it 
was  in  operation  was  too  short  to  form 
any  opinion  as  to  its  efiiciency.  The 
idea,  therefore,  of  transferring  bodily 
the  funds  of  the  institutions  that  were 
doing  good  work  to  this  institution,  for 
the  purpose  of  their  being  applied  to 
questionable  ends,  appeared  to  him  to 
be  very  wild  and  aosurd.  What  was 
to  be  done  with  the  buildings?  It 
was  contrary  to  the  constitution  of  the 
Boyal  University  to  establish  a  College. 
It  could  not  render  attendance  in  any 
school  an  essential  preliminary  to  ob- 
taining its  degrees.  It  would  probably 
be  obliged  to  sell  its  Colleges — as  had 
been  remarked — for  barracks,  and  apply 
the  funds  to  the  same  profitless  objects 
it  pursued  at  present,  it  seemed  to  him 
that  a  Motion  for  Inquiry  would  have 
attained  all  the  ends  that  hon.  Members 
had  in  view  by  the  introduction  of  the 
BiU,  if  indeed  they  had  not  been  at- 
tained already  by  the  discussion.    The 
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Qaeen's  Colleges  had  gathered  around 
them  the  good  wishes,  not  only  of  those 
who  had  been  connected  with  them,  but 
those  who  had  examined  that  work.  There 
had  been  large  private  endowments  asso- 
ciated with  the  Colleges  of  Gal  way,  Cork, 
and  especially  Belfast.  They  had  been 
acquiring  these  endowments  on  the  faith 
of  an  Act  of  Parliament,  and  discharging 
honestly  and  loyally  the  work  appointed 
for  them  to  do.  A  cessation  of  their  exist- 
ence, then,  would  be  a  wrong  not  only 
to  the  students  and  Professors,  but  an 
outrage  to  the  donors  who  had  placed 
funds  at  their  disposal.  The  old  argu- 
ment which  he  thought  had  been  long 
since  abolished  had  again  cropped  up 
about  those  Colleges  being  ''  Godless  Col- 
leges," a  description  applied  to  them 
long  since,  and  he  even  believed  up  to 
the  present  time  by  some  persons.  There 
were  no  Colleges  in  the  United  Elingdom 
to  which  that  description  less  applied. 
So  far  from  religious  teaching  being 
banished  from  their  walls,  as  was  com- 
monly supposed,  absolutely  the  reverse 
was  the  case.  Instead  of  a  prohibition 
of  religious  instruction,  there  was  abso- 
lutely a  statutory  requirement  binding 
upon  a  student  in  every  case,  if  those 
connected  with  his  Church  would  only 
afford  it  to  him,  to  receive  religious  in- 
struction within  the  College  walls ;  and 
in  the  College  with  which  he  (the  Soli- 
citor General  for  Ireland)  was  connected 
not  only  was  religious  instruction  not 
banished,  but  it  was  strictly  enforced,  and 
given  by  the  heads  of  the  Churches  with 
which  the  students  were  connected,  under 
the  penalty  of  rustication  or  expulsion,  if 
the  students  did  not  attend  that  religious 
instruction.  It  might  be  right  or  it 
might  be  wrong  to  have  such  a  system 
of  education  as  was  established  in  the 
Queen's  Colleges;  but  as  regarded  the 
results  on  the  character  and  lives  of  the 
students,  he  could  only  say  he  had  never 
heard  an  allegation  that  the  students, 
whether  Catholic,  Episcopalian,  Presby- 
terian, or  Methodist,  were  not  as  well 
conducted,  as  moral,  and  as  religious 
as  those  of  any  other  Colleges  in  the 
countr}'.  For  those  reasons,  it  seemed 
to  him  that  there  was  no  ground  what- 
ever for  either  the  demolition  of  these 
Colleges,  or  the  appropriation  of  their 
funds.  His  view  differed  widely  from 
those  of  the  Irish  Members  opposite  on 
the  question  of  denominational  educa- 
tion.    At  the  same  time,  he  recognized 


their  right  to  entertain  their  views,  and 
he  entirely  sympathized  with  their  honest 
and  sincere  expressions  of  opinion  on 
these  matters.  But,  while  that  was  so, 
it  seemed  to  him  that  that  was  not  a  fit 
and  proper  opportunity  for  discussing 
the  subject.  The  straightforward  way 
for  hon.  Members  to  try  to  attain  their 
object  was  to  openly  bring  forward  pro- 
posals for  the  establishment  and  endow- 
ment of  a  Catholic  College,  and  thus 
fairly  raise  the  question,  leaving  the 
Queen's  Colleges,  which  were  admittedly 
doing  good  work,  to  do  it  unharassed 
and  undiscouraged  by  such  discussions 
as  had  been  going  on  to-day. 

Mb.  METGE  said,  the  speech  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  who  represented 
the  University  of  Edinburgh  (Mr.  Lyon 
Playfair)  was  one  that  would  eive  uni- 
versal satisfaction  in  Ireland,  inasmuch 
as  he  had  thrown  the  weight  of  his  influ- 
ence into  the  scale  in  favour  of  Univer- 
sity education  on  the  system  of  concur- 
rent endowment.  The  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman told  them  that  the  greatest  blot 
in  the  present  Bill  was  that  it  endeavoured, 
by  destroying  the  Queen's  Colleges  in 
Ireland,  to  transfer  the  endowments  by 
which  they  were  supported  to  what  was 
merely  an  examining  Body.  He  (Mr. 
Metge)  felt  quite  as  strongly  as  did  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  inefficiency 
of  the  Eoyal  University  for  the  pur- 
poses of  education.  But,  as  it  existed, 
it  was  not  so  entirely  a  mere  examining 
Board  as  had  been  represented,  provi- 
sion being  made  in  its  constitution  for 
Fellowships  on  the  Board,  those  Fellow- 
ships to  be  held  by  gentlemen  who  were 
actually  teachers  and  Professors  in  Col- 
leges throughout  Ireland.  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  went  on  to  say  that  the 
College  in  Belfast,  if  for  no  other  reason, 
should  be  maintained  on  the  ^ound  of 
its  usefulness  as  a  Professional  Institu- 
tion. That  might  be  very  desirable, 
but  it  was  not  the  object  for  which  the 
Queen's  Colleges  were  established.  Ac- 
cording to  the  evidence  of  Sir  Kobert 
Kane  before  the  Queen's  Colleges  Com- 
missioners, they  were  simply  established 
to  develop  the  Faculty  of  Arts  on  a  large 
scale.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland  seemed  to 
think  that  the  great  difficulty  of  doing 
away  with  the  Queen's  Colleges  would 
be  that  the  Protestant  students  of  these 
Colleges  would  have  no  other  means  of 
obtaining  a  Collegiate  edua&tiQtL^V^V^ 
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(Mr.  Hetge)  thought  that  wM  rather 
n  weat  Brgument,  and  would  ask  hon. 
Uembers  to  consider  what  was  the 
position  of  the  Catholic  students  at 
preseot.  All  the  endowments  for  Ca- 
tholic education,  with  the  esoeption  of 
Uajnooth,  were  supplied  from  private 
sources.  The  Catholic  students  had  to 
'  obtain  Collegiate  education  at  private 
institutions,  except  so  far  as  they  oould 
avail  themselves  of  Majnooth.  Surel; 
the  Frotestante  were  as  well  able  to 
endow  Colleges  for  themselves  as  were 
the  Catholics.  It  was  an  outrage  to  put 
forward  the  difSculty  of  dealing  with  the 
buildings  as  a  reason  for  not  redressinff 
a  grievance.  He  did  not  see  how  a  Bill 
wmch  proposed  to  transfer  the  emolu- 
ments of  a  University  which  was  ob- 
noxious to  the  people  of  Ireland,  and 
which  had  practically  failed  to  be  of  any 
use,  could  be  regarded  as  one  for  de- 
stroying an  established  system  of  Uni- 
versity education.  They  were  t«ld  that 
the  question  was  not  ripe  for  settlement ; 
but  that  was  a  statement  they  had  heard 
a  often  that  it  was  time  to  take  a  lesson 
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aajority  if  they  went  fo  a  division,  he 
rould  move  the  adjournment  of  the 
[ebate. 

Mb.  METQE  formally  seconded  the 
ifotion. 

Motion  mads,  and  Question  proposed, 
'  That  the  Debate  be  now  adjooroed." 
—{Sir  JoiepA  31'Senna.) 

Mb.  macartney  said,  thia  was  an 
txtraordinary  proceeding 

Mb.  BIGH>AB  rose  on  a  point  of 
]rder,  and  said,  his  hon.  Friend  (Mr. 
hfetge)  hadspoken  on  the  Main  Queetion, 
ind  he  (Mr.  Biggar)  would  like  to  know 
f  it  were  in  Order  for  him  to  second  the 
Uotion  for  Adioumment ? 

Mb.  SPEAKEB  said,  as  the  hon. 
Uember  bad  spoken  on  Uie  Main  Ques- 
aon,  he  would  be  out  of  Order  in  Becond- 
ng  a  Motion  for  Adjournment. 

There  being  no  Seconder,  the  Motion 
ras  not  put. 

Questioaput,  "That  the  Bill  be  now 
read  a  second  time." 

The  House  dividtd : — Ayes  35  ;  Noes 


from  it,  and  to  advise  their  constituenU  ^14:  Majority  179.— (Div.  List,  No.  67.) 

to  make  it  ripe  for  discussion  by  agi-  

tating   outside,   and  for  the  House  to  buboiabt  bill. 

pay  that  attention  to  it  which  the  paltry  Co  Hotion  ot  Ur.  Trohab  Colliks,  Bill  to 

pressure   of    12   or    15    Members   could  ^»^f  Burglary  an  offence  triable  «t  Quarts 


never  extort.     The  Irish  people  must,     ^f^^ona,  orrfsi-rf  to  ^  broi^ht  i 

„        ,  ,   ,  .  -     .1      f   .  ruuuAB  Collins,  Mr.  Hindb  Paucbil,  and  Mi. 

therefore,  take  great  care  in  the  future    p^^jj, 


to  thoroughly  agitate  every  subject,  and 
then  the  pressure  would  be  brought  to 
bear. 

Mr.  CORBY  denied  that  the  Queen 
College  at   Belfast  was   in  any    way 
sectarian  College.     It  was  in  a  Presby- 
terian   district,    and    therefore   it   wac 
natural  that  it  should  be  resorted  to  by 


Bill  firMsnlnf,  oad  read  the Bnt  lime.  [Bill  109.] 
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Oq  Motion  of  Ur.  ToMtina,  Bill  to  «ni»iid 

ths  aeTenty-eighCh  Bection  of  "  Tbe  UetropoKi 

noj,  lu  ai.nDuj-     I*c«l  Managiimerit  Aot,  18S6,"  aetotheRaliog 

thfirefiira    it    was    "'  f'wtf afs-  ordtred  to  be  bronght  in  bv  Mr. 

tnereiore    it    was    Tn,»EN»,  Sir  Ashmw  Loex,  Sir  JAjiiatAW- 

!,  Mr.  'William  IA'Akthtb,  Baroo  Hexbt 


Fresbyterian  young  men  desirous  ta  be  De  Worms,  and  Mr.  I 
educated  for  the  Ministry.  He  was  sure  BiUjirM«ie>J,andreadttiefli*ttime.[Billll0.1 
that  if  the  accommodation  were  better, 
they  would  have  a  still  larger  number  of 
young  men  resorting  to  that  College. 
He  hoped  they  would  find  in  the  Esti- 
mates that  there  was  a  considerable 
grant  made  to  that  College.  It  had 
been  a  very  great  success,  and  his  con- 
stituents would  be  annoyed  if  they 
thought  that  College  was  to  be  inter- 
fered with  in  any  way,  and  he  should 
therefore  vote  against  the  Bill. 

Sir    JOSEPH    M'KENNA   said,  he 
oonsidered  the  prinoiple  which  underlay     „      -,    „  „   ,. 

the  Bill  was  one  that  the  House  ought     *[^J  ^!Z~  ^"'^"'*»^    Dedaiatwa 
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not  li^tly  to  oast  aside,  and,  at  it  wai 
UkAj  to  btt  defeated  by  a  very  large 
Mf.Mtt§t 


(32),  ntgtttivei. 

Third   Stadinf  — 

(Ti«i}-(38),ai 


FroviriiMud  Old* 
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SOUTH  AFRTCA~THE  TRANSVAAL-  ^  ^^  ^^   ^f  i^,^^??^^^  ''-    ^! 

THE  B0ERS.-0B8ERVATI0NS.  I^^ds^  I  do  not  believe  that  an  mault 

r«        -r^                ^  *  -n.^x  ^  ^^^^^      ,,  ^*®  intended  by  the  Boers,  less  do  I  be- 

Thb  Eabl   of  CAENARVON  :   My  Heve  that  it  was  intended  to  be  a  gross 

Lords,  I  wish  to  call  the  attention  of  my  insult ;   but  it  was  a  most  unbecoming 

noble  Friend  opposite,  the  Secretary  of  proceeding,  and  certainly  not  a  proceed- 

State  for  the  Colonies,  to  a  matter  which  ing  at  which  the  British  Resident  should 

has  come  under  my  notice  very  recently,  have  taken  part.     As  soon  as  my  atten- 

and  of  which  I  have  given  him  private  tion  was  called  to  the  circumstance,  1 

Notice.    I  have  just  seen  some  informa-  sent  a  message  to  the  British  Resident 

tion  from  the  Transvaal  in  reference  to  a  that  he  was  not  to  attend  any  public 

great  festival  which  has  been  held  there  meeting  in  the  Transvaal,  unless  he  first 

with  a  view,  it  seems,  of  celebrating  the  learned  what  was  proposed  to  be  done, 

independence  of  the  Transvaal  Republic,  and  that  due  respect  would  be  paid  to 

The  Landdrost  of  Pretoria  was  in  the  his  Sovereign  whom  he  represents  there, 
chair,  and  many   were  present  whose 

names  are  famiUar  to  us  in  this  country  MARRIAGE  OF  HIS  ROYAL  HIGHNESS 

and  amongst  them  were  M.  Joubert  and  p^j^^g  LEOPOLD,  DUKE  OF  ALBANY, 

the  English  Resident.     Now,  I  observe  tt     ■»*■  .        t 

that  on  this  occasion  there  were  four  J^er  Majesty's  most  gracious  Message 

toasts  proposed  — 1  St,  ''  The  Indepen-  of  Tuesday  last  considered  (according  to 

dence  of  the  People  of  the  South  African  order). 

RepubUc ;  "  2nd,  "  The  Volksraad  as  a  Earl  GRANVILLE  :  My  Lords,  this 
LegislativeAuthority;"drd,''TheTrium-  is  the  second  time  I  have  had  the  honour 
virateand  the  Executive  Council;"  and,  and,  I  may  add,  the  pleasure  of  asking 
4th,  *'  The  Queen,  as  Suzerain  of  the  your  Lordships  to  agree  to  an  Address 
State;  "  and  I  notice  that  M.  Joubert,  of  congratulation  to  Her  Majesty  on  the 
who  proposed  the  last  toast,  very  judi-  occasion  of  a  Royal  Marriage.  On  these 
ciously  said  that  he  did  not  know  what  occasions  the  ready  and  cheerful  loyalty 
the  word  Suzerain  meant.  I  beg  your  with  which  your  Lordships  have  asso- 
Lordships  to  observe  that  of  the  list  of  ciated  yourselves  with  the  Addresses 
toasts  the  first  was  ''  The  Independence  makes  me  feel  how  very  satisfactory  it 
of  the  Republic,"  and  the  last  was  that  is  that  the  anticipations  then  formed 
of  **  Her  Majesty  the  Queen."  I  do  not  have  since  been  so  amply  fulfilled,  to 
think  it  possible  to  infer  anything  else  the  additional  comfort  of  Her  Majesty 
than  that  an  insult,  I  may  say  a  gross  and  the  increased  happiness  of  the  Royal 
insult,  was  intended — a  sarcasm  was  Family.  It  is  the  less  necessary  for  me 
used  in  reference  to  the  Suzerain,  but  it  to  use  many  words  now,  because  your 
was  an  insult  as  it  was  used  in  regard  to  Lordships  had  an  opportunity,  upon  the 
Her  Majesty  as  an  exalted  Lady  in  that  debate  on  the  Address,  of  adverting  to 
capacity — but  in  the  arrangement  of  the  this  subject;  and  the  manner  in  which 
toasts  an  insult  was  no  doubt  intended,  your  Lordships  were  pleased  to  receive 
I  do  not  know  what  course  my  noble  the  announcement  and  the  observations 
Friend  has  take  n  ;  but  I  wish  to  call  his  that  were  made  by  several  of  your  Lord- 
attention  to  the  fact  that  the  British  ships  on  this  particular  point  showed 
Resident  was  present — and  the  British  how  ready  your  Lordships  were  to  con- 
Resident,  if  the  newspaper  reports  are  cur  in  a  proposal  of  this  kind.  Allusion 
correct,  humbly  and  deferentially  ac-  was  then  made  to  the  remarkable  cha- 
cepted  that  insult,  and  made  answer  to  racter  and  intellectual  qualities  inherited 
the  toasts  as  the  Representative  of  the  from  his  illustrious  Father  by  the  Bride- 
Queen  for  the  Queen.  I  am  afraid  that  groom  on  this  occasion,  and  I  took  the 
my  noble  Friend  will  have  no  power  to  liberty  of  stating  that  what  I  had  heard 
deny  the  accuracyof  the  statement  which  with  regard  to  the  qualifications  of  the 
I  have  just  made ;  but,  at  all  events,  I  Princess  satisfied  me  that  the  Princess 
do  hope  that  my  noble  Friend  will  be  would  win  the  love  and  admiration  which 
able  to  tell  your  Lordships  that  his  had  been  obtained  by  the  other  foreign 
attention  has  been  called  to  the  event,  Princesses  who  had  adopted  this  country 
and  that  he  had  expressed  his  sense  of  as  their  home.  Since  that  time  Her 
the  very  gross  impropriety  of  such  a  Serene  Highness  has  visited  this  ooun- 
proceeding.  try,  and  I  can  appeal  to  xnSbXL^  ^Vi^  ^st^ 
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present  whether  she  does  not  possess  all 
those  qualities  which  will  endear  her  to 
the  British  people,  as  they  have  already 
done  to  the  Eoyitl  Family.  I  beg  to 
move — 

'^  That  a  humble  Address  be  presented  to 
Her  Majesty,  to  thank  Her  Majesty  for  the 
most  gracious  communication  which  it  has 
pleased  Her  Majesty  to  make  to  this  House  re- 

2 meeting  the  approaching  marriage  between  his 
oyal  Highness  Prince  Leopold,  Duke  of  Al- 
bany, and  Her  Serene  Highness  Princess  Helen 
of  Waldeck  and  Pyrmont,  and  to  assure  Her 
Majesty  that  this  House,  always  feeling  the 
most  lively  interest  in  any  event  which  will 
contribute  to  the  happiness  of  the  Royal  Family, 
will  concur  in  those  measures  which  may  be  pro- 
posed for  the  consideration  of  this  House  to 
make  such  a  provision  for  His  Royal  Highness 
as  may  be  suitable  to  the  dignity  of  the  Crown.'* 

The  Marquess  of  SALISBURY:  My 
Lords,  I  am  sure  that  your  Lordships 
will  give  a  ready  assent  to  a  Motion 
calculated  to  express  the  deep  loyalty 
you  feel  to  the  Crown,  and  the  confi- 
dence which  your  experience  and  the 
character  of  the  Prince  and  Princess 
justify  you  in  entertaining  that  this 
event  will  add  to  Her  Majesty's  happi- 
ness, and  that  it  will  increase  the  num- 
ber of  those  to  whom  this  country  and 
this  people  look  up  with  afiPection  and 
regard.  The  noble  Lord  has  justly  re- 
ferred to  the  high  qualities  which  dis- 
tinguish His  Boyal  Highness  and  the 
exertions  which  he  constantly  makes  to 
place  his  abilities  at  the  service  of  his 
country.  In  the  admiration  which  the 
noble  Earl  expressed  your  Lordships 
will,  I  am  sure,  all  readily  join,  and  you 
will  feel  no  small  satisfaction  in  being 
able,  at  the  same  time,  to  look  forward 
to  his  union  with  the  illustrious  Princess 
about  to  become  his  bride — a  Princess 
who  is  fitly  chosen  to  share  his  exalted 
position.  Such  sentiments  are  properly 
associated  with  an  occasion  of  this  kind; 
but  the  Address  your  Lordships  are  asked 
to  concur  in  does  not  in  itself  indicate 
your  warm  attachment  to  the  Throne  or 
your  admiration  of  the  illustrious  Per- 
sonages about  it,  because  such  a  provi- 
sion is  called  for  from  you  to  support 
the  dignity  of  the  Grown,  and  it  is  im- 
pO|eed  upon  you  as  a  matter  of  duty 
arising  from  the  understandings  which 
took  place  when  this  Keign  opened.  But 
though  the  provision  in  whicn  you  may 
ooncur  is  not  neoessarily  a  proof  of  the 
feelings  with  which  you  regard  Her 
ICaje^  and  her  Family,  yet  it  may 
pntprnj  be  aMooiated  with  the  warm 


and  earnest  expression  of  the  loyalty 
which  I  am  convinced  every  Member  of 
your  Lordships'  House  feels,  not  only  to 
Her  Majesty,  but  to  all  the  Members  of 
the  Family,  who  have  done  so  much  to 
adorn  the  Throne. 

Address  ordered  nemine  diuentienU 
to  be  presented  to  Her  Majesty.  The 
said  Address  to  be  presented  to  Her  Ma- 
jesty by  the  Lords  with  White  Staves. 

PARLIAMENTARY  DECLARATION 

BILL.— (No.  32.) 

{The  Earl  of  BedesdaU.) 

SECOND    READING. 

Order  of  the  Day  for  the  Second  Bead- 
ing read. 

The  Earl  of  REDESDALE  (Chair- 
man of  Committees),  in  moving  that  the 
Bill  be  read  a  second  time,  said,  he 
wished  shortly  to  call  attention  to  the 
circumstances  under  which  it  was  intro- 
duced. They  were  all  aware  of  what 
had  taken  place  in  the  other  House  on 
this  subject.  On  several  occasions  the 
other  House  had  most  properly,  and  he 
was  sure  with  the  general  approval  of 
the  country  at  large,  refused  U>  allow  a 
person  who  was  an  avowed  Atheist,  and 
who  had  declared  himself  to  be  so,  to 
take  the  Oath  as  required  by  Parliament 
before  he  took  his  seat.  They  felt  justly 
that  it  would  be  a  de^adation  of  the 
Oath,  and  they,  therefore,  refused  to 
allow  him  to  take  it.  They  were  all 
aware  of  the  embarrassment  which  had 
arisen  from  this,  and  it  was  a  serious 
question  what  was  to  be  done.  If 
nothing  was  done,  Mr.  Bradlaugh  might 
again  appear  and  occupy  the  time  of 
the  House,  and  again  put  it  to  trouble 
and  inconvenience,  and  bring  on  another 
painful  discussion.  So  far  as  he  was 
aware,  the  only  course  proposed  as  an 
alternative  to  that  whicn  he  suggested 
by  this  Bill — which  provided  that  before 
a  person  could  sit  in  either  House  of 
Parliament  he  should  declare  his  belief 
in  an  Almighty  God — was  that  a  Bill 
should  be  introduced  to  allow,  in  the 
circumstances  of  this  case,  that  an  Af&r- 
mation  should  be  taken  in  lieu  of  the 
Oath.  However  that  Bill  was  to  be 
worded,  it  was  impossible  to  deny  that 
the  purpose  for  which  it  would  be 
brought  in  would  be  to  enable  an 
Atheist  to  sit  in  Parliament.  He  held 
that  any  such  proceeding  by  Parliament 
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would  be  most  objectionable.  From  the 
earliest  time  it  had  been  a  principle  of 
the  Law  and  of  the  Government  of  this 
country  that  they  should  be  conducted 
in  accordance  with  the  Christian  reli- 
gion. It  was  a  mistake  to  suppose  that 
it  was  not  so  in  the  proceedings  of  other 
countries.  A  Eeturn  had  been  made 
to  the  Foreign  Office  of  the  forms  of 
Oath  used  in  foreign  Legislative  As- 
semblies, and  it  appeared  that  in  Ba- 
varia, in  Denmark,  in  Greece,  in  Hol- 
land, in  Prussia,  and  in  many  other 
countries,  Oaths  were  administered  in 
which  were  used  the  names  of  God,  of 
the  Holy  Gospels,  or  of  the  Trinity.  It 
would  be  a  sad  thing  if,  with  these 
examples  before  it,  this  country  should 
be  the  first  to  take  an  active  step  with 
the  view  of  admitting  Atheists  into  Par- 
liament. He  did  not  say  that  they 
might  not  now  come  in  and  take  the 
Oaths  which  were  proffered  them ;  but 
it  was  the  deliberate  intention  of  the 
countries  to  which  he  had  referred  that 
the  person  who  came  in  should  be  a  be- 
liever in  Almighty  God.  An  objection 
taken  to  what  he  proposed  was  that  this 
was  a  new  form  of  declaration.  Cer- 
tainly the  declaration  was  one  which  was 
not  required  to  be  made  at  the  present 
time ;  but  in  substance  it  was  not  new, 
for  the  effect  of  it  was  already  in  the 
Oath  that  was  taken.  This  Bill  was  not 
proposed  for  the  purpose  of  making  a 
change,  but  it  was  brought  in  to  prevent 
change,  and  to  enable  Business  to  be  con- 
ducted in  Parliament  without  a  repe- 
tition of  those  offensive  scenes  which 
had  lately  troubled  the  other  House. 
He  really  did  not  know  what  objection 
could  be  fairly  taken  to  the  measure. 
It  was  very  simple,  and  it  did  not  re- 
quire anything  new  to  be  done  ;  on  the 
contrary,  it  protected  that  which  was 
already  required.  It  would  be  of  the 
greatest  advantage  that  relief  should  be 
given  to  the  other  House  of  Parliament 
in  the  matter.  It  was  said  that  the  dif- 
ficulty had  arisen  in  the  other  House, 
and  that  the  measure  of  relief  ought 
to  be  proposed  there.  He  had  not  the 
slightest  objection  if  it  were  done;  but, 
as  it  was  not,  it  would  be  a  kind  action 
on  the  part  of  this  House  towards  the 
other,  and  it  would  be  judicious,  as  re- 
garded this  House,  to  prevent  anything 
of  the  same  sort  occurring.  Thoy  were 
not  free  from  the  possibility,  after  what 
had   occurred  in    the    last   election   of 


Peers  for  Scotland,  when  one  was  not 
returned  in  the  ususd  manner,  on  account 
of  its  being  known  that  he  held  opinions 
similar  to  those  of  Mr.  Bradlaugh.   The 
great  principle  of  the  Bill  was  this,  that 
the  man  who  made  the  declaration  could 
not  escape  the  result.   If  he  took  it,  and 
then  said  he  did  not  believe  in  an  Al- 
mighty God,  he  declared  himself,  in  face 
of  Parliament  and  the  country,  a  deli- 
berate liar,  and  no  man  could  do  that 
without  debasing  himself  to  the  greatest 
possible  extent.     He    might    have  no 
scruple  about  taking  an  Oath  which  he 
did  not  believe,  but  he  would  care  for 
what  men  thought  of  him  in  the  society 
in   which  he  lived.     The  Bill    would, 
therefore,  in  his  opinion,  operate  in  a 
manner  to  prevent  people  making  false 
declarations.     No  doubt,  an  Affirmation 
was  at  present  allowed,  but  it  was  con- 
fined to  people  who  declared  themselves 
Christians,  and  who  believed  in  the  Affir- 
mation they  made,  and  the  same  might 
be  said  of  the  Jews.     There  was  no 
doubt  that  they  believed  in  the  same 
Gt>d,    the    same    Supreme    Being,    as 
Christians  themselves.     The  real  ques- 
tion was  whether  it  was  the  deliberate 
desire    of    Parliament     that     Atheists 
should  take  part  in  the  political  deli- 
berations of  their  Lordships'  House  and 
of  the  other  House  of  Parliament  ?   All 
the  associations  and  all  the  proceedings 
of   Parliament  were    based  upon    the 
supposition  that  they  entertained  a  be- 
lief in  Almighty   God.     Every  Speech 
from    the    Throne,    and    every  Keply 
thereto  by  that  House  most  distinctly 
acknowledged  and  avowed  such  belief. 
To  take  only   a  recent  instance,    Her 
Majesty's  Most  Gracious  Speech  at  the 
opening  of  Parliament   ended  with  an 
appeal  to  God,  and  the  Address  of  their 
Lordships  invoked  the    guidance    and 
blessing  of  the  same  Power.     Certainly 
for  a  long  time  this  country  had  enjoyed 
the  favour  of  God — whether  it  enjoyed 
it  at  the  present  moment  he  had  very 
grave  reasons  to  fear.     It  seemed  to 
him  that  the  present  time  was  peculiarly 
suited  to  the  adoption  of  the  course  he 
proposed,   because  there  never    was  a 
period  when  the  country  exhibited   to 
the   world  a   state  of  circumstances  so 
alarming.      Was  this  a  time  in  which 
they   ought  to   declare   themselves   in- 
different to  receiving  the  assistance  of 
God  ?    Was  this  the  moment  to  add  to 
their  difficulties  by  the  encoux«j^<b\ssRj\i5^ 
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of  irreligion  by  admitting  Atheists  to 
Parliament?  In  his  opinion,  the  ad- 
mission of  Atheists  to  either  House  of 
Parliament  would  be  to  degrade  the 
dignity  and  impair  the  usefulness  of  the 
Legislature,  and  he  trusted  their  Lord- 
ships would  never  agree  to  such  a  pro- 
posal. But  what  were  they  to  do? 
Were  they  to  allow  the  present  state  of 
things  to  continue  ?  If  some  noble 
Lord  had  proposed  a  better  mode  of 
meeting  the  difficulty,  he  would  gladly 
have  supported  it ;  but  under  the  circum- 
stances he  thought  the  course  proposed 
in  this  Bill  was  the  wisest  the  House 
oould  adopt.  In  moving  the  second 
reading  of  the  Bill,  he  ventured  to  ex- 
press a  hope  that  the  House  would 
come  to  such  a  determination  upon  it  as 
would  be  pleasing  to  God  and  useful  to 
tiie  country. 

Moved,  *' That  the  Bill  be  how  read  2V" 
— ( The  Earl  of  Redesdale,) 

The  Earl  of  SHAFTESBURY :  My 
Lords,  in  rising  to  oppose  this  Bill,  I 
cannot  but  express  my  belief  that  many 
of  your  Lordships  will  feel  with  me  that 
more  regard  will  be  shown  for  the  honour 
of  Almighty  God  by  abstaining  from 
legislation  such  as  this  than  would  be 
the  case  if  it  were  passed  without  a  dis- 
sentient voice  in  this  great  Assembly. 
The  noble  Earl  admits,  and  there  is  no 
doubt  of  it,  that  he  proposes  a  new  decla- 
ration and  a  new  form  of  words,  such  as 
have  never  been  used  in  this  or  in  the 
other  House  of  Parliament.  Your  Lord- 
ships, perhaps,  in  all  your  experience, 
have  never  had  under  your  deliberations 
a  subject  more  solemn  and  more  painful 
than  the  one  now  before  you.  It  must 
be  solemn  and  painful  even  to  those  who 
are  disposed  to  support  it,  for  they  ad- 
mit thereby  the  awful  character  of  the 
times  in  which  we  live,  and  the  terrible 
necessity  that  something  should,  if  pos- 
sible, be  done  to  resist  the  strong  and 
rapid  tide  of  infidelity  that  seems  ready 
to  overwhelm  us.  But  if  it  be  solemn 
and  painful  to  those  who  are  prepared 
to  support  the  Bill,  how  much  more 
solemn  and  serious  it  is  to  those  who, 
heartily  praisinpp  the  noble  Lord  for  his 
generous  intentions,  and  deeply  sympa- 
uiiadng  with  his  sentiments  and  feelings, 
are  yet  unwilling — nay,  unable— to  add 
a  new  test  as  a  preliminarv  to  the  dis- 
ohaive  of  Parliamentary  duties!  My 
LoTOMf  had  it  been  a  form  of  ordinary 


character^  I  should  not  have  hesitated 
for  a  moment  to  say  "  No."  But  the 
gpravity  of  the  words  is  so  impressive, 
and  the  belief  in  itself  so  necessary  and 
so  true,  that  one  is  compelled  to  think, 
and  to  think  deeply  too,  on  the  course 
that  ought  to  be  pursued.  I  wish  to  be 
as  brief  as  possible,  because,  on  a  sub- 
ject so  solemn,  our  words,  I  think, 
should  be  wary  and  few.  But  however 
solemn,  however  religious,  may  be  the 
motive  and  the  act  to  which  it  leads, 
surely  my  noble  Friend  will  allow  that, 
even  in  these  things,  some  regard  must 
be  had  to  times  and  circumstances. 
What  might  have  been  theoretically  and 
practically  g^od  dOO  years  ago  is  neither 
the  one  nor  the  other  in  the  present 
generation.  A  law  of  this  kind  passed 
in  our  day  would  be  in  absolute  and  un- 
qualified discord  with  all  the  opinions, 
feelings,  and  tendencies  of  the  men 
around  us,  and,  as  such,  would  be  op- 
posed and  evaded  in  every  possible  man- 
ner. The  gp^at  current  of  opinion  seems 
to  be  running  against  all  testa  and 
promissory  Oaths  altogether,  and,  by 
attempting  to  impose  a  new  test,  we 
shall  run  the  hazard,  perhaps  incur  the 
certainty,  of  losing  the  only  one  that  we 
now  possess.  For  observe,  my  Lords, 
the  course  of  legislation  on  these  points. 
We  need  not  go  through  a  long  histori- 
cal narration ;  a  single  instance  will  suf- 
fice. In  the  10th  year  of  George  lY., 
the  Oath  of  Allegiance  was  amended 
and  passed,  bearing  at  the  conclusion 
these  solemn  and  emphatic  words — 

*'  And  I  do  solemnly,  in  the  presenoe  of  God, 
profess,  testify,  and  declare,  that  I  do  make 
this  declaration  and  every  part  thereof  in  tiie 
plain  and  ordinary  sense  of  the  words  of  this 
Oath,  without  any  evasion,  equivocation,  or 
mental  reservation  whatsoever.** 

But  in  1 866,  so  entirely  had  the  public 
mind  changed  as  to  its  belief  that  these 
words  were  either  necessary  or  effective, 
that  the  Oath  was  changed,  and  de- 
manded no  more  than  the  siniple  decla- 
ration of  **  So  help  me,  God."  Moreover, 
so  entirely  did  your  Lordships  approve 
it,  that  the  Bill  effecting  this  change  was 
carried  without  a  division,  and,  indeed, 
with  scarcely  a  debate,  in  your  Lord- 
ship's House.  My  noble  Friend  (the 
Earl  of  Redesdale),  in  suffering  it  mas 
to  pass,  assented  to  its  principle ;  and 
when  a  protest,  signed  oy  two  Peers, 
was  inscribed  on  the  books,  the  name  of 
my  no  bio  Friend  was  not  appended  to 
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it.  Now,  does  my  noble  Friend  really 
believe  that  it  would  be  possible,  and, 
if  possible,  that  it  would  be  expedient, 
for  the  House  of  Lords  to  travel  back 
some  50  years  and  revive,  both  in  form 
and  spirit,  declarations  and  tests  that 
have  been  abrogated  by  common  con- 
sent as  needless  and  ineffective?  During 
the  last  50  years  of  my  life  I  have  from 
circumstances  been  very  conversant  with 
the  people,  and  have  marked  their 
progress.  Few  characteristics  are  more 
manifest  among  them  than  the  great 
and  growing  dislike  of  all  authority  in 
matters  of  opinion.  The  imposition  of 
a  new  test  would  make  the  nation  be- 
lieve that  others  were  behind  it,  and 
that  the  Bill  in  truth  intended  much 
more  than  was  expressed  in  the  enact- 
ments. Distrust  would  be  created,  and 
even  religious  persons,  I  am  sure,  would 
be  among  the  first  to  take  the  alarm. 
Besides,  what  would  be  gained  were  the 
measure  carried  ?  The  Oath  that  we 
now  have,  and  its  consequent  securities, 
if  noble  Lords  will  examine  it,  is  far 
more  stringent  and  penetrating  than  the 
new  adjunct  proposed.  The  adjunct,  if 
read  by  itself,  is  feeble,  but  if  read 
along  with  the  Oath,  it  takes  something 
from  its  stringency.  It  adds  nothing  of 
strength  to  the  great  purpose  my  noble 
Friend  has  in  view;  but,  if  passed,  it  would 
add  much  to  public  irritation,  and  give 
rise  to  storms  of  hatred  and  blasphemy. 
My  Lords,  I  feel  very  reluctant  to  thrust  on 
your  Lordships  serious  and  solemn  con- 
siderations; but  your  Lordships  will  bear 
in  mind  that  there  are  very  many  pious 
and  good  people  in  this  country  who, 
with  the  deepest  convictions,  hold  that 
it  is  sufficient  to  announce  a  good  prin- 
ciple, and  then  a  duty  to  press  it  without 
any  regard  to  times  or  circumstances. 
They  will  urge,  no  doubt,  and  very  con- 
scientiously, that  in  such  an  exigency  as 
this  there  must  be  no  regard  to  temporal 
or  secondary  considerations;  that  the 
movement  is  right,  and  that  we  must  go 
forward  in  spite  of  all  difficulty,  and 
reckless  of  consequences.  But,  my  Lords, 
must  judgment,  experience,  and  common 
sense  be  allowed  no  part  in  such  discus- 
sions as  these  ?  Were  we  to  turn  this 
debate  into  a  theological  discussion,  we 
might  adduce  many  Scriptural  proofs  to 
the  contrary ;  but  your  Lordships,  I  am 
sure,  do  not  need  to  be  convinced,  and  I 
will  reserve  that  part  of  the  argument 
for  those  who  will  contend  with  me  out. 


;  of-doors.  Bat  let  us  for  a  moment  oon- 
j  sider  what  we'  are  called  upon  to  enact. 
'  Here  are  the  words  —  **  I,  A  B,  do 
solemnly,  sincerely,  and  truly  declare 
and  affirm  that  I  believe  in  an  Almighty 
God."  I  maintain  that  this  declaration 
imposes,  in  fact,  little  or  nothing.  It 
would  be  utterly  ineffective.  The  indefi- 
nite article  leaves  us  with  the  notion  of 
something  ideal.  It  is  a  declaration  that 
might  be  made  by  Mahomedans,  Budd- 
hists, and  the  followers  of  Epicurus.  I 
know  not  how  your  Lordships  would  be 
affected  by  such  an  expression ;  but  I 
confess  that  though,  no  doubt,  I  should 
obey  the  law  were  it  passed,  I  should  do 
so  with  the  greatest  reluctance.  The 
definite  article,  or  even  the  omission  of 
the  article,  g^ves  a  very  different  mean- 
ing. Almighty  God,  or  The  Almighty 
Gx)d,  means  that  Great  Being,  as  re- 
vealed to  us  in  Holy  Scripture,  who  con- 
cerns Himself  with  the  affairs  of  men, 
and  is  the  Dispenser  of  rewards  and 
punishments.  The  assertion  of  such  a 
belief  without  the  assertion  of  an  accom- 
panying belief  that  He  exercises  a  moral 
government  over  the  world  is  of  no  value 
at  all.  Some  professed  Atheists  would, 
I  dare  say,  reject  it,  and  so  make  capital 
out  of  the  new  test.  Many  would  accept 
it,  for  the  arch-representative  of  their 
opinions  has  avowed  his  readiness  to 
take  the  Oath,  which  is  far  stronger,  for 
in  the  terms  **  So  help  me,  God"  we 
express  the  belief  that  there  is  a  moral 
Providence,  a  Rewarder  of  good,  and  an 
Avenger  of  evil.  Now,  why  should  his 
followers  be  more  scrupulous  than  him- 
self? And  if  not  so,  what,  then,  should  we 
have  gained  ?  My  noble  Friend  limits 
his  form  entirely  to  Atheists.  They  are 
formidable,  no  doubt,  but  they  are  few. 
The  pure,  simple  Atheist  who  admits 
nothing  but  force  and  matter  is  a  being 
of  rare  occurrence.  Those,  however,  who 
allow  the  existence  of  a  First  Cause,  but 
deny  His  intervention  in  the  affairs  of 
man,  who  admit  no  revelation  of  a  future 
state  or  any  system  of  rewards  or  punish- 
ments, may  be  counted  by  myriads. 
In  numbers  they  are  more  danger- 
ous than  all  the  Materialists  put  toge- 
ther, and  in  principles  of  action  they 
have  no  more  sense  of  the  higher 
responsibilities  than  the  followers  of 
Hobbes  or  Epicurus.  My  noble  Friend 
will  not  allow  that  there  is  anything  ad- 
ditional or  new  in  his  proposition  ;  it  is 
simply,  he  asserts,  oxglanatlotL  wA  \^- 
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velopment.  Bat  this  explanation  and 
development  have  already  excited  fresh 
hopes  and  more  extended  aspirations. 
While  I  was  thinking  on  this  point  that 
had  occurred  to  my  own  mind,  I  received 
a  letter  stating  that  to  operate  on  the 
Representatives  only  was  a  waste  of 
energy,  that  the  test  should  he  applied 
to  the  constituencies,  and  that  every 
elector,  before  he  was  allowed  to  vote, 
should  make  the  declaration  prescribed 
in  the  Bill.  Observe  the  restlessness  we 
should  create,  and  desire  of  further  and 
stronger  measures.  My  Lords,  had  we 
not  better  remain  content  with  what  we 
have  got  ?  It  is  as  effective  as  anything 
can  he  in  the  present  day  and  in  the 
state  of  men's  minds.  In  this  sense 
only,  and  with  this  view,  have  I  under- 
taken to  move  your  Lordships  to  accept 
the  Previous  Question.  It  is  more  re- 
spectful to  the  noble  Earl,  whose  motives 
we  must,  all  of  us,  commend,  and  more 
reverential,  so  to  speak,  to  the  proposi- 
tion before  us.  We  shall  thus  be  spared 
much  public  wrath,  agitation,  and  pro- 
fanity, and  avert  an  increase  of  that 
feverish  excitement  which  is  disturbing 
the  peace  and  threatening  even  the  safety 
of  the  country  itself.  I  move  the  Pre- 
vious Question. 

Previous  question  moved  {The  Earl 
of  Shaftesbury), 

The  Duke  of  ARGYLL :  My  Lords, 
I  should  have  been  very  glad  if  my 
noble  Friend  who  has  just  sat  down  had 
concluded  by  a  direct  Motion  that  this 
Bill  be  read  a  second  time  this  day  three 
months.  I  will  vote  with  him  if  this 
Motion  is  pressed  to  a  division ;  but  I 
should  have  voted  with  greater  satisfac- 
tion for  a  direct  negative,  as  it  would 
have  shown  that  there  was  no  desire  on 
the  part  of  the  House  to  avoid  or  evade 
for  a  moment  the  question  that  is  placed 
before  us.  My  Lords,  I  hardly  know 
whether  to  say  that  I  am  very  glad  or 
that  I  am  very  sorry  that  my  noble  Friend 
has  raised  this  question  in  this  House. 
I  am  sorry  in  so  far  as  it  raises  a  ques- 
tion accompanied  by  incidents  of  the  most 
painful  nature,  and  I  am  glad  in  so  far  as 
it  gives  an  opportunity  to  Members  of 
this  House  who  have  devoted  their  at- 
tention to  the  subject,  and  are  willing  to 
deal  with  it  fearlessly  and  logically  with- 
out reference  to  sentiment,  to  say  some- 
thing to  guide  and  direct  the  public  mind 
and  the  public  conscience  upon  a  ques- 
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tion  by  which  both  have  been  painfully 
tried.  Now,  my  Lords,  my  first  objec- 
tion to  the  Bill  of  the  noble  Earl  is  this — 
that  it  distinctly  implies  that,  as  the  law 
now  stands,  there  is  no  legal  impediment 
in  the  way  of  an  Atheist  taking  his  place 
in  Parliament.  My  noble  Friend  did 
not  intend  that  conclusion  to  be  drawn 
from  his  Bill.  The  measure,  however, 
implies  that  the  existing  law  makes  no 
provision  of  that  kind,  and  it  is  to  supply 
such  a  provision  for  the  first  time. 
Though  I  disagree  with  my  noble  Friend 
as  to  that,  I  ag^ee  with  that  portion  of 
his  speech  in  which  he  alluded  to  the 
circumstances  which  occurred  in  the 
other  House,  and  said  that  that  House 
was  right  to  vindicate  its  honour  by  re- 
fusing to  allow  an  Atheist  to  take  his 
seat.  I  agree  with  my  noble  Friend  on 
that  point ;  and  had  I  been  a  Member  of 
the  House  of  Commons  I  should  have 
voted  without  a  moment's  hesitation  with 
the  majority  in  the  case  of  Mr.  Brad- 
laugh,  and  if  a  similar  case  were  to  come 
before  this  House — and  my  noble  Friend 
has  alluded  to  the  fact,  which  we  all 
know  to  be  the  fact,  that  such  a  case  is 
quite  possible  in  this  House — I  should 
vote  against  allowing  that  Peer  to 
take  his  seat,  and  I  will  explain  to 
your  Lordships  for  a  moment  why  I 
think  he  ought  not  to  do  so.  Under  the 
present  law,  every  man  who  takes  his 
seat  in  either  House  of  Parliament 
is  bound  to  take  an  Oath  concluding 
with  the  words,  **8o  help  me,  God." 
Now,  let  me  put  a  hypothetical  case 
exactly  analagous  to  the  case  which  has 
happened  in  the  other  House.  Sup- 
posing that  the  Crown  were  to  call  to  the 
Peerage  a  man  who  was  a  known  and 
avowed  Atheist,  and  supposing  that  he 
came  to  this  House  and  asked  the  Clerk 
at  the  Table  to  administer  to  him,  not 
the  Oath,  but  an  Affirmation,  the  Clerk 
would  naturally  ask  upon  what  ground 
he  based  his  refusal  to  take  the  Oath, 
and  the  answer  would  very  likely  be 
this — **I  have  been  in  the  course  of 
my  life  several  times  before  the  Courts 
of  Justice  in  this  country  as  a  witness, 
and  under  the  Evidence  Amendment  Act 
of  1869  and  1870  I  have  asked  to  affirm, 
and  I  have  explained  to  the  Judges  that, 
being  an  Atheist,  I  could  not  conscien- 
tiously take  the  Oath,  or,  in  the  words 
of  the  Statute,  that  an  Oath  is  not  bind- 
ing upon  my  conscience.  Under  these 
circumstances,  the  Judges  have  admitted 
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my  right  to  affirm,  and  under  similar 
circumstances  I  ask  you  to  allow  me  to 
affirm  at  this  Table.  Now,  that  ques- 
tion has  been  tried  before  the  Courts  of 
Law,  and  it  has  been  found  by  the 
Judges  that  a  man  has  no  right  as  a 
Member  of  Parliament  to  make  an 
Affirmation  instead  of  taking  the  Oath. 
What,  I  ask,  would  a  Peer  confess  who 
made  such  a  request  at  the  Table  of  the 
House  ?  He  would  confess  that  in  the 
Courts  of  Law  he  had  satisfied  the 
Judges  that  an  oath  was  not  binding 
upon  his  conscience.  Now,  supposing 
that  your  Lordships  refused  to  allow  that 
Peer  to  take  his  seat  in  the  House,  and 
supposing  he  turned  round  and  said — 
"  Very  well,  it  does  not  matter  to  me ;  I 
will  take  the  Oath,"  would  the  majority 
of  the  House  in  that  case  allow  such  a 
man  to  take  his  seat?  Certainly  not. 
It  has  been  argued  that  the  House  of 
Commons  has  been  pursuing  an  illegal 
course  in  preventing  a  man  taking  the 
Oath  under  identical  circumstances ;  but 
the  argument  cannot  be  sustained.  The 
mere  repetition  of  the  form  of  words  is 
not  taking  the  Oath,  when  repeated 
avowals  have  been  made  that  the  Oath 
is  not  binding  upon  the  conscience.  I 
must  say  I  am  astonished  that  any  Mem- 
ber of  the  House  of  Commons,  or  that 
any  Member  of  this  House,  could  argue 
that  this  House  should  place  itself  in 
such  a  degraded  condition  as  to  stand 
round  this  Table  and  deliberately  see  a 
Member  take  the  Oath,  in  the  sanction 
of  which  he  did  not  believe.  There  was 
a  trial  the  other  day  with  regard  to  the 
culpability  which  is  involved  in  men 
attending  and  seeing  a  prize-fight ;  and 
the  Lord  Chief  Justice  of  England,  to- 
gether with  a  considerable  minority  of 
the  Judges,  argued  that  any  man  who 
stood  by  and  looked  on  at  a  prize-fight 
might  be  held  to  be  guilty  of  taking  part 
in  a  demoralizing  spectacle.  The  ma- 
jority of  the  Judges  were  against  that 
view  in  the  case  of  the  particular  indi- 
vidual then  tried ;  but,  supposing  that  a 
number  of  men  were  to  make  and  keep 
a  ring  for  a  prize-fight,  I  believe  that  all ' 
the  Judges  would  hold  them  guilty  of  i 
immorality.  But  what  is  the  degree ' 
of  immorality  involved  in  looking  at  | 
a  prize-fight  compared  with  that  of! 
seeing  a  man  take  an  Oath  in  the 
sanction  of  which  he  does  not  be- 1 
lieve  ?  Yet  many  Members  of  Par- 
liament have  argued  that  a  ring  should 
be  kept  to  enable  an  Atheist  to  take  an 
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Oath  at  the  Table  of  the  House  of  Com- 
mons. We  have  nothing  to  do  with  the 
proceedings  in  the  other  House  with  re- 
gard to  this  question.  The  House  of 
Commons  is  the  guardian  of  its  own 
honour.  But  I  think  it  due  to  those 
who  have  objected  to  allowing  Mr. 
Bradlaugh  to  take  the  Oath  to  say  that 
we  entirely  approve  the  course  which 
they  have  taken.  Now,  I  pass  to  the 
venr  different  question  of  what  is  our 
real  position  in  regard  to  Atheists.  I 
feel  under  no  compulsion  to  speak  with 
particular  reserve,  and  perhaps  I  may 
speak  more  freely  than  those  who  are 
trammelled  by  the  cares  and  responsibili- 
ties of  Office.  I  am  sorry  to  hear  the 
noble  Earl  who  moved  the  Previous 
Question  indicate  the  opinion  that  the 
present  Oath  is  a  security,  such  as  it  is, 
which  we  ought  not  to  evade.  The 
spectacle  which  we  have  seen  in  '^  an- 
other place,"  and  the  arguments  in 
favour  of  allowing  Mr.  Bradlaugh  to 
take  the  Oath,  have  disabused  my  mind 
of  the  superstition— if  I  ever  had  it — 
that  the  imposition  of  an  Oath  is  any 
security  whatever  against  the  admission 
of  Atheists  into  Parliament.  The  re- 
medy, however,  is  not  in  the  direction 
suggested  by  my  noble  Friend.  The 
remedy  will  be  found  if  we  take  the 
course  of  saying  that  we  have  no 
power,  even  if  we  had  the  will,  to 
secure  a  real  and  effective  test  of  re- 
ligious faith  at  the  present  moment  in 
this  country.  But  the  attempt  to  im- 
pose a  new  test  has  been  put  into  words 
by  my  noble  Friend — perhaps  few  other 
men  would  have  attempted  it — and  as  to 
the  effect  of  the  proposed  declaration 
and  affirmation  that  the  Member  or  Peer 
believes  in  an  Almighty  God,  it  is  clear 
that  that  declaration  might  be  made  by  a 
Mahomedan  or  a  Bhuddist ;  and  I  might 
go  further,  and  say  that  it  might  be  made 
by  a  Bed  Indian,  who  believes  in  the 
Great  Spirit,  and  by  the  heathen  tribes 
of  Africa,  who,  it  has  been  discovered  al- 
most to  a  certainty,  generally  believe  in 
a  Supreme  Being.  It  has  been  said  that 
the  Jewish  religion  is  a  pure  Theism. 
That  is  so;  but  it  is  not  an  abstract 
Theism.  The  Jews  do  not  believe  in 
**  an  Almighty  God;"  they  believe  in 
their  own  Almighty  God — the  God  of 
Abraham,  of  Isaac,  and  of  Jacob ;  the 
God  whose  character  and  dealings  with 
mankind  is  to  them  known  or  believed 
— the  God  of  purer  eyes  th8.i\.  \i^\^^\ 
iniquity.    "But  ioT  a  Tsx-eca  \.q  ^^^  *0^^\» 
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lie  believes  merely  in  the  ezistenoe 
of  '*a"  Supreme  Being,  but  knows 
nothing  of  His  attributes  except  almighty 
power — of  ffis  goodness,  of  His  wisdom 
— with  no  belief  in  the  manner  in  which 
He  is  to  be  served,  or  as  to  the  kind 
of  tribute  which  is  to  be  given  to  Him 
— my  Lords,  we  must  idl  feel  that  that 
would  be  absolutely  worthless.  I  say, 
then,  that  the  only  course  is  to  allow  every 
man  to  undertake  the  political  promise 
which  you  may  choose  to  demand  from 
him  under  that  sanction,  whatever  it 
may  be,  which  is  binding  on  his  con- 
science. That  is  the  remedy  to  which, 
depend  upon  it,  we  are  coming ;  asd  it 
is  better  that  the  religious  world,  and 
that  men  whose  feelings  are  deeply 
wounded  by  the  recent  occurrences, 
should  see  that  that  is  the  course  to 
which  we  are  driven,  and  that  it  is  the 
one  most  consistent  with  a  sincere  wor- 
ship of  Almighty  God.  Nothing,  to  my 
mind,  can  be  more  odious  than  the  doc- 
trine preached  in  **  another  place ''  that 
Members  of  Parliament  are  to  keep  the 
ring  for  Atheists  when  thev  are  will- 
ing to  take  the  existing  Oath.  I  have 
no  reason  to  believe  that  Mr.  Bradlaugh 
personally  is  a  more  dishonourable  man 
than  other  Atheists ;  and  yet  we  now  see 
that  he  has  no  objection  to  take  the  Oath, 
though  he  has  said  that  its  sanction  is 
no  more  to  him  than  a  set  of  unmeaning 
words.  I  shall  vote  against  the  Bill  on 
two  grounds — first,  because  it  implies 
what  I  think  is  not  true — namely,  that 
under  the  present  law  Atheists  may  le- 
gally take  the  Oath,  and  that  we  or  the 
other  House,  in  resisting  their  so  doing, 
are  perpetrating  an  illegal  act;  and, 
secondly,  because  the  test  which  my 
noble  Friend  supplies  is  a  test  of  no 
value  whatever.  I  believe  the  only 
remedy  for  the  dijficulty  in  which  we 
find  ourselves,  and  the  only  way  to 
escape  such  odious  and  disgusting  scenes 
as  have  been  enacted  in  the  other  House 
of  Parliament,  is  to  allow  an  Affirmation 
to  be  made  instead  of  making  the  Oath 
compulsory. 

Lord  BALFOUR  said,  he  should  not 
have  taken  part  in  the  debate  but  for 
what  fell  from  the  noble  Earl  (the  Earl 
of  Eedesdale)  in  regard  to  the  election 
of  Bepresentative  Peers  for  Scotland  at 
the  commenoement  of  the  present  Par- 
liament. He  was  one  of  those  who  voted 
upon  the  occasion ;  but  he  desired,  for 
himmM  and  for  some  other  noble  Lords, 
to  Bay  that  the  reason  they  voted.  agwii&X. 
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the  re-election  of  the  noble  Lord  in  ques- 
tion had  no  connection  whatever  with 
any  theological  opinions  which  he  held, 
or  was  supposed  to  hold.  The  true  rea- 
son was  that  the  noble  Lord's  attend- 
ance in  that  House  had  not  given  him 
the  impression  that  he  cared  to  retain 
his  Membership.  He  desired  to  say, 
also,  one  wora  in  regard  to  the  re- 
marks of  the  noble  Duke  (the  Duke  of 
Argyll).  The  noble  Duke  said  that  it 
was  not  possible  to  take  any  security  for 
the  opimons  which  a  Member  of  Parlia- 
ment or  noble  Lord  might  hold  before 
admitting  him  to  the  pri^eges  of  Parlia- 
ment. He  thought  if  that  were  admitted 
by  both  sides  it  afforded  a  strong  ar- 
gument against  allowing  Parliament, 
so  constituted,  to  legislate  on  spiritual 
matters  connected  with  the  Church  of 
England.  He  did  not  desire  to  say  more 
than  this — that  the  existence  of  this  ad- 
mitted fact  afforded  a  strong  argument 
for  giving  a  larger  amount  of  power  to 
regulate  its  own  internal  affairs,  more 
especially  on  spiritual  matters,  to  the 
Church  of  England.  If  the  Bill  was  re- 
jected by  a  large  majority,  he  thought  it 
would  prove  conclusively  that  the  time 
had  oome  when  such  a  proposal  as  he 
suggested  might  be  recei^^  with  favour 
by  both  Houses. 

The  Bishop  of  LONDON  said,  he 
rose  with  g^at  reluctance  to  offer  a  few 
remarks  on  the  Bill  before  their  Lord- 
ships ;  and  he  desired  to  say  that  in  what 
should  fall  from  him  he  spoke  only 
for  himself,  and  not  for  the  Bench  of 
Bishops,  with  some  of  whom  he  had  had 
no  communication.  But  he  thought  he 
spoke  the  mind  of  all  of  them  when  he 
said  how  deeply  they  honoui*ed  the  high 
principle,  courage,  and  sense  of  duty 
which  had  led  his  noble  Friend  to  bring 
forward  this  Bill  and  discharge  a  task 
which  could  not  but  be  distasteful  to  him. 
They  would  also,  he  was  sure,  ag^ree 
with  him  that  the  admission  of  Atheists 
to  the  Legislature  would  be  a  national 
calamity,  and  might  be  a  national  sin. 
Having  said  this  much,  he  must  frankly 
add  that,  while  he  could  not  bring  him- 
I  self  to  vote  against  the  Bill — that  would 
;  be  painful — he  could  not  vote  for  it.  He 
!  did  not  believe  that  the  Bill  would  keep 
I  out  those  whom  the  noble  Earl  wished 
to  exclude ;  while,  on  the  other  hand,  it 
would  keep  out  those  whom  they  hardly 
wished  to  exclude.  The  Bill  was  one  to 
exclude  Atheists  from  taking  part  in  the 
liQ^^^^\\:L^  of  the  country.    WeU|  an 
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Atheist  was  one  who  said,  ''  There  is  no 
God."  Johnson  defined  him  as  one  who 
denied  the  existence  of  God.  He  was 
not  prepared  to  say  that  every  Atheist 
was  necessarily  a  dishonest  man,  or  one 
deficient  of  a  sense  of  veracity ;  hut  they 
must  admit  that  the  Atheist  had  lost 
some  of  the  strongest  motives  which 
operated  on  most  men  to  perform  their 
duties  honourahly  and  honestly.  And 
it  was  possible  to  conceive  a  man  smart- 
ing under  what  he  mieht  consider  the 
injustice  of  exclusion  by  an  Act  like 
this,  and  might  think  himself  justified  in 
claiming  his  right  to  an  admission  to 
Parliament  by  making  the  declaration 
prescribed.  There  were  others,  Pan- 
theists, equivalent  to  Atheists,  who 
would  not  have  any  difficulty  in  taking 
this  declaration,  for  they  believed  in  an 
Almighty  God,  a  Spirit  of  Nature  dif- 
fused through  all  matter,  all  space,  of 
which  they  uiemselves  were  part.  Then 
there  were  others  who  were  hardly 
Atheists,  but  who  could  not  take  the 
declaration.  Blank  Atheism  was  not  very 
prevalent,  at  least,  among  those  who 
were  likely  to  obtain  admission  to  Par- 
liament, yet  he  feared  there  were  many 
men  of  keen  and  able  intellects,  pure  and 
honest  lives,  who,  though  they  did  not 
disbelieve  in  God,  would  not  say  that  they 
believed  in  Him — men  who,  not  beinc^ 
able  to  find  proofs  of  His  existence — such 
as  they  were  accustomed  to  require  in 
scientific  inquiries — considered  the  ques- 
tion not  capable  of  demonstration — be- 
lieved that,  in  their  present  state  of 
knowledge,  the  point  was  insoluble ;  that 
it  was  beyond  the  limit  put  to  human 
powers.  They  did  not  disbelieve  a 
God ;  there  might  be  a  God  ;  they  hoped 
there  was  ;  but  the  fact  was  not  demon- 
strated. Now,  these  men  would  be  ex- 
cluded bv  the  Bill  of  the  noble  Earl. 
They  could  not  come  forward  and  say, 
as  honest  men — **I  do-solemnly  and  sin- 
cerely believe  in  an  Almighty  God." 
That  was  not  the  class  of  men  whom 
they  desired  to  exclude.  He  had  an- 
other scruple  against  the  Bill.  He 
doubted  whether  Parliament  had  the 
right  to  impose  any  measure  of  this 
sort.  Of  course,  he  must  admit  that 
Parliament  had  power  to  impose  any 
qualification  upon  the  Members  of  it ; 
but  it  was  a  principle  not  only  of 
Christian  charity,  but  also  of  law,  to 
assume  that  men  were  what  they  ought 
to  be,  unless  some  reason  to  doubt  it 
existed  with  regard  to  them.    It  was 


desirable  that  all  men  should  be  honest ; 
but  they  did  not  require  a  declaration 
from  a  man  that  he  was  an  honest  man. 
There  was  something  in  the  proposal 
against  which  men's  minds  would  rebel. 
It  was  not  agreeable  to  conceive  the 
Affirmation  of  belief  in  an  Almighty  God 
required  of  every  Peer  admitted  into 
this  House,  and  of  every  Bishop  who 
took  his  seat  on  this  Bench.  A  more 
favourable  consideration,  no  doubt, 
would  be  given  to  the  noble  Earl  if 
he  brought  in  a  Bill  enacting  that  if 
any  man  publicly  proclaimed  by  word 
or  writing  the  opinion  that  he  did 
not  believe  in  God,  he  should  be  dis- 
qualified from  sitting  in  Parliament; 
but  he  could  not  support  the  present 
Bill,  because  it  would  exclude  those 
whom  they  did  not  wish  to  exdudei 
while  it  would  admit  those  whom  they 
did  not  wish  to  admit.  He  was  there- 
fore glad  the  noble  Earl  had  moved  the 
Previous  Question. 

The  Earl  of  GALLOWAY  said,  he 
had  come  down  to  the  House  with  the 
intention  of  supporting  the  second  read- 
ing of  the  Bill ;  but  alter  the  debate,  to 
which  he  had  been  listening  attentively, 
he  would  venture  to  express  the  hope 
that  his  noble  Friend  (the  Earl  of  Eedes- 
dale)  would  withdraw  his  Bill.  He  was 
very  sorry  to  find  that  his  noble  Friend 
(the  Earl  of  Eedesdale),  who  moved  the 
second  reading  of  the  Bill,  had  thought 
it  politic  to  refer  to  the  fact  that  a  repre- 
sentative Scotch  Peer  was  not  re-elected 
on  account,  he  would  not  say  of  his  reli- 
gious opinions,  but  because  of  his  open 
avowal  that  he  had  no  religious  opinions. 
He  would  not,  however,  have  thought  it 
necessary  to  address  their  Lordships, 
had  it  not  been  for  the  words  which  had 
fallen  from  his  noble  Friend  (Lord  Bal- 
four of  Burleigh).  But,  as  he  himself 
happened  to  be  one  of  those  present  on 
the  occasion  referred  to  at  Holyrood,  he 
now  boldly  avowed,  speaking  only  for 
himself,  that,  unlike  the  noble  Lord 
(Lord  Balfour  of  Burleigh),  his  reason  for 
not  voting  for  the  re-election  of  the  Peer 
in  question  was  because  he  had  publicly 
stated  his  utter  want  of  religious  belief. 

The  Marquess  op  LOTHIAN  said, 
he  also  was  present  on  the  remarkable 
occasion  just  referred  to  ;  and  he  ex- 
pressed an  opinion  at  that  time  which 
might  have  had  the  result  of  that  noble 
Lord's  non-election.  He  rose  now  to 
ask  the  noble  Eatl^Yio  \!k»A  Vtwvj^o^*  \:Qk. 
the  Bill  not  to  ^t^^  \i\^  ^^'Cvycc  \fi  ^ 
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division,  because  he  felt,  as  other  noble 
Lords  did,  that  it  would  place  them  in 
an  awkward  position.  If  they  voted  for 
the  Motion  and  carried  the  Bill  they 
might  be  doing  that  which  would  be 
likely  to  bring  about  the  very  object 
which  they  desired  to  counteract.  He 
agreed  with  every  word  that  had  fallen 
from  the  noble  Duke  opposite  (the  Duke 
of  Argyll),  and  thought  that  the  only 
way  of  proceeding  would  be  to  introduce 
a  Bill  allowing  an  Affirmation,  as  the 
name  of  God  was  dishonoured  by  the 
scenes  which  were  enacted  in  public 
places.  For  these  reasons  he  hoped  the 
noble  Earl  would  not  press  his  measure. 
Lord  ORANMORB  and  BROWNE 
said,  he  thought  that  the  real  matter  at 
which  the  House  ought  to  look  was 
whether  the  Bill  was  right  or  wrong, 
and  not  whether  it  was  expedient  or  the 
reverse.  There  might  be  objections  to 
the  declaration  as  it  stood ;  but  half  a 
loaf  was  better  than  no  bread,  and  it 
was  better  to  pass  that  declaration  than 
none  at  all.  He  admitted  that  it  was 
unfortunate  that  each  Member  could  not 
have  a  form  of  Oath  suited  to  his  own 
religious  views ;  but  it  did  not,  therefore, 
follow  that  there  should  be  no  Oath  at 
all.  The  noble  Earl  (the  Earl  of  Shaftes- 
bury)  said  that  many  of  the  people  would 
dislike  the  Bill  because  it  contained  an 
authoritative  declaration  by  Parliament 
touching  religion ;  but  he  (Lord  Oran- 
more)  feared  that  in  these  times  many 
were  inclined  to  repudiate  all  authority, 
whether  Divine  or  human  :  but  he  did 
not  think  the  House  had  any  sympathy 
with  this  feeling,  or  would  be  influenced 
by  it,  to  sanction  the  belief  that  they 
would  admit  anybody  into  Parliament 
who  did  not  acknowledge  the  existence 
of  the  Almighty  Being.  He  thought  ex- 
pediency was  carried  too  far.  Was  it  not  a 
farce  that  public  documents  should  begin 
with  the  statement  that  the  Queen  sat 
*;  by  the  Grace  of  God,"  and  that  Par- 
liament should  open  its  proceedings 
with  prayer,  while  such  a  declaration 
as  this  was  rej  ected  ?  Her  Maj  esty 's  Go- 
vernment were  divided  upon  the  subject, 
some  supporting,  others  opposing,  Mr. 
Bradlaugh's  admission  to  ^e  House  of 
Coomions ;  but  it  appeared  that  the 
Prime  Minister  had  agreed  to  support  a 
Bill  brought  in  by  Mr.  Bradlaugh's  Col- 
league for  the  purpose  of  substituting 
an  Affirmation  for  the  Oath.  If  no  other 
Arrangement  could  be  made,  the  noble 


it  only  to  that  House.  For  25  years 
their  Lordships'  House  had  resisted  the 
attempt  to  admit  Jews  to  Parliament ; 
and,  whether  that  was  right  or  wrong,  it 
was  done  in  defence  of  the  Christian 
principles  of  the  country.  He  thought 
the  present  was  the  time  to  assert  a 
sense  of  obligation  to  the  Divine  Being, 
for  he  believed  that  the  blessings  which 
this  country  had  so  long  enjoyed  were 
due  to  the  influence  of  pure  Christianity 
upon  the  people  and  Government  of  the 
country,  and  that  these  blessings  would 
be  withdrawn  if  they  forgot  the  first 
principles  upon  which  the  Government 
was  founded.  He  was  always  much  im- 
pressed by  the  promise  that  that  God 
would  deny  those  in  the  world  to  come 
who  denied  Him  here ;  and  he  therefore 
would  bear  witness,  as  a  humble  be* 
liever,  in  favour  of  the  proposed  Bill. 

The  Earl  of  DUNRAVEN  said,  he 
agreed  with  all  the  observations  which 
had  fallen  from  the  noble  £arl  who 
moved  the  Previous  Question  ;  but  he 
could  not  agree  with  him  that  moving 
the  Previous  Question  was  the  best  way 
of  getting  rid  of  the  difficulty  entailed 
by  a  question  of  this  kind.  He  thought 
the  Bill  raised  exclusive  issues,  and  that 
the  noble  Earl  who  moved  it  was  en- 
titled to  an  expression  of  the  opinion  of 
the  House  upon  them.  It  was  to  apply, 
not  only  to  that,  but  also  to  the  other 
House  of  Parliament.  Whether  or  not 
it  was  advisable  to  interfere  with  the 
other  House  was  a  matter  of  a  veiy 
peculiar  character,  about  which  he 
thought  their  Lordships'  opinion  should 
be  taken.  The  noble  Earl  could  see 
nothing  new  in  the  Bill  he  had  intro- 
duced. His  own  view  was  that  it  was 
entirely  without  precedent  in  the  annals 
of  Parliamentary  history.  There  had 
been  many  forms  of  Oaths  and  various 
declarations  made  by  Members  of  Par- 
liament at  difiPerent  times.  They  had 
often  been  directed  against  some  reli- 
gious system  ;  but  invariably  the  system 
had  been  one  supposed  to  be  identical 
with,  and  inseparaSle  from,  some  pohti- 
cal  faction  held  to  be  highly  dangerous 
to  the  Crown  and  Commonwealth.  In- 
variably the  faction  had  been  struck  at 
through  the  religion,  either  because  the 
religion  was  supposed  to  necessitate 
allegiance  to  some  temporal  power, 
other  than  the  Sovereign  of  the  United 
Kingdom,  or  because  the  members  of  it 
were  thought  to  form  an  association  of 
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imposition  of  a  declaration  or  test  for 
purely  religious  motives,  unconnected 
with  any  political  faction  promising 
imminent  peril  to  the  State,  was  abso- 
lutely unknown  in  their  history.  It  was 
an  innovation,  and  he  believed  an  inno- 
vation entirely  contranr  to  the  whole 
spirit  of  their  laws  and  to  the  best  in- 
stincts of  the  people.  No  man,  he  was 
confident;  could  feel  more  strongly  than 
he  did  that  those  who  made  and  those  who 
executed  the  laws  should  be  animated 
with  a  deep  conviction  of  their  moral 
and  spiritual  responsibility.  But  he 
held  that  that  House  was  not  within  its 
rights,  and  was  transgressing  its  legiti- 
mate sphere,  in  assuming  inquisitorial 
functions.  Supposing  that  this  Bill  be- 
came an  Act,  and  was  operative  and  suc- 
cessful, on  what  principle  was  it  confined 
to  Members  of  the  two  Houses?  If 
that  declaration  was  necessary  for  those 
who  framed  the  laws,  it  was,  at  least, 
equally  necessary  in  the  case  of  those 
who  carried  out  those  laws.  It  must  be 
made  by  every  Judge,  by  every  magis- 
trate, or  other  functionary,  by  every  exe- 
cutive officer  in  the  country.  And  if 
that  declaration  was  a  necessary  prefix 
to  an  Oath  of  Allegiance  to  the  Sove- 
reign, surely  it  must  also  go  before  the 
Oaths  by  which  the  Sovereign  swore 
allegiance  to  the  Constitution  of  the 
country.  If  the  declaration  was  neces- 
sary, it  could  not  be  confined  to  Mem- 
bers of  Parliament.  The  Bill,  however, 
would  have  no  good  effect.  It  would 
not  necessarily  exclude  any  of  those  per- 
sons whom  it  was  designed  to  exclude. 
The  noble  Earl  desired  that  before  taking 
an  Oath  the  individual  making  it  should 
declare  that  he  believed  in  an  Almighty 
God.  How  did  the  noble  Earl  propose 
to  guard  against  falsehood  or  equivoca- 
tion, or  against  the  various  interpreta- 
tions which  might  be  placed  upon  his 
words  ?  Would  he  append  another  de- 
claration to  the  effect  that  the  person 
making  his  declaration  was  speaking  the 
truth  ?  And,  if  so,  how  far  back  was 
the  chain  of  declarations  to  go  ?  Would 
he  leave  the  words  of  his  declaration 
undefined  ?  If  so,  they  could  be  used 
without  difficulty,  with  the  help  of  mental 
reservations,  by  anyone ;  and  the  only 
effect  of  the  Act  would  be  to  create  the 
most  painful  scandal,  to  throw  obloquy 
upon  religion,  and  to  outrage  the  most ' 
sensitive  and  sacred  feelings  of  human  | 
nature.  Without  an  interpretation  of, 
the  meaning  of  the  words^  the  Act  would  I 


be  useless,  scandalous,  and  distressing. 
Would  persons  making  the  declaration 
be  liable  to  have  their  views  challenged, 
and  could  some  definition  of  what  the 
words  meant  to  them  be  demanded  ? 
Had  their  Lordships  considered  the 
difficulties  of  definition  ?  It  was  an  un- 
wise and,  he  thought,  an  irreligious 
thing  to  introduce  these  vast  and  sacred 
mysteries  as  a  subject  for  debate  in  a 
Legislative  Assembly.  But  the  meaning 
of  the  words  must  be  discussed,  or  some 
authority  must  be  set  up  to  define  their 
meaning.  One  of  two  things  must 
happen.  Either  the  Houses  of  Parlia- 
ment would  be  engaged  in  constant  and 
fruitless  discussion  on  religious  and  con- 
troversial matters,  and  the  Business  of 
the  country  would  be  brought  to  an 
absolute  deadlock  and  Parliamentary 
government  become  impossible,  or  a  tri- 
bunal must  be  instituted  to  decide  such 
cases.  It  would  open  out  an  unlimited 
field  for  the  obstruction  of  Business.  It 
would  inevitably  require  some  authorita- 
tive— he  should,  perhaps,  say  some  infal- 
lible— tribunal  to  define  the  exact  mean- 
ing of  the  words  contained  in  it.  Such  an 
Act  as  that  could  do  no  good,  and  might 
do  infinite  harm.  It  would  fail  in  its 
object.  The  declaration  might  be  made 
by  anyone,  it  might  be  objected  to  by 
anyone.  It  would  cause  endless  discus- 
sion, lend  itself  to  Obstruction,  and  para- 
lyze the  Business  of  the  nation.  It  would 
be  a  new  thing  in  the  history  of  our 
Parliament.  It  would  be  contrary  to 
the  whole  spirit  of  our  laws  and  customs. 
It  would  bring  Parliament  into  dis- 
repute, and  cast  contempt  upon  religion ; 
and  he  hoped  their  Lordships,  on  these 
grounds,  would  distinctiy  refuse  to  give 
it  a  second  reading. 

Earl  GRANVILLE:  My  Lords,  I 
shall  vote  on  this  occasion  with  the 
noble  Earl  who  has  moved  the  Previous 
Question.  At  the  same  time,  I  am  not 
quite  clear  that  I  can  g^ve  a  very  logical 
answer  to  the  complaint  made  by  the 
noble  Duke  (the  Duke  of  Argyll)  and 
the  noble  Earl  behind  me  (the  Earl  of 
Dunraven)  that  your  Lordships'  House 
hat  not  taken  a  more  decided  course 
to-night  in  reference  to  this  matter.  To 
the  noble  Earl  the  Chairman  of  our 
Committees  (the  Earl  of  Redesdale) 
everyone  has  paid  a  just  and  well- 
merited  tribute  to  his  feelings  and  his 
object  in  bringing  forward  this  Bill. 
The  noble  Earl  umd^  «b  «XxoTi^  ^^^^^\a 
this  HouBO  not  \.o  «Mlo^  ^^  ^<2i%\\w^  \a 
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assume  a  Party  character ;  and  I  may 
say,  for  myself,  that  I  desire  it  should 
be  made  no  Party  matter,  and  no  sum- 
monses have  been  issued  to  the  sup- 
porters of  the  Government  with  regard 
to  this  Bill.  If  I  had  great  doubt  as  to 
what  the  decision  of  your  Lordships 
would  be,  although  as  representing  the 
Government  we  on  this  side  are  aware 
how  far  we  are  in  a  minority,  I  should 
have  thought  it  my  duty  to  have  taken 
more  active  steps ;  but  we  sent  out  no 
summonses.  One  or  two  Peers  con- 
sulted me  as  to  the  course  which  they 
should  take ;  but  I  declined  to  give  any 
advice  on  the  subject.  The  noble  Earl 
(the  Earl  of  Kedesdale)  could  not  possibly 
have  expected  any  support  from  Her 
Majesty's  Government,  or  at  least  from 
many  Members  of  it,  on  this  subject. 
Her  Majesty's  Government,  owing  to  a 
very  deplorable  accident,  have  been 
called  upon  to  assert  in  the  strongest 
way  what  I  hold  to  be  two  great  prin- 
ciples— the  non -imposition  of  religious 
tests  in  political  matters,  and  the  giving 
of  freedom  to  all  constituencies  in  the 
choice  of  Members  they  return  to  Par- 
liament. Advantage  has  been  taken  of 
this  policy  to  try  to  identify  Her  Ma- 
jesty s  Government  with  Mr.  Bradlaugh 
and  the  principles  which  he  professes. 
But,  my  Lords,  I  do  not  desire  to  discuss 
that  question  further  than  to  say  that  I 
utterly  repudiate  the  construction  which 
has  been  put  upon  our  policy;  and  I 
must  say  that  I  regret  that  one  in  the 
position  of  the  noble  Marquess  (the 
Marquess  of  Salisbury)  should,  in  a 
series  of  letters  the  most  inconceivable 
I  ever  read  from  one  in  his  high  posi- 
tion, and  one  of  the  two  Leaders  of  the 
great  Conservative  Party,  have  tried  to 
stimulate  this  sort  of  prejudice  against 
Mr.  Gladstone  and  his  Colleagues  in  a 
matter  of  this  sort.  I  am  very  glad  to 
vote  for  whatever  course  may  appear 
most  convenient  to  your  Lordships' 
House  ;  but  I  want  to  guard  myself  in 
one  respect,  in  voting  for  the  Previous 
Question,  from  being  supposed  to  agree 
with  some  of  the  reasons  put  forward  in 
support  of  this  question.  Everybody 
must  admire  the  manner  and  the  tone  of 
the  noble  Earl  (the  Earl  of  Shaftesbury) 
in  bringing  forward  the  Previous  Ques- 
tion ;  but,  though  I  do  not  agree  with  the 
noble  Lord  on  the  Gross  Benches  (Lord 
Oranmore  and  Browne),  I  do  agree 
witih  Mm  in  this  matter — that  there  is  a 
tight  or  wrong  in  this  queatioii*,  Wt 
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certainly  I  do  not  vote  for  the  Previous 
Question  on  the  argument,  which  the 
noble  Earl  (the  Earl  of  Shaftesbnry) 
put  forweurd — namely,  the  expediency  of 
not  passing  this  Bill  in  order  to  preserve 
intact  the  present  mode  of  aomitting 
Members  to  the  Houses  of  Parliament. 
My  Lords,  I  think  the  introduction  of 
this  Bill  and  the  debate  will  be  of  gpreat 
use.    I  lay  some  weight  on  the  fact  that 
the  noble  Earl  opposite  (the  Earl  of 
Shaftesbury)   has   shown   that,    in  his 
opinion,  a  declaration  is  not  a  bad  sub- 
stitute for  an  Oath  in  these  matters ;  and 
I  do  say  this — that  however  clear  the 
case  of  the  noble  Earl  was  in  favour  of 
the  substitution  of  an  Affirmation  for  the 
obligatory  Oath  now  required,  and  how- 
ever eloquent  the  noble  Duke  (the  Duke 
of  Argyll)  was  on  this  subject,  it  appears 
to  me  that  almost  every  word  said  by 
the  noble  Chairman  of  Committees  in 
favour  of  his  Motion  and  of  the  nobis 
Earl  (the  Earl  of  Shaftesbury)  against 
it — and,   indeed,   of    the    very    liberal 
speech  of  the  right  rev.  Prelate  (the 
Bishop  of  London) — all  went  to  show 
how  strong  are  the  objections  to  the 
Oath  in  its  present  shape.     I  do  hope 
that  what  has  taken  place  may  have 
some  good  effect  in  the  future.     I  beg 
pardon  for  having  trespassed  on  your 
Lordships'  House  for  a  short  time ;  but 
I  thought  it  right  to  explain  the  manner 
in  which  I  intend  to  vote  on  this  Bill. 

The  Mjlbqukss  of  SALISBUBY: 
My  Lords,  I  have  no  doubt  that  the 
noble  Earl  is  quite  sincere  in  saying 
that  he  desires  to  keep  this  question 
clear  from  all  Party  matter ;  but,  if  that 
was  his  desire,  the  manner  in  which  he 
endeavoured  to  execute  it  was  not  very 
successful,  for  he  projected  into  the 
middle  of  his  speech  an  indignant  pro- 
test on  behalf  of  himself  and  his  Col- 
leagues in  the  House  of  Commons  as  to 
their  conduct  in  the  matter  of  Mr.  Brad- 
laugh,  and  a  severe  condemnation  of 
myself,  because,  in  corresponding  with 
some  of  my  political  friends,  I  had  taken 
an  opposite  view. 

Earl  GRANVILLE :  I  said  that  the 
tone  in  which  the  noble  Marquess  had 
referred  to  one  of  the  most  eminent 
statesmen  of  this  country  was  of  a  most 
imprecedented  character. 

The    ALlbquess    of    SALISBURY: — 
As  to  the  conduct  of  that  most  eminent 
statesman,  and  of  the  Government  gene- 
rally, on  the  Bradlauffh  <mestion,  I  shall 
^\>^  x^^^  \a  tcxA^t  noble  ljoxd«  opposite 
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on  that  matter  on  any  fitting  occasion, 
if  they  think  it  is  desirable  that  it  should 
form  the  subject  of  a  debate  in  this 
House.  But  1  much  demur  to  the  in- 
troduction of  that  question  in  reference 
to  the  Bill  now  before  your  Lordships. 
I  have  risen  not  for  the  purpose  of  dis- 
cussing how  far  the  Gbvemment  was  or 
was  not  justified  in  the  course  which  it 
has  actually  taken  with  respect  to  Mr. 
Bradlaugh.  I  have  rather  risen  for  the 
purpose  of  trying  to  restrict  a  debate 
which,  in  some  respects,  as  it  appeared 
to  me,  had  shown  a  tendency  to  wander 
from  the  real  issue  before  the  House.  I 
think  that  the  noble  Duke  himself  (the 
Duke  of  Argyll),  with  many  of  whose 
remarks  I  concur,  somewhat  gave  the 
impression  that  one  of  the  subjects  which 
we  are  now  assembled  to  discuss  was 
whether  it  was  or  was  not  expedient  to 
substitute,  in  a  form  which  the  Members 
of  either  House  of  Parliament  should  sub- 
scribe, an  Affirmation  in  the  place  of  an 
Oath.  I  merely  desire  to  mention  that  re- 
ference of  the  noble  Duke's  in  order  to  in- 
dicate that  it  is  not  a  matter  which  is  raised 
by  the  discussion  before  us ;  and  I  must 
not  be  held  to  be  expressing  any  opinion 
on  the  question  of  substituting  an  Affir- 
mation for  an  Oath  by  the  vote  which  I 
feel  it  my  duty  to  give  on  this  occasion. 
Some  of  my  noble  Friends  behind  me 
seemed  to  infer  from  the  course  of  the 
debate  and  the  decision  that  is  likely  to 
be  arrived  at  that  there  was  something 
indicating  an  opinion  on  the  part  of  the 
House  that  it  was  not  expedient  to  ex- 
clude Atheists  from  Parliament.  I  wish 
to  guard  myself  against  admitting  that 
any  such  deduction  can  be  drawn  from 
the  vote  that  we  are  about  to  give.  My 
Lords,  this  BiU  of  my  noble  Friend, 
which  I  join  with  all  who  have  spoken 
to-night  in  attributing  to  the  lofty  mo- 
tives on  which  we  know  that  he  has 
acted,  has  in  it  peculiar  circumstances 
which,  whatever  our  opinions  on  the 
larger  question  might  be,  would  make 
it  impossible  for  me  to  give  it  my  assent, 
and  which  certainly  would  induce  me  to 
vote  against  its  being  put  to  the  House, 
however  earnestly  anxious  I  might  be 
to  keep  up  the  character  of  the  two 
Houses  of  Parliament  in  this  respect. 
The  first  consideration  to  which  I  would 
ask  attention  is  this — if  there  is  an  evil 
or  a  difficulty  in  this  case,  it  has  not 
arisen  in  the  House  of  Lords.  It  has 
arisen  altogether  within  the  walls  of  the 
House  of  Commons.    If  it  is  desirable 


that  a  remedy  should  be  brought  for- 
ward to  that  evil,  and  that  that  difficulty 
should  be  solved,  surely  it  would  be 
more  consonant  with  the  practice  of  Par- 
liament that  the  House  within  whose 
walls  it  has  arisen  should  itself  provide 
the  remedy.  Are  we  not  assuming  a 
somewhat  ungracious  attitude  if  we  go 
to  the  House  of  Conmions  and  say  to 
them — '*  You  are  in  a  great  difficulty  as 
to  your  proceedings,  and  we  have  got  a 
remedy  that  will  set  everything  right 
for  you  ? "  If  the  House  of  Commons 
took  any  measures  towards  us  of  an 
analogous  character,  that  would  not 
be  regarded  as  consistent  with  the 
ordinary  courtesy  of  one  House  of 
Parliament  towards  the  other.  Again, 
I  am  much  impressed  by  the  point  men- 
tioned by  the  noble  Duke  and  others — 
the  indefinite  character  of  the  belief 
which  Members  of  Parliament  are  in- 
vited to  express.  We  are  called  upon 
to  express  our  belief  in  ''  an  Almighty 
n.«^  "      Supposing  our  Oath  of  Alle- 


God.' 


giance  ran  m  the  same  form,  and  we 
were  to  promise  our  allegiance  to  a 
"  Sovereign,"  would  that  be  thought  a 
Y&rj  sufficient  or  a  very  loyal  form  of 
expression  ?  And  if  we  substitute  ''  an 
Almighty  God,"  it  seems  to  me  that  we 
shall  not  be  doing  that  which  I  know  is  the 
object  of  the  noble  Earl — we  shall  not  be 
promoting,  the  recognition  of  Almighty 
God  in  this  land.  Again,  two  or  three 
noble  Lords  have  told  me  that  they  c€tn- 
not  vote  on  this  BiU,  and  that  they  could 
not  have  taken  that  Affirmation  if  it  was 
put  into  an  Act  of  Parliament,  because 
it  would  have  been  a  restriction  of  the 
belief  which  they  hold.  All  of  us  con- 
stantly repeat  the  formula  of  my  noble 
Friend,  **  I  believe  in  God,"  when  we  re- 
peat the  Creed ;  but  we  also  say  a  great 
deal  more.  If  this  declaration  is  to  be  held 
to  have  a  great  effect  on  public  opinion, 
then  I  say  you  cannot  take  one  out  of 
the  many  articles  of  belief,  however  mo- 
mentous and  important  it  is,  and  give 
to  that  separate  and  exclusive  recogni- 
tion without  to  some  extent,  in  the 
popular  mind,  weakenins^  the  import- 
ance and  reverence  which  is  attached 
to  the  other  articles  of  belief.  My  Lords, 
these  grounds  seem  to  me  enough  to 
make  me  certainly  not  wish  that  this 
Bill  should  pass  into  law.  I  confess  I 
entertain  another  wish  with  respect  to 
it,  and  that  is  that  it  should  not  be  tho 
subject  of  a  dWmow..  \^^^  «v«^  •Oa»X.\3K^ 
noble  E rieud,  \L«i:^Vii%  \Law^  ^^  ^^\«^^ 
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of  the  debate,  and  the  opinions  ex- 
pressed by  noble  Lords  on  all  sides  of 
the  House,  must  have  come  to  the  con- 
yiction  that  he  will  not  serve  the  cause 
he  has  in  yiew  by  forcing  us  to  go  into 
the  Lobby.  If  I  am  compelled  to  vote, 
I  shall  vote  with  my  noble  Friend  below 
me  (the  Eai-l  of  Shaftesbury);  but  I 
earnestly  hope  that  we  may  not  be  called 
upon  to  divide. 

The  Earl  of  EEDE8DALE  (Chair- 
man of  Committees)  said,  he  had  lis- 
tened with  great  attention  to  what  had 
fallen  from  the  noble  Marquess  (the 
Marquess  of  Salisbury),  and  to  the 
speeches  which  had  been  made  by  their 
Lordships ;  and  he  certainly  felt  from  the 
tone  of  the  debate  that  he  should  not 
advance  the  cause  which  he  had  in  view 
were  he  to  go  to  a  division  in  opposition 
to  the  Motion  of  the  noble  Earl  behind 
him.  He  must,  however,  express  his 
deep  regret  that  the  House  had  not 
thought  fit  to  meet  the  question  in  a 
more  decided  manner,  by  proposing  to 
provide  in  some  other  way  the  security  he 
desired  to  give.  He  denied  altogether 
that  he  proposed  any  new  test ;  the  Oath 
already  contained  the  words,  "So  help 
me  God ;"  and  he  only  wished  to  provide 
a  means  of  showing  that  a  person  who 
used  these  words  really  did  believe  in 
God.  He  would  not,  however,  trouble 
the  House  to  divide. 

Previous  question  put :  Whether  the 
said  question  shall  be  now  put  ? 

Reiolved  in  the  negative, 

Hoiise  adjourned  at  Seven  o'clock, 

till  To-morrow,  half  past 

Ten  o'clock. 


HOUSE    OF    COMMONS, 
I%uriday,  2Srd  March,  1882. 
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QUESTIONS, 

RUSSIA  AND  PERSIA— THE  FRONTIER 
QUESTION-  SARAKHS. 

Mb.  JEBNINGHAM  asked  the  Under 
Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign  Affairs, 

Xh$  Mmrqueee  of  SaUsbwy 


Whether  Her  Majesty's  Gk>Temment 
have  taken  any  notice  of  the  fact  that 
Sarakhs,  which  Baron  Jomini  stated  to 
Mr.  Wyndham  on  the  20th  July  1881 
to  be  a  ''disputed  point,"  is  a  Persian 
fort,  which,  in  the  words  of  Mr.  Thom- 
son, our  representative  at  Tehran  (lat 
Sept.  1881),  belongs  as  much  to  Perna 
as  Kelat  or  Kuchan,  or  any  other  town 

fovemed  by  Persian  officials  and  hdd 
y  Persian  troops  ? 

SiK  OHARliS  W.  DILKE:  Sir, 
Her  Majesty's  Gbvemment  have  not 
thought  it  necessary  to  take  any  notice 
of  the  opinion  expressed  by  Baron 
Jomini  as  to  Sarakhs,  otherwise  than  by 
presenting  to  Parliament  the  despat<£ 
from  Mr.  Thomson  to  which  the  hon. 
Member  referred,  which  shows  clearly 
that  Baron  Jomini  was  in  error. 

RELIGIOUS  DISSENSIONS   (GIBRAL- 
TAR)—DR.  CANILLA. 

Sm  H.   DRUMMOND    WOLFF 
asked  the  Under  Secretary  of  State  for  the 
Colonies,  Whether  the  steps  taken  by  the 
Gt>vernor  of  (Gibraltar  to  instal,  under 
protection  of  the  troops,  the  Vicar  Apot- 
tolicin  the  Church  of  Santa  Maria  Coro- 
nada,  were  so  taken  by  instructions  from 
Her  Majesty's  Government,  or  on  the  ini- 
tiative of  the  Government ;  and,  whether, 
in  either  case,  the  respective  claims  and 
rights  of  Her  Majesty's  Government,  of 
the  Vicar  Apostolic,  and  of  the  Roman 
Catholic  community,  were  previously  sub- 
mitted to  a  competent  legal  tribimal; 
and,  if  not,  what  steps  were  taken  to 
ascertain  the  legality  of  the  proceedings 
taken  by  the  Qtjvemor  ? 

Mr.  COURTNEY :  Sir,  the  Governor 
was  instructed  to  protect  Dr.  Canilla 
from  molestation  in  going  to  and  from 
the  church,  and  in  the  performance  of 
Divine  offices  there.  The  particular  steps 
to  betaken  were  left  to  his  discretion ;  but 
his  conduct  has  been  entirely  approved. 
The  respective  rights  of  the  Crown,  the 
Vicar  Apostolic,  and  the  Roman  Catho- 
lic community  were  ascertained  many 
years  since ;  out  it  is,  of  course,  open  to 
anyone  affected  by  the  action  of  the 
Governor  to  test  its  legality  by  proceed- 
ings at  law. 

Sib  H.  DRUMMOND  WOLFF  : 
When  will  Papers  on  the  subject  be  laid 
on  the  Table  ? 

Mr.  COURTNEY  :  They  are  in  an 
advanced  state  of  preparation. 
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AlillY  tAUXILIARY  FORCED)— THE 
ARTILLERY  VOLUNTEERS  — THi 
PERMANENT  STAFF. 
Colonel  WALROND  aaked  the  Se- 
cretary of  State  for  War,  Whether  il 
is  true  that,  non-coromiBeioned  ofScere 
beJDg  required  for  the  permaneiit  stafl 
of  regimentB  of  Artillery  Militia,  it  bae 
been  determined  to  transfer  all  those  ol 
twenty-one  years'  service  who  are  at  pre- 
sent employed  with  the  Artillery  Volun- 
teers ;  and,  whether  those  non-commis- 
fiioned  officers  who  are  not  available  foi 
theHilitiaArtilleryare  to  be  brought  for- 
ward tor  discbarge;  and,  if  so,  how  is  it 
proposed  to  fill  up  the  vacancies  which 
will  be  thus  caused  in  the  Yolunteer 
Force? 

Mb.  CHILDEES  :  No,  Sir  j  I  have 
heard  nothing  of  any  such,  proposal. 

INDIA— THE   INDIAN   COUNCIL— 
THE  VACANCY. 

Mr.  ONSLOW  asked  the  Secretary 
of  State  for  India,  Whether  it  is  his  in- 
tention at  once  to  fill  up  the  vacancy  in 
the  Indian  Council,  owing  to  the  resig- 
nation of  Sir  Erskine  Perry,  or  whether 
he  will  wait  till  the  return  of  Sir  Ashley 
Eden  from^India  ? 

The  Mabqdess  of  HAETINGTON: 
Sir,  I  think  it  hardly  necessary  that  I 
should  state  to  the  House  the  reasons 
which  have  caused  the  delay  in  the  ap- 
pointment of  the  successor  to  Sir  Erskine 
Perry.  I  hope  shortly  to  be  able  to 
make  the  appointment. 

ARMY— ARMY  CHAPLAINS  ON  BOARD 
TROOPSHIPS. 

Mb.  HEALT  asked  the  Secretary  of 
State  for  War,  Whether  it  is  true  that, 
while  Church  of  England  chaplains  are 
always  provided  on  board  Her  Majesty's 
troopships,  however  small  the  number 
of  Protestant  soldiers,  Catholic  chaplains 
are  never  so  provided,  however  great  the 
number  of  Catholic  soldiers;  and,  whe- 
ther he  will  take  steps  to  ensure  that,  in 
providing  fur  the  spiritual  wants  of  sol- 
diers on  board  ehip,  all  denominations 
shall  be  put  on  a  like  footing,  as  far  as 
possible  ? 

Mb.  TREVELYAN  :  Sir,  Army  chap- 
lains are  in  no  instance  embarked  in  any 
of  Her  Majesty's  troopships  for  the  pur- 
pose of  doing  duty.  On  the  five  Indian 
troopships  and  the  three  lareer  of  the 
Imperial  troopships,  one  Navu  chaplain 
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is  borne  on  the  complement  of  the  ship, 
who  does  duty  both  for  the  crew  and  for 
the  troops  when  embarked.  He  belongs 
to  the  Ghuroh  of  England,  as  do  all  the 
Naval  chaplains  for  service  afloat.  It 
would  he  a  matter  of  extreme  difficulty 
to  provide  accommodation  for  olergymen 
of  more  than  one  denomination  ;  but  the 
existing  arrangement  provides  for  the 
needs  of  the  majority  of  both  Services. 
The  shortness  of  modem  voyages  under 
steam  has  diminished  the  inconvenience, 
if  I  may  use  the  word,  of  a  state  of 
things  which  the  Admiralty  would  gladly 
remedy  if  they  could. 

PROTECTION  OF  PERSON  AND  PRO- 
PERTY  (IRELAND)  ACT,  1881— TREAT- 
MENT OF  PERSONS  ABEBSTED  UNDER 
THE  ACT. 

Mr.  ASTHUR  O'CONNOR  asked 
the  Attorney  General  for  Ireland,  Whe- 
ther,  and  why,  persons  detained  in 
Limerick,  under  the  warrants  signed  by 
the  Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland,  are  not 
allowed  to  receive  the  "  Leinster Leader" 
newspaper  7 

Thb  attorney  general  tor 
IRELAND  (Mr.  W.  M.  Johnboh}  :  Sir, 
persons  detained  snder  the  Protection 
Act  are,  by  the  rules  of  the  prison, 
allowed  to  receive  the  Dublin  daily 
papers,  and  papers  from  their  own  locali- 
ties. No  person  &om  Leinster  is  at 
present  detained  in  Limerick  Prison. 

CRIMINAL  LAW  (IRELAND)— CASE 
OF  PETER  DUNNE. 

Mr.  ARTHUR  O'CONNOR  asked 
the  Attorney  General  for  Ireland,  Whe- 
ther his  attention  has  been  drawn  to  a 
report,  in  the  "  Leinster  Express  "  news- 
paper of  the  18th  instant,  of  the  trial, 
before  Mr.  Justice  Fitzgerald,  and  ac- 
quittal of  one  Peter  Dunne,  on  a  cbai^ 
sf  manslaughter,  which  report  concludes 
is  follows :  — 

"The  jury  retired,  and  after  a  very  brief 
ihoence,  returned  to  their  box,  and  handed  in  a 
ferdict  of  'Not  gailty.'  The  verdiot  wa*  re- 
;eived  with  ffreat  applause  in  court  t 

"  Uia  Loranhip — In  consequence  of  that  dis- 
play  I  will  order  the  prisoner  to  be  kept  in 
:uBtody  to-night.  If  there  is  any  such  conduct 
n  this  (xiurt  asain,  I  will  keep  all  the  prisoiiers 
a  custody  until  the  Close  of  toe  Aasiiwi;" 

whether  the  report  in  question  is  cor- 
rect ;  and,  whether  Mr.  Justice  Fitz- 
;er^d  acted  within  his  right  in  detain- 
ng  in  custody,  for  an  offenoe  oommitted 
iiy  others,  a  man  already  declared  to  be 
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innocent  of  the  offence  charged  against  the  Executive  in  Ireland  have  reason  to 

him  ?  know  that  the  City  of  Waterford  cannot 

The    ATTOENEY   GENERAL  for  at  present  be  withdrawn  from  the  opera- 

IRELAND  (Mr.  W.  M.  Johnson)  :  Sir,  tion  of  the  Protection  Act. 
I  have  seen  different  reports  of  this  case 

in  The  Irish  Times  SLud  Daih/ £:xpre»8 ;  eind  BOAED   OF  NATIONAL   EDUCATION 

I  am,  therefore,  not  prepared  to  admit  (IRELAND)— MR.  BOYLAN  AND 

the  accuracy  of  the  report  as  stated  in  CAPTAIN  L'ESTRANGE. 

the  Question.     I  must  entirely  disclaim  Mr.  REDMOND  asked  the  Attorney 

any  right  on  the  part  of  an  Attorney  General  for  Ireland,  Whether  he  has 

General  to  review,  m  reply  to  aQues-  taken   any  steps  in    reference    to    the 

hon,   the  judicial  action  of  a  Judge ;  asg^ult  alleged  to  have  been  committed 

but  at  the  same  time  I  may,  perhaps,  ^^j^     Mr.     Boylan,    National    School 

be  permitted  to  add  that  there  is  every  Teacher,  by  Captain  L'Estrange,  R.M. ; 

reason  to  conclude  that  m  what  actually  ^nd,  whether  he  will  order  an  indepen- 

took  place  the  learned  Judge  acted  quite  <jent  inquiry  into  aU  the  circumstances 

legally.  of  ^he  case  ? 

Mb.  SEXTON  asked  whether,  as  an  The  ATTORNEY   GENERAL   fob 

act  of  law,   a  Judge  was  entitled  to  IRELAND  (Mr.  W.  M.  Johnson)  :  Sir, 

punish  a  prisoner  for  a  demonstraUon  in  the   Board  of  National  Education  has 

Uourt  r  directed  an  independent  inquirv  into  this 

T^^..^F,9PS^.?^T^^^    ^^/  case;  and,  therefore,  the  Chief  Secretary 

ntELAND  (Mr.  W.  M.  Johnson)  said,  fo^  Ireland  must  defer  further  oonsidera- 

the  Quesbon  was  based  upon  an  incor-  tion  of  the  subject  at  present, 
rect   assumption.     The  Judge   did  not 

punish  an  acquitted  person.  An  acquitted  LAW  AND    POLICE    (IRELAND)— CON- 

person   was  detained   until  the  Judge  STABLE  MOLLOY. 

ordered  his  discharge.     It  was  not  cer-  -  -     x>TiT^-»rin,xT-rk      i    j  ^i.     *  x^ 

tain  whether  another  charge  might  be  ^^''-  ?^^^?^^  ,"^  *t®  Attorney 

against  him,  or  that  hie  rileaee  would  General  for  Ireland,  Whether  the  m- 

ciuse  a  breach  of  the  peace,  against  all  ^"157  ^?^„*'*'"851,'^'«^|,  "i?*^'*  ?"- 

of  which  it  was  the  duty  of  the  Judge  !»?"«  J*"!!"/'  ?^  ^f'^jF^^'Ti.  ^^^"t 

to  ffuard  King  s  County,  instituted  by  the  county 

Mr.    ARTHUR   O'CONNOR   asked  inspector,  has  yet  concluded ;  an^ 

whether  a  Judge  had  any  right  to  de-  "^^^  Itoo'S^      GENERAL  .oe 

Sw^dSsf '''  '"""  '"  "'^"  ^^'  IREL^N^^Sr^^                          S 

The    ATTORNEY   GENERAL  roR  *^®  Inspector  General  has  caused  die 

IRELAND   CMr.  W.  M.  Johnson)  re-  necessa^  steps  to  be  taken  for  this  in- 

peated  that  he  was  not  prepared  to  abide  "^f'"^  ^  ^^*  ^*  ^^  ^^*  y^*  ^^"^  d«P*«^ 
by  the  accuracy  of  the  report  referred 

to. 

LAND    LAW     (IRELAND)     ACT,    1881- 

8TATE    OF    IRELAND— THE    CITY    OF  JUDICIAL  RENTS. 

WATERFORD.  ^B.    SEXTON  asked  the  Attorney 

Mb.  R.  power  asked  the  Attorney  General  for  Lreland,  Whether  Returns 

General  for  Ireland,  If  his  attention  has  of  '^  Judicial  Rents ''  will  be  continued; 

been  called  to  the  charge  of  Lord  Justice  and,  if  so,  at  what  intervals ;  and,  whe- 

Fitzgibbon  to  the  Waterford  City  Grand  ther,   in  Returns  of    Sales,  a  column 

Jury,  in  which  he  complimented  them  giving  the  gross  tenement  valuation  will 

on  the  peaceful  state  of  the  city,  and  in  be  given  ? 

which  he  stated  The    ATTORNEY   GENERAIj  iob 

"that  the  bills  to  go  before  them  were  very  few  IRELAND  (Mr.  W.  M.  Johkson),  Sir, 
in  number,  and  there  was  not  one  of  them  which  the  hon.  Member  asks  me  whether  Re- 
required  any  special  directions  from  him ;"  turns  of  "  Judicial  Rents  "  will  be  oon- 
and  why  he  still  considers  it  necessary  tinned,  and,  if  so,  at  what  intervalB ; 
to  keep  80  peaceful  a  town  under  the  and  whether,  in  Returns  of  Sales,  a 
provisions  of  the  Coercion  Act  ?  column  giving  the  gross  tenement  i^oa- 

Thb  ATTORNEY   GENERAL  fob  tion  will  be  given  ?  and  I  have  in  reply 

IBELAND  (Mr.  W.  M.  Johnson)  :  Sir,  to  inform  him  and  the  House  that  Re- 

Mr.  Arthur  0'  Connor 
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turns  of  judicial  rents  will  be  continued,  to  the  persons  to  whom  they  are  ad- 
The  next  one,  I  believe,  will  be  issued  dressed ;  and,  whether  the  Ofalef  Secre- 
after  the  Easter  Becoss,  and  include  the  taiy  for  Ireland  has  considered  the  pro- 
rents  fixed  up  to  the  10th  of  April  next,  priety,  in  every  case  in  which  a  letter 
With  reference  to  the  last  inquiry  in  the  written  by,  or  addressed  to  a  "  suspect," 
hon.  Member's  Question,  the  Oluef  Se-  is  detained  by  the  prison  or  Dublin  Gaatle 
cretary  for  Ireland  will  see  whether  it  authorities,  of  informing  the  writer  of 
can  be  complied  with.  the  fact  ? 

The   ATTOBNEY  GENEBAL  tob 

PEOTECTION  OF  PERSON  AND  PRO-  IBELAND  (Mr.  W.  M.  Johnson)  :  Sir, 

PERTY  (IRELAND)  ACT,  1881— OASES  M'-  M'Cormack  submitted  to  the  Qover- 

OF  MESSRS.  RYAN  AND  EG-AN.  •*<*'  ^^  Clonmel  Prison  a  letter  addressed 

»r      a-nnrmn-Kr       l  a   ii_      » ^^  *<>  the  souior  Member  for  Sligo,  and 

Me.    sexton    asked  the  Attoraev  ^„  informed  that  the  Governor  could 

General  for  Ireland.  Whether  the  Irish  ^^^  ^^^^  ^,^  ^^^^  ^  forward  it ;  but 

Executive  have  reconsidered  the  case  of  ^^^i^  ^^^^  ^  ^^  ^  the  authorities  at 

Mr.  Joseph  Byan.  of  Cappancur,  Tulla-  ^j^^  q^^^^     Accordingly  he  did  so ;  and 

more  arrested  under  the  Coercion  Act  ^^^     ^f^  ^ave  the  letter,  I  suppose.    It 

on  the  2nd  November  1881,  and  still  eertainly  is  not  the  determuStion  or 

detained  m  prison;    whether  there   is  ^^^  ^f  the  Executive  that  any  letter 

anything  m  the  condition  of  the  Tulla-  addressed  to  a  Member  of  Parliament, 

more  district,  lately  visited  by  him,  to  ^^  ^         ^j      whether  containing  com- 

aoamnt  for  the  continued  incarceration  j^^      ^^j  t^^       ^^  „,  any  other 

of  Mr.  Byan ;  and,  whether  the  rdease,  ^.^piaint,  shaU  not  U  deUvered  to  the 

rome  three  months  since,  of  Mr.  Henry  ^^^^  ^^  ^^^j^^  jt           y^  addteaeed. 

Egan,  of  Tullamore,  who  had  been  ar-  ^^^  „^  ^^^^  ^^^  ^^  ^^  considered 

rested  a  few  days  before  Mr.  Byan,  is  to  ^^  determined  by  its  own  cirounuitances. 

be  token  as  evidence  of  the  undisturbed  j,^^^  j^^  inquiry  in  the  Question  of  the 

*^^***'\^il,2?i^^"J?S«i?^!!'i^  ton.  Member  is  addressed  to  the  Chief 

TT>^*i^?r^^^«^P®®^^  I?"  Secretory  for  Ireland  personaUy  ;  and  I 

IBELAND  (Mr.  W.  M.  Johnson)  :  Sir,-  „j^gt         ggj  y^_  therefore,  to  put  it  to 

the  case  of  Mr.  Byan  is  before  the  Exe-  ^ght  hon.  Friend  when  he  u  in  hU 

cutive  at  the  present  time.    Mr.  Egan  s  pi^oe. 

case  was  considered  and  disposed  of  on  jj^  SEXTON  asked  if  the  right  hon. 

ito  individual  circumstances.  ^^  learned  Gentleman  would  inquire 

where  the  letter  addressed  to  him  now 

PROTECTION    OF    PERSON    AND    PRO.  "^y     uuo  lowwi   oiiu«woou  w  mm  uuw 

PERTY  (IRELAND)  ACT,  1881-TREAT.  ^HB   ATTOBNEY    GENEBAL    foB 
MENT  OF  PERSONS  ARRESTED  UNDER  IRELAND  (Mr.  W.  M.  Johnson)  :  Sir, 
THE  ACT.  ^YiQ  caae  is  governed  by  the  prison  rules. 
M&.   SEXTON   asked    the  Attorney  I  will  make  inquiries  respecting  the  let- 
General  for  Ireland,  Whether  it  is  true  ter,  and  communicate  with  the  hon.  Mem- 
that,  on  or  about  the   1 5th  ultimo,  Mr.  ber. 
John  M'Cormack,  a  prisoner  under  the 

Coercion  Act  in  Clonmel  Gaol,  submitted  POST  OFFICE  (IRELAND)— TELEGRAPH 
to  the  Governor  of  that  gaol  a  letter  OFFICE  SUPERINTENDENTS, 
addressed  to  the  Member  for  Sligo,  and  Mr.  MACFARLANE  (for  Mr.  Gray) 
the  Governor  brought  the  letter  back  asked  the  Postmaster  General,  If  it  is  a 
to  Mr.  M'Cormack,  informing  him  that  fact  that  the  Superintendent  of  the  Bel- 
he  could  not  take  it  upon  himself  to  for-  fast  Telegraph  Office  is  about  to  be  ap- 
ward  it,  ''  as  it  contained  charges  against  pointed  to  the  vacant  superintendentship 
the  police  in  Tipperary,"  but  that  he  of  the  Dublin  Telegraph  Office ;  whether 
would  send  it  on  to  Dublin  Castle,  and  such  appointment  is  not  contrary  to 
the  authorities  there  would  decide  if  it  the  regimental  system  of  promotion 
should  be  forwarded  or  not ;  what  be-  hitherto  observed,  by  which  the  vacan- 
came  of  the  said  letter ;  whether  it  is  cies  at  the  respective  offices  were  filled 
the  determination  or  wish  of  the  Execu-  up  by  the  appointment  of  officers  at- 
tive  that  letters  addressed  to  Members  of  tached  to  the  staff  in  which  the  vacancy 
Parliament,  and  containing  complaints  occurred ;  whether  a  similar  violation  of 
against  the  police,  shall  not  be  delivered  that  system  of  promotion  did  not  also  re- 
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oently  ooour  b;  the  promotion  of  a  olerk  while  the  enormouB  proportion   of  the 

from  NewcaaUe-upou-Tyne  to  the  poet  population  is  Oatholic;  and,  whether  it 

of  technical  officer  at  Dublin,  thereby  is  a  fact  that  all  the  ma^Utraten  are 

depriving  the  Dublin  Telegraph  Office  either  landlords  or  land  agents  ? 

of  three  promoUons ;  whether  the  con-  Ths    ArTOHNEY    GENEEAL  poe 

templated  promotion  of  the  Superinten-  IBELAND  (iii.  W.  M.  Tohitsoit)  :  Sir, 

dent  at  Belfast  to  Dublin  will  deprive  there  are  46  magistrates  in  the  Com- 

them  of  four  promotions ;  whether  it  is  mission  of  the  Peace  for  County  Carlow. 

a  fact  that  on  several  occasions  the  Dub-  Of  these,  40,  I  understand,  are  of  the 

lintelegraphists  have  received  the  thanks  Protestant,  and  six  of  the  Catholic  per- 

of  the  Xondon  Secretary  fot  the  credit-  suasion.     Most  of  these  magistratds  are 

able  manner  in  which  they  have  per-  landlords,  and  some  few  are  o^ots;  but 

formed   their    duties ;    and,    if  he  will  I   am   not    able   to   ascertain    whether 

state  to  the  House  why  they  are  now  there  are  any  who   are  neither  land- 

Jmniehed  by   depriving  them  of  their  lords  nor  agents.      If  this  Question  of 

saitimate  Momotion  7  the  hon.  Member  is  meant  to  surest 

Me.  FAWCETT  :  Sir,  in  reply  to  the  that  any  competent  person  has  been  ex- 

hon.  Member,  I  have  to  state  that  it  is  eluded  from  the  Commission  either  on 

the  case  that  Ihe  Superintendent  of  Tele-  religious  or  any  other   ground,   I  can 

graphs  at  Belfast  has   been   appointed  only  say  that  the  names  of  the  late  and 

Superintendent  of  Telegraphs  at  Dublin,  present  Lieutenants  of  Carlow  County, 

in  the  room  of  an  officer  transferred  from  the    late   Lord    Bessborough   and  Mr. 

Dublin  to  Belfast.     There  is  nothing  an-  Kavanagh,  are  sufficient  guarantee  that 

usual  in  such  an  appointment,  and  ths  no  such  unworthy  motive  ever  influenced 

Dublin  officers  are  not  prejudiced  by  the  them  in  their  nominations  to  the  Lord 

change.     The  appointment  of  technical  Chancellor  for  the  Commission, 
officer  was  recently  created  at  Dublin, 

and    a  clerk  from    Newoostle-on-Tyne  STATE  OF  IRELAND— SEIZURE  OF 

was  promoted  to  it.      I  consider  it  of  IRISH  NEWSPAPERS, 

great  importance  in  the  interests  of  the  ,,     .r  *  ^.e-  *  dt  » xnn  /*     .r     ^i       . 

Service  that  no  strict  Une  of  demarca-  J'?-.^^?^^^^^  ^  for  Mr  Geat) 

tion   should  be   laid    down;    but   that  Mk«'|  the  Attorney  General  for  Ireland, 

there   should   be   freedom  of   transfer,  ^*'?^"  ^*„«  *i«"*;?f^  "^'f*^  ?"  [he 

not  only  between  office  and  office  in  '  ^"""l?""  J  °^,*Hf  ""'^  ',"!*?"*■    ""I^ 

the  same   part    of  the   Kingdom,    but  t^^e  Pol'«  at  BaUybunnion  lately  seized 

between  one  part  of  the  Kingdom  ond  *  P'^card  and  copy  of  that  paper  on  the 

another.       In  several  instant^s  officers  P'^^i''**  ^J'^^ ''f  7  ''^^K*i'  '^^  "^ 

have  been  brought  from   Scotland  and  tu™«d  them  the  next  day  on  the  ground 

Ireland  to  fiU  ap^intments  in  England ;  *''*'  ^^^l  ^^-^  ^"l*  '"^B*" '  ^^  ^*'*'' "^ 

and,  in  the  same  way.  I  think  it  desirable  """l'  mBtructions  have  been  issued  to  the 

to  have  an  opportunity  of  sending  officers  P°M°^  ""i  S^^'^HIJl'  oi^,..t,a. 

from  Englanfto  Ireland  and  liotland,  jJ^A^V'^^ J^f^^'^  I?" 

when,  as  in  the  recent  case  of  the  clerk  ^ELAND  (Mr  W  M  Joknson)  :  Sir, 

detached  from   Newcastle- on-Tyne.  the  i-ub-constableatBallybunmontookpos- 

interests  of  the  Service  appear  to  be  pro-  »««"°°  "]  "■,  ""PJ  "^  ,{'^JC''^'r^  '""^^ 

motedbyit.     I  am  pleaseS  to  be  able  to  PfperandplacMdontheethof  th«mon^ 

etate  that  on  more  than   one   occasion  at  the  shop  of  Mr.  Lavery.     He  sub- 


wiUiin  the  last  year  or  so  the  Dublin  fitted  th  em  t«  his  constable,  who  directed 

telegraphists  have  received  thanks  from  ^"^ /«  PV  f"  ^«  P*P«-     ^e  did  m, 

heaSquarters  in  London  for  the  credit-  ^e  foUowmg  moroing.  and  Mr.  Lavery 

able  manner  in  which  they  have  per-  ^°^  the  money.    No  special  instructions 

ftnrned  their  duties.  have  been  issued  on  the  subject. 

THE  MAGISTRACY  (IRELAND)—  TUNIS— TREATY  EIGHTS. 

CAHLOW  COUNTY,  Ma.  MAOFAELANE  (for  Mr.  Gray) 

Mb.  MACFABLAlfE  (for  Mr.  Oelay)  asked  the  Under  Secreta^  of  State  for 

asked  the  Attorney  General  for  Ireland,  Foreign  Affaire,  Whether  it  is  a  &ot,  a* 

Whether  it  ia  a  &ot  that  of  thirty-eight  stated  in  "Vanity  Fair"  of  the  11th 

magistrates  for  Gorlow  county  thirty-four  instant,  that  the  French  Agent  atGabes 

•n  Froteitant  and  four  are  Catholic,  has  secured  for  a  French  house  the  mono- 
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poly  of  all  the  Esparto  grass  in  the  dis- 
trict; and,  if  so,  whether  this  inyolves 
any  infringement  of  English  Treaty 
rights  with  Tunis  ? 

Sir  CHAELE8  W.  DILKE:  Sir, 
Her  Majesty's  Government  have  re- 
ceived information  to  the  efiPect  that  a 
concession  of  portions  of  the  esparto 
districts  of  Tunis  has  been  granted  to  a 
French  house.  As  such  a  concession 
would  probably  be  a  virtual  grant  of  a 
monopoly  of  the  sale  of  the  article,  and, 
therefore,  an  infraction  of  the  rights 
secured  to  this  country  by  the  Treaty  of 
1875,  Her  Majesty's  Ambassador  at 
Paris  has  been  instructed  to  call  the 
attention  of  the  French  Government  to 
the  report. 


POST  OFFICE   (IRELAND)— THE   POST- 
MASTERSHIP  OF  BOHERMEEN. 

Mb.  METGE  asked  the  Secretary  to 
the  Treasury,  If  he  will  state  the  grounds 
upon  which  Mary  Malinn  was  deprived 
of  the  office  of  postmistress  to  the  dis- 
trict of  Bohermeen,  in  the  county  of 
Meath,  she  having  held  that  office  for 
the  last  six  years  with  the  sanction  of 
the  Secretary  to  the  Post  Office,  Ire- 
land, no  charge  having  ever  been 
brought  against  her  in  her  official  capa- 
city, her  father  having  held  the  same 
office  for  a  period  of  between  thirty  and 
forty  years,  and  her  brother  being  at 
present  in  the  serviee  of  the  Post  Office  ; 
whether  it  is  not  the  case  that  she  had 
received  certificates  of  character  from 
her  parish  priest,  and  also  from  a  neigh- 
bouring magistrate ;  and,  whether  any 
influence  had  been  brought  to  bear  on 
the  Secretary  of  the  Post  Office,  in  order 
to  have  her  removed  from  the  said 
office,  and,  if  so,  the  nature  of  such 
influence? 

Lord  RICHARD  GROSVENOR : 
Sir,  I  can  add  very  little  on  this  subject 
to  what  was  stated  a  few  days  ago  by 
the  Postmaster  General.  The  post  office 
in  question  was  reported  to  the  Treasury 
as  being  vacant  by  the  death  of  John 
Malinn,  and  in  due  course  the  vacancy 
was  fllled  by  an  appointment  which  was 
duly  approved  by  the  Post  Office  authori- 
ties. As  regards  the  latter  Question,  I 
am  unable  to  say  what  influence  ha^  been 
brought  to  bear  on  the  Secretary  of  the 
post  office;  but,  as  I  before  stated,  the 
vacancy  was  caused  by  the  death  of  John 
Maliun,  and  the  post  office  was  never 
held  by  Mary  Malinn, 


PROTECTION  OP  PERSON  AND  PRO- 
PERTY (IRELAND)  ACT,  1881  — MR. 
KENNEDY. 

Mb.  BIGGAE  asked  the  Attorney 
General  for  Ireland,  Whether  the  time 
has  arrived  when  Mr.  William  Kennedy 
may  be  released  from  prison,  seeing 
that  he  has  been  there  more  than  a  year 
on  a  charge  of  being  suspected  of  having 
committed  an  offence  which  the  prisoner 
undertakes  to  prove  could  not  possibly 
have  been  committed  by  him  ? 

The  attorney  GENERAL  fob 
IRELAND  (Mr.  W.  M.  Johnson)  :  Sir, 
on  the  8th  of  this  month  Mr.  Kennedy 
applied  to  be  released,  on  the  ground 
that  he  was  about  to  quit  this  country, 
and  His  Excellency  ordered  his  release 
accordingly. 

NAVY-GREENWICH  HOSPITAL 

SCHOOL— REPORT  OP  THE 

COMMITTEE. 

Sib  MASSEY  LOPES  asked  the  Oivil  • 
Lord  of  the  Admiralty,  Whether  im- 
portant changes  are  contemplated  in 
the  administration  and  management  of 
Greenwich  Hospital  School ;  and,  if  so, 
whether  he  would  lay  the  Report  of  the 
Committee  upon  the  Table  of  the  House 
before  these  recommendations  are  car- 
ried into  effect  ? 

Sib  THOMAS  BRASSEY :  Sir,  con- 
siderable  difficulty  having  been  expe- 
rienced in  obtaining  suitable  employment 
for  boys  educated  at  Greenwich  School, 
a  Committee  of  Inquiry  was  appointed 
to  investigate  the  matter.  Their  sug- 
gestions as  to  dietary  and  training  in 
seamanship  have  been  adopted.  There 
are  other  suggestions  of  a  more  organic 
character  which  have  not  as  yet  been 
considered.  The  Report  shall  certainly 
be  laid  on  the  Table  before  any  final 
action  is  taken. 

LAW  AND  JUSTICE— BLASPHEMOUS 
PUBLICATIONS. 

Sib  HENRY  TYLER  asked  the  Secre- 
tary of  State  for  the  Home  Department, 
Whether  his  attention  has  been  called 
to  a  series  of  articles  recently  published 
in  the  **  National  Reformer,"  of  which 
the  Junior  Member  for  Northampton 
and  Mrs.  Besant  are  the  editors,  under 
the  heading  of  **  The  Christ  of  Dr.  Ave- 
ling,"  and  over  the  signature  of  W.  J. 
Birch,  and  in  particular  to  a  passage  in 
the  **  National  Reformer"  of  March  5tb 
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1882 ;  and,  whether  h«  will  refer  to  the  owneri,  who  reside  in  Tariooi  parte  of 

Public  Proaeoutor  the  queetion  of  pre-  the  Kingdom. 

feiring  an  indictment    for    blasphemy 

against  the   editors  of  the   "National  btaTE   OF   IBELAMD— EVTCnONa,  to, 

Eeformer  ?  "     He  had  intended  to  give  (VISCOUNT  GORMANSTOWS  ESTATE) 

extracts  with    the   Question  ;    but  the  —VISCOUNT  OORMANSTON'S  AGENT. 


Bpeaber, 


1  the  exercise  of,  no  doubt, 


Ub.  METOE  asked  the  Attorney  Qe- 


awisodisoretion  had  ordered  them  to  be  ^^^^^  ^^^  Ireland,  haring  regard  to  the 
struck  out.  That  being  so.  he  had  sent  ^^^  ^^^^^  jj^  g  MoDoSg  J^^  a^nt  to 
to  the  Home  Secretary  oon^plete  copies  ^^^  Qorm^u^ton.  did  a  few  dTys  ago 
of  the  lournal  referred  to,  in  order  that  ^^^  g^^  ^.^^  ^^  ^^  y^^^^^  ^^  the  hou^ 
the  nght  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  of.  n^niber  of  tenants  whom  he  charged 
mi^ht  judge  as  to  ■''hether  those  per-  ^j^  j^^^^  ^^^^  j,^^;y^  possession, 
nicious  publications  should  not  in  some  ^^^^  ^^.^^  ^^^^^^  ^^  ^^  to  substan- 
tiato.  Whether  such  action,  taken  with- 
out legal  decree,  was  a  criminal  action 
Eunisbable  by  Law  ;  whether,  evea  if  a 
)gal  decree  had  been  obtained,  it  was 

chwactoi  will  do  more  ham  th*np'»d-    ^eans  of  firing  the  houses  oWthe '       ' 
If  the  hon.  Member  wiU  take  the  trouble    ^^  the  tenant!;  whether  such  acti. 


way  be  suppressed. 

8ni  WnilAM:  HAHCOTTBT :  Sir, 
1  have  answered  more  than  once  Ques- 
tions of  a  similar  character.  In  my  opi- 
nion, a  Government  prosecution  of  thif 


to  read  the  celebrated  case  of  the  pro-  ^^^  ^^ 
aecution  of  Hone,  I  think  he  will  come  i„„^%„  , 
to  the  same  conclusion. 


action  on 

the  agent,  being  likely  to 

lead  to  a  breach  of  the  peace,  would 

within  the  provisions  of  the  Pro- 


Ma.  HEALT  asked   why  the   paper    ^^^^  of  Life  and  Property  Aot;  and, 

was  not  seized  in  the  same  manner  as    ^^ether  he  intends  to  take  such  steps  in 

the  matter  as  may  tend  to  a  maintenanw 


^l  ^'•^Iw-S,^'"'-^  It''^  N  ^         ^ne  ma«er  as  may  tena  «,  a  main 

SiE  HENRY   TYLEE  gave  Notice     ,  j^      ^^  ^^J^  ^-^^^  ^j^^^^ 

that  he  would  ask  a  further  Question  of  -   - 

the  right  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman 

on  Monday,  and  hand  to  the  right  hon. 

and  learned  Oentleman    some   furt' 

Papers  of  the  same  nature,   which 

■"'r  Henry  Tyler)  thought  would  eon- 


The  attorney  GENERAL  fob 
IRELAND  (Mr.W.  M.  Johkbon)  :  Sir,  it 
r  Tth  appears  that  these  tenants  were  evicted 
for  non-payment  of  rent  last  year,  and 
the  period  for  redemption  expired  last 
December.      The   holdings  thenceforth 


*r         ,  r  •'  .,*,..  "  1     ■     1.1       i.'Bcemoer.       iiie    aoiuiuin)   inenceiorin 

™ce  hm  thul  It  w..  ».ry  desmbl.    ^^^^^  ,^,  property  of  the  kndlotd, 
th.t  nme  .tep.  .hould  bs  tnkm  .n  the    ji„i„g,a  of  ?b.  tenkaoi,.,  ,nd  the  '«•■ 


ants  were  merely  trespassers  by  re-enter- 
ing, even  though  they  did  so  peaceably 
and  without  force.    They  were,  I  under- 


_,_.,_       ,    ,     ■      n        ,        ,      stand,  then  dispossessed  without  breach 
Mn   CATNE  aeked  the  Secretary  to    ^j  t^e  peace  ind  without  excitement; 


the  Admiralty,  If  the  reoommendati 
of  the  Committee  appointed  to 


peace  s 

and  the  agent,  being  in  absolute  posssa- 
siou  of  the  houses,  was  entitled,  if  the 


into  the  safety  of  the  Gunpowder  Hulks    ^ndlord  thought  fit,   to   destroy  them 
on   the  Mersey    as  embodied  in  their    ^itho^t  committing  any  breach  of  - 
report    dated    August  1881,  are  to  be    n^i,„[„„i    T.n-r       ffn^o*  th^^^   n.w. 


Criminal  Law.  Under  these  circum- 
stanoes,  it  is  not  proposed  to  take  any 
step  in  reference  to  the  matter. 

AFFAIRS  OF  EGYPT— THE  PAPEEa 
Mb.  BOURKE  asked  theUnder  Secra- 


d  into  effect ;  and,  if  eo,  when  ? 
Ma.  TRETELYAN  ;  Sir,  it  has  been 
decided  to  carry  out  the  recommenda- 
tions of  the  Committee,  and  on  the  24th 
of  February  a  final  letter  was  oddressud 
to  the  manager  of  the  powder  hulks, 

who  representa  the  owners  of  the  maga-  tary  of  State  for  Foreign  Affaire,  Why 
dnee,  pressing  for  a  definite  reply  as  to  the  Egyptian  papers  promised  si»ne 
the  date  when  the  owners  will  be  pre-  time  a^  have  not  yet  been  preeented, 
pored  to  carry  out  the  conditions.  A  and  when  they  will  be  in  the  hands  of 
fetter  has  recently  been  received  Irora    Members? 

the  manager,  promising  to  give  atten-        Sir   CHARLES    W.    DILEE:    Sir, 

tion  to  the  matter,  and  stating  that  he    there  has  been  some  unavoidable  delay, 

is  in  oommanioation  with   the  various    owing  to  the  necessity  of  o 

Sir  titnrf  Tfhr 
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with  Her  Majesty's  Embassies ;  but  the  l^^e  Moaoow  unmediatelY.    Even  women  who 

Papers  are  ready  and  will  be  distributed  ^*^  recently  been  confined  were  thus  torn  away 

forthwith  ^^  ^®"^  homes.     There  was   no  ahow  of 

humanity  or  consideration  of  any  kind ;  and 

^^^^ ^„  no  time  was  allowed  for  the  victims  of  this 

EDUCATION  DEPARTMENT— THE  NEW  cruel  and  arbitrary  measure  to  dispose  of  their 

EDUCATION  CODE.  goods;" 

Mr.  J.  G.  TALBOT  asked  the  Vice  and,  whether  Her  Majesty's  Govem- 
President  of  the  Council,  Whether,  in  Viont  have  received  any  confirmation  of 
view  of  the  very  large  powers  g^ven  this  statement  from  Her  Majesty's  Consul 
under  the  new  Education  Code  to  Her  a*  Moscow ;  and,  if  not,  whether  Her 
Majesty's  Inspectors,  the  Education  De-  Majesty's  Government  will  instruct  him 
partment  will  frame  definite  instructions  ^  inquire  into  and  report  on  the  alleged 
for  the  Inspectors,  so  as  to  secure  equal  outrages,  and  will  place  such  report  upon 
treatment,  and,  in  particular,  to  protect  t^®  Table  of  the  House  ? 
managers  and  teachers  from  an  exercise  Sib  CHASLES  W.  DILEJS  :  Sir,  we 
of  power  at  variance  with  the  avowed  have  not  heard  of  this  particular  out- 
intention  of  the  Code  to  show  special  J'age.  We  cannot  undertake  to  call  upon 
consideration  to  schools  labouring  under  Her  Majesty's  Consuls  by  despatch  to 
special  difficulties;  and,  whether  pro-  report  specialljr  on  each  otitrage  men- 
vision  will  be  made  for  an  appeal  itom  tioned  in  any  journal ;  but  the  Consuls 
any  decision  of  an  Inspector  which  is  al-  themselves  report  them  without  being 
leged  to  be  unjust  ?  told  to  do  so,  and  it  is  highly  probable 

Mr.  MUNDELLA  :  Sir,  I  stated  to  t^iat  we  shall  receive  a  Report  if  the  oir- 

the  House,  on  laying  the  *'  Proposals  "  cumstances  occurred  as  stated, 
for  the  Kevised  Code  on  the  Table,  the 

measures  the  Department  proposed  to         GIBRALTAR— APPOINTMENT  OP 
take  to  secure  the  fair,  uniform,  and  im-  GOVERNOR, 

partial  application  of  its  provisions.  We       ^e.  BIGGAR  asked  the  Secretary  of 

intend  to  re-organize  the  mspectorate,  g^te  for  War,  Whether  there  is  any 

and  to  frame  definite  instructions  to  Her  foundation  for  the  report  circulated  in 

Majesty  s  Inspectors,  calculated,  as  we  the  miHtary  newspapers,  that  Sir  Charles 

believe,  to  insure  these  results.     The  EUice,  the  present  Adjutant  General,  is 

Department  can  always  be  appealed  to  to  succeed  General  Napier,  of  Magdala, 

by  any  persons  conceiving  themselves  ^s  Governor  of  Gibraltar,  the  present 

agg^eved.    We  hope,  however,  that  the  occupant? 

occasion  for  appeals  will  be  much  less        j^    CHILDERS :   No,  Sir ;  I  have 

frequent.    The  facUities  for  ascertaining  ^^^^  nothing  on  this  subject.     Lord 

and  promptly  remedying  any  case  of  Napier  does  not  vacate  the  government 

harsh  or  unequal  treatment  of  managers  of  Gibraltar  untQ  next  October,  and  Lord 

or  teachers  will,  under  the  new  system,  Kimberley  has  not  spoken  to  me  about 

be  much  greater  than  heretofore.     As  ^he  choice  of  a  successor, 
soon  as  the  scheme  is  complete,  the  par- 
ticulars and  the  instructions  to  which  I        LAND  LAW  (IRELAND)  ACT,  1881— 
have    referred    shall    be    laid    on    the  a  ADAMS  v.  DUNSEATH." 

^*^^®'  Mk.  HEALY  asked  the  First  Lord  of 

RUSSIA— PERSECUTION  OF  *^^®  Treasury,  Whether,  in  the  case  of 

THE  JEWS.  Adams  v.  Dunseath,  which  recently  came 

«  -r^-r^^-r.^.^  ^«  ..^r^-r^-.  ^»      «    ,  boforc  thcm  on  a  case  stated  bv  the 

.J^^'^r  ?^^F  ^Pc^P^^I  '^^^  Land  Commission  under  the  Land  Act, 

*^®V°**^?®^r**v^°*5***®^*''jT'^  Her  Majesty's  Court  of  Appeal  in  Ire- 

Aflfairs,  Whether  his  attention  has  been  j^^^  have  decided  that,  as  regards  im- 

drawn  to  the  following  statement  from  provements  made  by  tenants  pSor  to  the 

ihe  Moscow  Correspondent  of  the  "  Djuly  \^^  „f  ,370,  the  Land  Court.ln  Bxing  a 

Telegraph/  and  which  appeared  in  that  ^^^  ^^^^  ^^^^  ^^^  ^^^  ^^^^  e„j 

paper  on  Wednesday  March  22nd,—  ^^^^  ^^  ^^^^  improvements  by  the  tenant 

"  Lesa  than  five  days  ago,  600  Jewish  families  as  to  some  extent  compensating  him  for 

were  expelled  from  here.    They  were  taken  out  *[|„m    „„  j  must  acoordintrly  to  that  ex- 

of  bed  in  the  middle  of  the  night,  neither  young,  .      ^  '  .  .,  i.i.i,_i.L 

nor  old,  nor  sick   being  siark,  and  driven  *««»'  assess  rent  on  them  ;   whether  the 

straight  to  the  Eailway  station,  and  ordered  to  Government   did   not   give   express  W 
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surances,  daring  the  progress  of  the 
Land  Act  through  the  House  of  Com- 
mons, that  no  such  construction  could  he 
placed  on  any  of  its  provisions ;  whether 
the  Lord  Chancellor  of  Ireland,  who  was 
then  Attorney  General,  did  not  come  to 
a  conclusion  on  this  point  directly  con- 
trary to  that  of  the  majority  of  the 
Court  of  Appeal;  whether,  having  re- 

fard  to  the  decision  of  the  Court  of 
.ppeal,  the  Government  intend  to  take 
action  to  give  legislative  effect  to  their 
express  declarations  made  on  the  pass- 
ing of  the  Act  as  regards  improvements ; 
whether  he  is  aware  that,  as  regards 
tenants'  improvements  other  than  those 
made  prior  to  1870,  several  of  the 
Judges  of  the  Court  of  Appeal,  in  the 
case  referred  to,  expressed  opinions, 
though  the  point  did  not  arise  expressly 
for  decision,  that  a  mere  change  in  the 
nature  of  the  tenancy  under  which  the 
improvements  were  made,  as  from  a 
leasehold  tenancy  to  a  tenancy  from  year 
to  year,  or  vice  vers&,  might,  if  no 
change  in  the  rent  took  place,  amount 
to  a  compensation  wholly  or  partially 
for  such  improvements,  so  as  to  oblige 
the  Land  Court  to  assess  rent  thereon ; 
whether  this  view  of  the  Law,  if  correct, 
would  not  also  defeat  the  expressed  in- 
tentions of  the  Government  in  passing 
the  Land  Act ;  and,  whether,  having  re- 
gard to  the  enormous  importance  to  Irish 
tenants  of  the  issues  involved,  the  Go- 
vernment will  take  steps  to  declare  the 
Law  on  the  subject  by  an  amending  Act, 
as  was  done  in  an  analogous  case  after 
the  passing  of  the  Land  Act  of  1870, 
when  one  of  the  Judges  of  Appeal  gave 
expression  to  a  view  of  the  Law  which, 
if  correct,  would  have  jeopardised  the 
interests  of  numerous  Ulster  tenants 
under  their  custom  ? 

Mr.  GLADSTONE :  Sir,  as  this  is  a 
Question  which  relates  to  a  legal  matter, 
I  hope  I  may  have  the  indulgence  of  the 
House  and  of  the  hon.  Member  if  the 
answer  to  it  be  not  so  perfect  as  it 
would  be  if  it  had  proceeaed  from  my 
right  hon.  and  learned  Friend.  With 
regard  to  the  first  part  of  the  Question, 
which  refers  to  what  might  be  called 
the  intention  of  the  framers  of  the  Act 
— I  will  not  say  the  intention  of  the 
Act,  for  that  is  a  judicial  matter — it  is 
perfectly  clear,  as  correctly  stated  by 
the  hon.  Member,  that  it  was  not  the 
intention  of  the  framers  of  the  Act,  but 
directly  contrary  to  their  intention,  that 

Mr,  Jleahf 


the  interest  of  the  tenant  in  his  improve- 
ments, as  understood  and  defined  by  the 
Act,  should  either  lapse  or  be  impaired 
by  the  enjoyment  of  them.  With  regard 
to  the  question  mentioned  in  the  second 
paragraph,  I  can  only  say  that  the  Go- 
vernment could  give  no  assurance  as  to 
the  construction  of  the  Act.  If  they  did, 
they  would  have  gone  beyond  their  duty. 
With  regard  to  the  third  paragraph,  my 
answer  to  it  is  simply  Yes.  With  regard 
to  the  fourth  paragpraph,  of  course  it  has 
been  my  duty  to  communicate  with  the 
Lord  Chancellor  of  Ireland  on  this  sub- 
ject, and  what  I  gather  to  be  the  case  is 
this.  Although  he  has  differed  in  opinion 
from  his  Colleagues,  and  although  it  has 
been  laid  down  that  there  are  cases 
in  which  the  enjoyment  of  the  tenants 
should  be  taken  into  account,  yet  the 
opinion  of  the  Lord  Chancellor  of  Ire- 
land, as  a  Member  of  the  Government, 
and  our  opinion  is  that  our  wisest  course 
would  be  to  observe  carefully  what  con- 
struction may  be  put  upon  that  judg- 
ment, and  what  practical  effect  it  may 
have,  before  arriving  at  any  conclusion 
as  to  the  course  which  eventually  it  may 
be  our  duty  to  take.  With  regard  to  the 
fifth  and  sixth  paragraphs,  I  am  not 
aware  of  any  such  expression  of  opinion 
as  that  to  which  the  hon.  Gentleman 
refers ;  but  I  do  not  hesitate  to  say  that 
such  an  opinion  would  be  quite  at 
variance  with  the  intention  wim  which 
we  submitted  the  Bill  to  Parliament. 
With  respect  to  the  seventh  paragraph, 
which  asks  whether  we  are  prepared  in 
this  instance  to  do  as  we  did  in  1871, 
and  in  a  given  case  upon  proof  of 
necessity  to  propose  an  Amendment  to 
the  Land  Act  of  last  Session,  I  must 
remind  the  hon.  Gentleman  that  our 
position  is  not  the  same  now  as  it  was 
in  1871 ;  that  the  facilities  for  transact- 
ing Business  are  different  from  what 
they  were  then ;  and  perhaps  the  hon. 
Member  will  not  think  it  personal  if  I 
say  that  any  resolution  we  might  take 
would  be  materially  influenced  by  the 
prospects  we  have  of  receiving  assist- 
ance from  Members  of  the  House  ge- 
nerally in  forwarding  Public  Business, 
and  not  by  the  project  of  receiving  any 
assistance  from  the  hon.  Member  and 
his  Friends. 

Mb.  HEALY  :  I  beg  to  eive  Notice 
that  on  an  early  day  I  will  cfdl  attention 
to  the  case  of  Adams  v,  Dunseath,  and 
move  a  Eesolution, 
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Lord  ELCHO  :  With  reference  to  the 
answer  given  by  the  Prime  Minister,  I 
gather  that  it  was  the  intention  of  the 
namers  of  the  Act  that  the  tenants' 
interest  in  their  improvements  should 
not  lapse  or  be  impaired  by  the  enjoy- 
ment of  them.  I  wish  to  ask  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  whether  that  was  not 
directly  contrary  to  the  principle  of  the 
Act  of  1870,  and  .whether  he  b  prepared 
to  extend  the  principle  to  the  tenants  of 
houses  under  the  Crown  in  London  ? 

Mb.  GLADSTONE  :  The  hon.  Mem- 
ber  who  put  the  Question,  and  who 
knew  the  Act  so  well,  understands  per- 
fectly well  that  when  I  spoke  of  the 
tenant's  interest,  I  spoke  of  his  interest 
as  defined  by  the  Act.  With  respect  to 
the  Question  of  my  noble  Friend,  I  do 
not  hesitate  to  say  that  the  Act  of  1881 
distinctly  difiPered  in  this  respect  from 
the  Act  of  1870.  The  Act  of  1870  gave 
direct  recognition  to  the  principle  that 
enjoyment  by  the  tenant  affected  his 
interest  in  the  improvements  he  might 
have  made ;  but  the  Act  of  1881  abro- 
gated that. 

LAND  LAW  (IRELAND)  ACT,  1881— 
SECTION  21  (LEASES). 

Mb.  HEALY  asked  the  First  Lord  of 
the  Treasury,  Wliether  his  attention  has 
been  called  to  the  language  of  Mr.  Jus- 
tice O'Hagan,  reported  in  the  •' Free- 
man's Journal  "  of  the  10th  instant, 
when,  in  hearing  an  application  to  avoid 
a  lease,  under  the  twenty-first  section 
of  the  Land  Act,  he  remarked  that  *'  the 
section  was  a  most  difficult  one  to  work ;  " 
whether  it  is  the  fact  that  over  ninety 
per  cent,  of  the  applications  made  by 
tenants  under  the  section  have  failed  on 
technical  grounds,  with  the  effect  of 
mulcting  the  applicants  heavily  in  law 
costs ;  whether  Judge  O'Hagan  has  fre- 
quently similarly  referred  to  the  re- 
stricted scope  of  the  twenty-first  section  ; 
whether  it  is  the  case  that  the  evidence 
g^ven  before  the  Land  Commission  on 
all  applications  under  this  section  has 
been  officially  reported  by  shorthand 
writers ;  and,  if  so,  whether  there  will 
be  any  objection  to  its  publication  as 
a  Parliamentary  Return  ;  and,  whether, 
having  regard  to  the  failure  of  the  sec- 
tion in  question,  the  Government  pro- 
pose to  remedy  its  defects  by  legis- 
lation ? 

Mr.  GLADSTONE :  Sir,  with  respect 
to   this  Question,    which  refers  to  the 

VOL.  CCLXVn.    [tuird  series.] 


Lease  Clauses  of  the  Land  Act,  the  state 
of  the  case,  as  I  am  informed,  is  this. 
Judge  O'Hagan  did  not  speak  of  the 
difficulty  of  interpreting  the  clause ;  but 
he  spoke  of  its  restricted  scope  as  com- 
pared with  the  great  number  of  appli- 
cations made  under  it.  With  respect  to 
the  allegation  that  a  large  number  of 
cases  have  failed  upon  technical  grounds, 
that  is  not  the  opinion  that  has  been 
given  to  me  by  Judge  O'Hagan.  What 
I  understand  to  be  the  case  is  this. 
Unquestionably  a  very  large  number  of 
cases  have  failed ;  but  they  have  failed 
from  the  erroneous  interpretation  given 
by  the  applicant  to  the  meaning  of 
this  section.  Their  failure  has  not  been 
due  to  any  technical  consideration,  but 
to  the  actual  scope  of  the  section  as 
understood  and  administered  by  the 
Commissioners.  In  consideration  of  that 
fact,  the  Commissioners  have  been  care- 
ful to  be  very  moderate  in  the  adminis- 
tration of  that  part  of  the  law  which 
relates  to  costs.  With  regard  to  the 
fourth  paragraph  of  this  Question,  I  am 
informed  that  the  Commissioners  think 
it  would  be  quite  needless  to  lay  the 
whole  mass  of  evidence  taken  before 
Pai'liament,  but  that  it  would  not  be 
difficult  to  select  special  cases  and  bring 
out  the  material  points  of  them.  If  it 
is  proposed  and  seriously  desired,  such 
special  cases  might,  under  the  circum- 
stances, be  printed  for  the  information 
of  Parliament.  With  regard  to  the 
amendment  of  the  law,  I  think  I  may 
say  that  there  would  be  considerable 
reason  for  some  amendment  of  the  law 
in  this  particular.  A  tenant  who  is  in 
actual  enjoyment  of  a  lease  when  he 
accepts  a  new  lease,  or  a  tenant  whose 
lease  just  expires  ought,  I  think,  on 
principle,  to  be  placed  on  the  same  foot- 
ing as  a  tenant  from  year  to  year.  With 
respect  to  giving  effect  to  that  opinion,  I 
must  again  respectfully  remind  the  hon. 
Gentleman  of  the  difficulty  of  transacting 
Public  Business  at  present,  and  of  the 
fact  that  our  resolution  would  be  mate- 
rially influenced  by  the  decision  we 
would  obtain  from  the  House. 

Mr.  HEALY  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  whether  an  amendment 
on  the  very  point  on  which  he  now  says 
legislation  is  necessary  was  pressed  on 
the  Lord  Chancellor  of  Ireland,  then 
Attorney  General,  during  the  last  Ses- 
sion, and  was,  unfortunately,  refused  by 
the  Government  ? 
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Mb.  GLADSTONE :  That  is  a  point 
which  may  be  verified  by  a  reference  to 
the  records. 

INLAND  REVENUE— LAND  TAX 
REDEMPTION. 

Mr.  Alderman  W.  LAWRENCE 
asked  Mr.  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer, 
If  he  will  consider  the  advisability  of 
offering  greater  inducements  and  facili- 
ties for  redeeming  the  Land  Tax,  espe- 
cially by  causing  the  amount  to  be  paid 
for  redeeming  a  charge  of  Land  Tax 
to  be  calculated  according  to  a  certain 
number  of  years  purchase  without  any 
reference  to  the  price  of  consols  ? 

Th  e  CHANCELLOR  of  the  EXCHE- 
QUER (Mr.  Gladstone)  :  Sir,  there  is 
a  Bill  now  in  preparation  for  consolidat- 
ing and  simplifying  the  law  relating  to 
the  Land  Tax,  and,  in  all  probability, 
some  provision  may  be  inserted  in  the 
Bill  for  the  purpose  of  substituting  a 
g^ven  number  of  years*  purchase  for  the 
price  varying  with  the  price  of  the 
Funds ;  but  the  number  of  years  must 
not  at  present  be  stated. 

INLAND  REVENUE-THE  INCOME  TAX. 

Mb.  PULESTON  asked  Mr.  Chancel- 
lor of  the  Exchequer,  Whether,  if  the 
Budget  statement  is  not  made  before 
Easter,  the  right  of  banks  and  other 
corporations  to  deduct  the  Income  Tax 
on  dividends  will  be  interfered  with; 
and,  whether  any  instructions  will  be 
issued  to  the  officers  of  the  Customs  as 
to  levying  imposts  on  the  expiry,  on  the 
6th  of  April,  of  the  Law  now  in  force  ? 

The  CHANCELLOR  ofthe  EXCHE- 
QUER (Mr.  Gladstone)  :  Sir,  the  Board 
of  Inland  Revenue  intend  to  advise  the 
agents  intrusted  with  the  payment  of 
dividends  to  retain  from  dividends  pay- 
able immediately  after  the  expiry  of  the 
current  year  the  Income  Tax  at  5d.  in 
the  pound,  the  rate  for  the  current  year. 
This  course  will  be  recommended  as 
much  for  the  convenience  of  the  recipient 
as  in  the  interests  of  tbe  Revenue.  In 
the  event  of  this  course  not  being  acqui- 
esced in,  it  will  be  necessary  to  intro- 
duce a  provision  into  the  Customs  and 
Inland  Revenue  Act,  1 882,  similar  {mu- 
talis  mutandtn)  to  the  provision  in  Section 
51  (2)  introduced  into  the  Inland  Revenue 
Act,  1880,  imposing  the  whole  Income 
Tax  for  the  year  1882-3  on  the  quarter's 
or  half-yeaPs  dividend  paid  after  the 
passiDg  of  the  Act  in  cases  where  the 


first  quarter's  or  half-year's  dividend 
may  have  been  paid  free  of  Income  Tax. 
Parliament  will  also  be  asked  to  in- 
demnify, as  in  1880  (51,  Section  3,  43 
&  44  Vict,  c.  20),  the  agents,  who  may 
deduct  the  tax  in  anticipation  of  the  Act. 

BOARD  OF  TRADE-TESTS  FOR  SIGHT 
AND  COLOUR-BLINDNESS  IN  SEA- 
MEN  AND  RAILWAY  OFFICIALS. 

Mr.  GIBSON  asked  the  President  of 
the  Board  of  Trade,  Whether  his  atten- 
tion has  been  directed  to  a  Paper  read 
on  March  9th  at  the  Opthalmological 
Society  of  the  United  Kingdom,  by  Dr. 
0.  E.  Fitzgerald,  on  a  case  of  remark- 
able deficiency  of  acuteness  of  vision  in 
a  seaman,  published  in  the  British  Medi- 
cal Journal  of  March  1 8th  ;  and,  whe- 
ther he  would  state  the  tests  which  are 
applied  by  the  Board  of  Trade  officials  to 
discover  the  visual  acuteness  and  colour 
sight  in  seamen  and  Bailway  officials  ? 

Mr.  chamberlain  :  Sir,  my  at- 
tention  has  been  directed  to  the  paper; 
but  I  am  sorry  to  say  that,  in  conse- 
quence of  its  being  reported  in  technical 
and  scientific  language,  I  have  not  been 
able  to  ascertain  exactly  in  what  the 
defective  vision  referred  to  consisted.  In 
regard  to  the  second  Question,  I  may 
say  that  all  persons  applying  for  cer- 
tificates as  masters  or  mates  have  to 
undergo  examination  for  colour  blind- 
ness, and  ordinary  seamen  may  undergo 
such  an  examination  if  they  choose. 
The  tests  are  made  by  means  of  coloured 
cards,  coloured  glass,  and,  in  some  cases, 
coloured  wool ;  but  no  provision  is  made 
for  testing  visual  acuteness.  As  regards 
the  examination  of  railway  officials,  the 
Board  of  Trade  have  no  power. 

INDIA -^  THE  NEW  INLAND  EMIGRA- 
TION ACT- LABOURERS  IN  THE  TEA 
DISTRICTS. 

Sir  GEORGE  CAMPBELL  asked  the 
Secretary  of  State  for  India,  Whether, 
notwithstanding  improved  communica- 
tions and  great  increase  of  free  labour, 
he  proposes  to  sanction  the  new  Inland 
Emigration  Act  of  the  Government  of 
India,  by  which,  in  supersession  of  the 
previous  Acts  of  the  Bengal  Legislature, 
the  term  for  labourers  in  the  Tea  dis- 
tricts, under  the  special  Law,  is  ex- 
tended from  three  to  five  years  ? 

The  Marquess  of  HARTINGTON, 
in  reply,  said,  the  Act  in  question  had 
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been  received  from  the  Goyemment  of 
India,  together  with  the  Beport  of  the 
Select  Committee  upon  the  subject,  and 
yery  full  Heports  of  the  Legislative  Coun- 
cil. These  had  been,  and  were  still, 
under  consideration,  so  that  he  was  un- 
able to  give  a  positive  answer  at  the 
present  time. 

MESSAGES  FROM  THE  CROWK— 
RULE  208. 

Mb.  lewis  :    I  rise  to   a   point  of 

Order,  Sir.     It  arises  upon  the  Yotes 

which   were  published  upon  Tuesday, 

the  21st  Marcn.     It  is  necessary  that  I 

should  remind  the  House  in  one  or  two 

words  of  what  occurred  on  that  occasion. 

It  will  be  in  the  recollection  of   the 

House  that  during  the  time  when  Her 

Majesty's  gracious  Address  was  being 

read,  I  called  attention  to  the  fact  that 

a  right  hon.  Gentleman,  sitting  on  the 

Treasury  Bench,  had  sat  with  his  head 

uncovered ;  and  you.  Sir,  in  answer  to  a 

Question  put  to  you,  said  that  it  was  not 

only  the  practice    of  this    House    for 

every  Member  to  be  uncovered  whilst 

the  Message  was  being  read,  but  for  an 

entry  to  be  made  in  the  Votes  of  the 

House  stating  the  fact.     I  may  say  that 

I    alluded    to    the  Chancellor    of   the 

Duchy  of  Lancaster  (Mr.  John  Bright), 

and  not  to  the  President  of  the  Board 

of  Trade  (Mr.  Chamberlain),  to  whom  I 

am  happy  to  do  this  act  of  justice  by 

stating  the  fact.     Notwithstanding  that 

I  drew  attention  to  the    circumstance, 

I  find  this  entry  in  the  Votes — 

"48.  Duko  of  Albany. — Message  from  Her 
Majesty,  brought  up  and  read  bv  Mr.  Speaker, 
all  the  Members  being  uncoverea." 

I  should  have  taken  no  notice  of  the 
fact  if  the  statement  had  not  been  in- 
tensified by  the  word  '*  all."  As  a 
matter  of  fact,  three  other  Members 
were  covered — the  hon.  Member  for 
Ipswich  (Mr.  Ceilings),  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Leicester  (Mr.  P.  A.  Taylor), 
the  hon.  Member  for  Falkirk  (Mr.  Earn- 
say),  and  also,  I  believe,  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Stockton  (Mr.  Dodds).  [  J/ttr- 
tnurs,'] 

Mb.  dodds  :  I  rise  to  Order,  Sir. 
There  is  no  foundation  whatever  for  the 
statement.  I  was  not  in  the  House  at 
the  time. 

Mr.  lewis  :  Sir,  I  venture  to  sug- 
gest that  if  there  is  any  necessity  what- 
ever that  the  entry  should  be  made 
seriously,  and   as  a  matter  of  course, 


and  of  propriety,  upon  the  Votes  of  the 
House,  it  ought,  at  least,  to  correspond 
with  the  fact ;  and  although  it  did  not 


T 


correspond  with  the  fact 

Sir  WILFRID  LA WSON :  I  rise  to 
Order.  I  wish  to  know  whether  the 
hon.  Member  is  justified  in  bringing 
forward  this  question  of  hats  without 
Notice  ? 

Mr.  lewis  :  I  am  myself  speaking 
to  a  point  of  Order. 

Mr.  SPEAKER :  The  hon.  Member 
is  calling  attention  to  an  entry  in  the 
Votes,  and  in  so  doing  I  apprehend  that 
the  hon.  Member  is  quite  in  Order. 

Mr.  lewis  :  I  venture  to  put  a 
Question  to  you,  Sir,  in  these  terms,  and 
I  do  so  most  respectfully — Whether  you 
can  cause  the  necessary  amendment  to 
be  made  in  the  Votes  and  Journals  of 
the  House  relating  to  the  reading  of 
the  Royal  Message  on  Tuesday,  the  21st 
March,  so  as  to  make  such  entry  cor- 
respond more  nearly  with  the  exact 
facts ;  if  so,  whether  it  would  be  in 
Order  for  me  to  make  a  Motion  to  that 
effect ;  and,  if  not,  whether  any  course 
could  be  taken  so  as  to  make  such  entry 
correspond  with  the  facts?  I  am  all  the 
more  glad  to  take  this  course,  because  it 
will  give  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Duchy  of  Lancaster 
another  opportunity  of  making  a  state- 
ment to  the  House  if  he  should  think 
fit  to  do  so. 

Mr.  O'DONNELL  :  Upon  a  question 
of  Order,  Sir,  I  wish  to  ask  whether  it 
is  not  an  ancient  and  well-known  custom 
that  religious  feelings  and  convictions 
are  respected  in  this  House,  and  that 
the  convictions  of  the  respected  Society 
of  Friends  ought  not,  under  cover  of  a 
Motion  of  this  sort,  to  be  offended  and 
assailed  ? 

Mr.  SPEAKER:  In  answer  to  the 
inquiry  of  the  hon.  Member  for  London- 
derry ^Mr.  Lewis),  I  have  to  say  that 
the  entry  is  made  in  the  Votes  in  the 
usual  course,  and  under  the  assumption 
that  if  any  hon.  Member  did  not  un- 
cover, it  was  an  inadvertence  on  his 
part.  I  am  net  prepared  to  indicate  to 
the  hon.  Member  any  course  that  he  can 
take. 

NAVY  — LAUNCH    OF    H.M.S.     "EDIN- 
BURGH." 
Sir  EDWARD  REED  asked  the  Se- 
cretary to  the  Admiralty,  If  he  could 
inform   the  House  whether  the  newly. 
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launched  iron-clad  Edinburgh  had  bub-  the  Act  of  the  38tli  year  of  her  present 

tained  Berioua  injury  from  grounding  in  Majesty,    towards    providing    for    the 

Milford  Haven,  and  whether  there  was  establishment  of  Hia  Boyal   Highneos. 

Bufficiont   dock  accommodation  for  her  That  is  a  provision  for  his  Uffl  upon  his 

if  alie  required  it?  marriage.    The  2ad  Reaolution  proridea 

Ms.   TREYELYAN  :    Sir,   by  some  for  the  case  of  the  widowhood  of  tia 

orersight  the  report  in  the  newspapers  illustrious  person  who  is  now  the  bride, 

was  not  seen  in  the  Comptroller's  Office  [tVir(«o/"No,  no!  the  betrothed."]  Itii 

of  the  Admiralty.     I  took  it  for  granted  customary,  I  believe,  to  call  a  person  a 

that  I  Biiould  find  a  telegram  there  be-  bride  when  the  marriage  is  approaching, 

fore  coming  down  to  the  House.     On  Tbe  2nd  Resolution  enables  Her  Uajes^ 

receipt  of  my  lion.  Friend's  telegram  I  to  secure  to  Her  Serene  Highness,  in 

went  to  the  ofTice  and  ordered  a  tele-  case  she  shall  survive  His  Royal  High* 

graphic  message  to  be  sent  to  Pembroke,  ness  Prince  Leopold,  Duke  of  Albany, 

I  am  in  momentary  expectation  of  an  an   annual  sum   not  ezceeding  £6,000 

answer.     The  dry  dock  at  Pembroke  has  during  her  life.     In   Bubmitting   theu 

been  enlarged  to  receive  the  Edinburgh,  Resolutions  to  the  Committee,  I  do  not 

and  iB  quite  ready  to  receive  her  in  case  require  to  detain  the  Committee  at  any 

.    of  an   accident  happening.     From  the  length,  because  the  Committee  is  per- 

Admiralty  not  receiving  a  spontaneous  fectly  familiar  with  the  topics  that  an 

message,    I   should  doubt    very    much  applicable  to  the  subject,  from  the  re- 

whether  the  reported  accident  has  ov-  collection  of  other  and  similar  occasions, 

ouired.  Happily,  we  have  only  to  vary  in  thii 
instance  by  change  of  name  the  tones  of 

PARLIAMENT—  BUSINESS     OF    THE  congratulation  with  which  we  have  here- 

HOUSE— THE  PROPOSED  CALL  OF  tofore  approached  Her  Majesty,  in  re- 

THE  HOUSE  p*"^  ***  "'^  character  of  the  naarriagt 

MK.  SKXTON  asked  the  Prime  Mi-  £i  ^-^^^^-^   S^er'^^^^eS 

nister.Whetherhe  would  permit  the  ad-  tnown  to  history,  in  the  nature  A 

joumment  of  the  Procedure  Debate  at  matrimonial  unions  which  have  been  soo- 

midnight  in  order  to  give  him  an  oppor-  c^ssively  formed  by  the  Eoyal  Princs^ 

tumty  to  bring  on  his  Motion  for  a  Call  p^^   ^^^^  ^^    j;^^    they    have   hoen 

«    Douse?  ^  ^tg^  ^f  J,     anticipation  in   sanguis* 

Me.  GLADSTONE:    Sir,  I  am   not  tirms  on  the  part  of  Responsible  pe!Z 

master  of  the  proceedings  of  tbe  House  addressing  this  House,  when  pmpomg 

or  of  the   particular  moment  at  wh^ch  j^^^  provision  be   made  for  SierdnS 

an  adjournment  can  be  moved.     At  the  ^„     ^^j  ^^^  ^j^^^^  favourable  and  saa- 
time  mentioned  some  hon.  Member  may        -f^^  anticipations  have  on  aU  occasion! 

be  in  possession  of  the  House.  %^^^  completely  sustained  by  actual  ex- 
perience.    I  believe,   Sir,   that  on  no 

ORDERS    OF    TUB    DA  Y.  occasion  has  there  been  better  or  mon 

,^.Q.^ solid  ground  to  anticipate  happy  resnlti 

from  a  coming  marriage  than  on  tha 

UASBIAGE  OF  HIS  ROYAL  HIGHNESS  occasion  which  we  have  now  to  consider. 

PRINCE  LEOPOLD,  DUKE  OF  ALBANY.  The  Duke  of  Albany,  although  youoft 

Messaoe   from    Her  Majesty  [21st  has  had  sufficient  opportunity  of  showinf 

March]- «.»«</fl-«rf  in  Committee.  '^at  he   is    possessed    of  an    ezoelleat 

<T     .u     <-i         -1*      I  understanding,   and   that    he    has  like- 

(In  the  Committee.)  „;^^  ^„  exceUent  disposition  to  api^J 

Message  from  Her  Majesty  read.  that   understanding    to    the    best    nsa 

Me.  GLADSTONE:  I  rise.  Sir,  to  With  respect  to  Her  Serene  High- 
submit  to  the  Committee,  in  the  usual  ness,  the  Princess  Helen  of  Wald^k- 
form,  two  Resolutions,  tbe  1st  of  which  Fyrmont,  she,  of  course,  is  less  kiio*a 
provides  that,  in  the  opinion  of  the  Com-  to  the  public  of  this  country.  Bat, 
mitteBj  there  ought  to  be  supplied  to  nevertheless,  terms  of  equal  confideno* 
Prince  Leopold,  for  the  maintenance  of  may  be  used  in  regard  to  the  pio- 
his  marriage  state,  the  sum  of  £10,000  bable  future  of  Her  Serene  HighneMj 
S-^ear,  in  addition  to  the  annuity  now  for  it  ia  not  to  be  questioned  tlut  Hsr 
tiajoyei  by  His  Royal  Highness  under  Serene  Highness  is  admirably  endoirsd 
Sir  Juheard  Rted 
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with  natural  gifts,  and  that  those  natural 
gifts  have,  under  the  care  of  her  parents, 
and  especially  under  that  of  an  excellent 
and  affectionate  mother,  been  sedulously 
improved  by  the  most  careful  training. 
Therefore,  Sir,  on  this  point,  whatever 
may  have  been  said  on  former  occasions 
may  now  be  justly  repeated  or  taken  for 
granted  in  regard  to  the  happy  pi*ospects 
of  the  union  which  is  about  to  be  formed. 
Sir,  with  respect  to  the  question  of  the 
income  which  is  proposed  as  an  endow- 
ment of  this  marriage,  the  Committee  is 
aware  that  Prince  Leopold,  like  the  Duke 
of  Connaught  and  like  the  Duke  of  Edin- 
burgh, in  each  case  before  marriage,  had 
already  been  provided  with  an  income  of 
£15, 000  a- year,  so  that  the  Grant  which  is 
now  proposed  will  raise  his  total  income 
to  £-26,000.  Now,  Sir,  this  figure  is  not 
the  result  of  any  accidental  circumstance 
or  of  any  slight  consideration.  It  was 
settled  many  years  ago,  in  the  earlier 
part  of  the  second  Cabinet  of  Lord  Pal- 
merston.  It  was  made  the  subject  of 
very  careful  inquiry  by  the  Cabinet  upon 
what  basis  provision  ought  to  be  made 
for  the  due  support  of  the  dignity  of  the 
Crown  and  the  Boyal  Family  in  the  case 
of  the  younger  children  of  the  Sovereign, 
first  of  all,  on  their  coming  of  age,  and, 
secondly,  on  their  marriage.  The  amount 
which  I  propose  has  been,  I  do  not  hesi- 
tate to  say,  looked  upon  by  all  Cabinets 
generally  which  have  had  the  opportu- 
nity of  considering  the  case  as  a  moderate 
amount.  I  am  aware  that  it  is  a  large 
sum  to  vote  by  way  of  annual  allowance, 
but  it  is  not  a  sum  unduly  large ;  on  the 
contrary,  I  am  of  opinion  it  is  a  sum 
judiciously  moderate,  when  we  consider 
the  position  of  the  person  for  whom  it  is 
intended,  and  when  we  consider  the  na- 
ture of  this  country  and  the  standard  of 
wealth  and  enjoyment  which  prevails. 
There  are  a  number  of  Gentlemen  in  this 
House  of  Parliament,  and  a  very  far 
larger  number  in  the  other  House  of 
Parliament,  whose  income  exceeds,  and 
in  many  cases  greatly  exceeds,  the  sum 
we  now  ask  to  be  provided  for  a  person 
of  Hoyal  dignity ;  while,  upon  the  other 
hand,  those  larger  incomes  are  in  many 
cases  free  from  a  considerable  portion  of 
the  calls  and  expectations  which,  as  it 
were,  predetermine  a  Koyal  income  in 
certain  modes  of  expenditure,  and  very 
seriously  limit  the  choice  of  the  possessor 
of  it  in  its  disposal  from  year  to  year. 
In  fact,  the  number  of  times  on  which 


successive  Governments  have  had  this 
matter  under  consideration,  and  the  very 
general  and  almost  unanimous,  though 
not  quite  unanimous  concurrence,  which 
has  been  exhibited  when  those  occasions 
have  arrived,  give  to  the  proposal  such  a 
weight  of  authority  that  it  cannot  now 
require  to  be  expounded  and  supported 
in  detail,  easy  as  it  would  be,  if  it  were 
necessary  to  give  such  support,  by  an 
appeal  to  the  incidents  of  our  previous 
history.  I  think.  Sir,  it  will  be  felt  that 
it  is  not  too  much  to  say  that  the  pro- 
ceeding which  the  House  is  now  invited 
to  take  is  a  proceeding  founded,  not,  in- 
deed, upon  a  direct  compact,  but  on  an 
honourable  understanding,  and  on  a  de- 
liberate and  well-considered  policy.  It 
is,  I  think,  something  like  an  honourable 
understanding  when  an  arrangement  of 
this  kind  has  been  fixed  by  a  Cabinet 
before  any  of  the  occasions  to  which  it 
was  to  be  applied  had  arrived,  and 
when,  being  so  proposed  by  the  Cabinet, 
it  has  not  only  once,  but  many  times,  in 
the  persons  and  in  the  cases  of  other 
Members  of  the  Eoyal  Family,  met  with 
the  assent  of  the  House.  I  think  any- 
one opposed  to  this  Vote  would  be  almost 
startled  if  he  could  entertain  as  a  possi- 
bility the  contingency  or  success  of  his 
own  opposition,  when  he  reflects  that  it 
is  possible  that  such  opposition  could  be 
adopted  by  the  House,  and  that  the 
effect  would  be  that  the  House  would 
then  refuse  to  Prince  Leopold,  Duke  of 
Albany,  under  the  very  same  circum- 
stances, precisely  the  same  provision 
which  other  Parliaments — not  one,  but 
more  than  one— have  accorded  with 
freedom,  and  almost  with  unanimity,  in 
the  case  of  the  Duke  of  Albany's  illus- 
trious brothers,  the  Duke  of  Edinburgh 
and  the  Duke  of  Connaught.  Well,  Sir, 
this  proposal,  which  is  recommended  by 
the  wisdom  with  which  these  matri- 
monial unions  are  considered  and  the 
engagements  for  them  contracted,  which 
is  recommended,  I  think,  by  the  just 
moderation  of  the  sum  which  we  propose 
to  Parliament  to  vote,  and  by  the  under- 
standing which  must  be  considered  to 
arise  after  Votes  of  this  kind  have  been 
many  times  repeated  in  cases  analogous 
in  every  respect,  is  likewise,  let  me  re- 
mind the  House,  founded  on  a  deliberate 
policy.  That  policy  rests  upon  this 
principle — that  it  is  a  wise  course,  and  a 
course  accordant  with  the  principles  of 
popular  representative  government,  that 
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instead  of  endowing  the  Crown  npon  the 
accession  of  the  Sovereign  with  all  the 
sums  which  may  eventually  be  found 
necessary  in  case  that  Sovereign  should 
be  blessed  with  a  numerous  progeny — 
instead  of  making  that  large  endowment 
which  might  prove  to  be  superfluous — 
that  proper  course  is  first  to  endow  the 
Sovereign,  if  unmarried,  in  reference  to 
the  expenses  of  an  unmarried  Sovereign, 
and  then  from  time  to  time  to  enlarge 
that  endowment,  as  circumstances  may 
require  such  enlargement.  Now,  Sir,  I 
can  well  understand  that  objection  might 
be  taken  on  one  ground  to  this  course  of 
proceeding.  It  might  be  said  that  it 
was  hardly  using  the  Sovereign  fairly  to 
establish  a  state  of  thines  in  which  that 
Sovereign  would  be  obliged  to  appear 
from  time  to  time  by  Message  before  the 
Houses  of  Parliament,  and  again  and 
again  to  reiterate  requests  for  fresh 
grants  of  public  money  with  a  view  to 
the  maintenance  of  the  Hoyal  Estate  by 
the  different  persons  of  her  Family.  But 
this  I  must  say — that  in  the  interests  of 
Parliament — and  it  is  an  important  re- 
servation thus  made — it  has  the  double 
effect  that,  in  the  first  place,  a  moral  con- 
trol is  preserved  on  the  part  of  Parlia- 
ment over  the  conduct  and  proceedings 
of  the  rising  branches  of  the  Hoyal 
Family  ;  and,  in  the  second  place,  a 
valuable  and  salutary  control  is  also 
preserved  on  the  part  of  a  wise 
and  affectionate  parent — the  reigning 
Sovereign — over  Her  children,  whose 
training  and  whose  gradual  advance- 
ment in  life  She  has  watched  over 
and  superintended.  I  may,  perhaps, 
be  justified  in  mentioning  to  the 
House  one  single  circumstance  which  I 
think  exactly  illustrates  the  proposition 
I  have  now  laid  down.  At  the  time  that 
William  IV.  came  to  the  Throne  it 
happened  that  he  became  Sovereign  at 
a  period  when,  from  a  variety  of  causes, 
a  strong  principle  of  public  parsimony 
prevailed.  But  the  Civil  List  of  King 
William  IV.  was  fixed  at  a  sum  of 
£436,000  a-year.  In  1837— seven  years 
later — when  her  presentgracious  Majesty 
came  to  the  Throne,  Her  Civil  List  was 
fixed,  not  at  £435,000,  but  at  £385,000. 
There  was  thus  a  diminution  of  £50,000 
a-year ;  but  it  is  perfectly  plain  that  this 
was  not  because  different  views  prevailed 
in  1837  from  those  which  prevailed  in 
1830.  It  is  quite  plain  that  it  was  be- 
oaoae  King  William  IV.  came  to  the 
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Throne  as  a  Sovereign  having  a  Qoeen 
Consort,  while  Queen  Victoria  came  to 
the  Throne  of  this  country  as  a  youthful 
maiden,   not  having    to  maintain    the 
double  cost  of  State,  which  is  incurred 
when   a   married    pair    are    upon   the 
Throne,  or  when  the  Queen,  sitting  on 
the  Throne,  has  a  Prince  Consort ;  and, 
in  consequence,  when  the  Prince  Consort 
happily  oecame  the  husband  of  Queen 
Victoria,  a  new  and  separate  application 
was  made  to  Parliament  for  a  special 
Grant,  with  a  view  to  his  support  and 
maintenance,  so  that  it  is  quite  undeni- 
able that  Parliament  has  adopted  as  a 
Srinciple  this  method  of  procedure.   Nor 
o  I  think  anyone  will  be  disposed  to 
deny  that  it  is  a  principle  well  adapted  to 
the  spirit  of  representative  government, 
and  the  maintenance  of  Parliamentary 
control.     I  hope.  Sir,  it  will  not  be  said 
that  provision  for  these  purposes  ought 
to  be  made  by  the  Sovereign  Herself, 
from  Her  economies,  in  restraining  the 
expenditure  of  her  annual  income,  be- 
cause it  must  be  borne  in  mind  that  the 
income  of  the  Sovereign  is  predetermined 
in  separate  branches  and  departments  in 
such  a  way  as  only  to  leave  the  most 
moderate  means  for  anything  approach- 
ing   accumulation — that   accumulation, 
such  as  would  even  moderately  provide 
for  the  Hoyal  Princes  and  Princesses,  on 
their  arrival  at  man's  estate,  or  on  enter- 
ing the  condition  of  matrimony,  is  abso- 
lutely beyond  the  power  of  any  Sove- 
reign to  attain ;  and  that  any  attempt 
made  by  a  Sovereign  to  attain  such  an 
end  would  only  result  in  general  dis- 
satisfaction, and  perhaps  in  popular  com- 
plaint.    If  that  be  so — if  the  Sovereign 
has    arrived   at  Sovereignty,    with  an 
understanding  thus  established  and  thus 
founded  upon  a  personal  policy — then  I 
think  I  am  justified  in  putting  it  to  the 
Committee  that  the  power  which  they 
possess  ought  to  be  honestly  as  well  as 
loyally   used,    and  that  that   which  is 
about  to  be  given  ought   to  be  given 
graciously  and  cheerfuUy.     Nay,  more ; 
the  Queen  herself  opens  the  door  to  our 
criticism,  and  remarks  by  the  form^idulgr^ 
which,  under  the  advice  of  Her  succes-^ 
sive  Ministers,  She  has  consented  to  take 
this   provision.      She  conforms   to  the 
policy  which  Parliament  has  laid  down, 
and  which  Cabinets  have  likewise  con- 
curred in,  and  She  has  been  faithful  to 
that  policy.     I  hope,  therefore,  that  we, 
on  our  part,  will  endeavour  to  act  in  a 
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oorresponding  spirit ;  and,  if  we  feel  it 
to  be  true  that  there  is  nothing  un- 
reasonable in  a  control  like  this,  in  the 
endowment  we  are  asked  to  make, 
that  endowment  will  be  made  in  the 
spirit  which  Her  Majesty  feels  has  al- 
ways, in  similar  cases,  distinguished  the 
House  of  Commons,  and  we  shall  carry 
this  gift,  which  is  offered  by  the  people 
through  their  Representatives,  to  the  foot 
of  the  Throne,  as  a  willing  gift — a  gift 
unrestrained  and  suitable  to  the  circum- 
stances of  the  case — a  gift,  further, 
which  is  certain  to  have  the  full  and 
cordial  approbation  of  the  people  of  this 
Kingdom. 

Sir  STAFFORD  NORTHOOTE :  I 
am  aware,  Sir,  that  it  is  technically  un- 
necessary that  such  a  Motion  as  this 
should  be  seconded  ;  and  I  may  go  fur- 
ther, and  say  that  it  is  not  only  tech- 
nically unnecessary,  but  it  must  be  ab- 
solutely and  in  every  sense  unnecessary 
that  I  should  rise  to  express,  on  behalf 
of  the  great  body  of  Gentlemen  on  this 
side  of  the  House,  our  approval  of  the 
proposal  that  is  now  made.  I  only  rise, 
therefore,  in  order  that  there  may  be  no 
deficiency  in  the  expression  of  loyalty 
and  affection  and  attachment  to  Her 
Majesty  with  which  we  have  heard  the 
proposal  that  has  been  made,  and  has 
been  so  amply  and  so  ably  expounded 
by  the  Prime  Minister.  It  was  my  lot, 
between  three  and  four  years  ago,  to 
make  a  similar  proposal  with  regard  to 
another  Member  of  the  Royal  Family. 
I  had  occasion,  from  my  connection  with 
the  Government  at  that  time  by  the 
Office  I  then  held,  to  look  carefully  into 
the  question;  and  the  conclusion  at  which 
we  arrived  was  precisely  that  which,  as 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  has  stated, 
had  been  arrived  at  by  previous  Cabi- 
nets, and  on  the  grounds  which  he  has 
laid  before  the  House.  The  whole 
history  of  the  Civil  List  of  Her  Majesty, 
from  the  time  of  Her  accession  to  the 
time  of  Her  marriage,  and  the  time  of 
the  Votes  which  have  been  made  to  each 
of  Her  children  in  succession,  completely 
bear  out  and  illustrate  the  statements 
which  the  Prime  Minister  has  made; 
and  I  am  sure  I  am  expressing  the 
feeling  of  the  great  majority  of  this 
House  in  desiring  the  Vote  we  are 
now    asked    to    pass    may    be     given 

fracefuUy,    harmoniously,    and   with — 
venture  even  now  to  express  a  hope — 
unanimity. 


(1.)  Motion  made,  and  Question  pro- 
posed, 

'*  That  the  annual  sum  of  ten  thousand  pounds 
he  granted  to  Her  Majesty,  out  of  the  Consoli- 
dated Fund  of  Great  Britain  and  Ireland,  to- 
wards providing  for  the  estahlishment  of  His 
Royal  Highness  rrinee  Leopold,  Duke  of  Albany, 
ana  of  Her  Serene  Highness  Princess  Helen  of 
Waldeck  and  Pyrmont,  the  said  annuity  to  be 
settled  on  His  Royal  Highness  for  his  life,  in 
such  manner  as  Her  Majesty  may  think  proper, 
and  to  commence  from  the  date  of  the  Marriage 
of  His  Royal  Highness  with  Her  Serene  High- 
ness Princess  Helen,  and  to  be  in  addition  to 
the  annuity  now  enjoyed  b;^  His  Royal  High- 
ness under  the  Act  of  the  thirty-eighth  year  of 
Her  present  Majesty.*' — {Mr.  Oladttone.) 

Mr.  LABOUOHEEE  said,  that,  as 
these  Votes  had  always  been  opposed, 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Leader  of 
the  Opposition  must  consider  that  it  was 
only  a  pious  opinion  he  expressed  when 
he  hoped  that  the  present  proposal 
would  be  received  with  unanimity.  He 
did  not  rise  with  any  idea  of  disputing 
the  propriety  of  the  laudatory  terms  in 
which  the  Prime  Minister  had  spoken  of 
Prince  Leopold.  He  had  no  doubt  that 
such  praises  were  exceedingly  well  de- 
served. But  they  were  not  there  that 
evening  to  join  simply  in  an  epithala- 
mium.  [Laughter,']  Hon.  Members  might 
laugh,  but  they  were  not  there  for  such 
a  purpose,  but  rather  for  the  very 
prosaic  object  of  joining  in  a  Vote  to 
give  to  the  Duke  of  Albany  a  very  large 
augmentation  to  the  sum  already  voted 
by  the  country  as  a  dotation  to  Prince 
Leopold.  He  was  not  surprised  to  hear 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Leader  of 
the  Opposition  support  the  Motion  of 
the  Prime  Minister,  because  there  was 
always  a  private  understanding  between 
the  two  Front  Benches  on  the  occasion 
of  these  Grants  to  Members  of  the  Royal 
Family  before  they  were  brought  before 
the  House.  Opposition,  in  all  cases, 
had  come  from  private  Members,  who 
had,  on  such  occasions,  to  constitute 
themselves  the  guardians  of  the  public 
purse.  Had  this  not  been  essentially 
a  private  Member's  question  he  thought 
there  was  no  doubt  that  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  President  of  the  Board 
of  Trade  (Mr.  Chamberlain),  and  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  JPostmaster 
General  (Mr.  Fawcett),  and  the  hon.  Gen- 
tleman the  Under  Secretary  of  State  for 
Foreign  Affairs  (Sir  Charles  W.  Dilke), 
and  the  hon.  Gentleman  the  Secretary 
to  the  Admiralty  (Mr.  Trevelyan),  would 
one  and  all  have  opposed  the  Grant.     It 
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was  possible  that  official  etiquette  might 
prevent  them  from  taking  an  active  part 
in  the  debate ;  but  he  had  far  too  high 
an  opinion  of  those  Gentlemen  to  suppose 
they  would  have  advocated,  when  in  Op- 
position, what  they  were  not  prepared  to 
stand  by  when  in  Office.  He,  therefore, 
entertained  no  doubt  whatever  that  they 
would  vote  with  him  in  opposition  to  the 
Grant.  He  had  not  risen  for  a  mo- 
ment to  deny  that  the  Crown  ought  to 
be  maintained  with  sufficient  dignity. 
That  was  a  necessary  consequence  of  the 
Monarchical  system.  Nor  was  he  pre- 
pared to  deny  that  the  children  of  the 
Sovereign  ought  to  receive  some  monetary 
provision  from  the  State  for  their  sup- 
port. He  opposed  this  special  Grant 
upon  three  grounds,  two  of  which  were 
Constitutional  and  one  economical.  The 
first  of  his  Constitutional  grounds  was 
this — and  Mr.  Fox  took  the  same  line 
when  advocating  a  Grant  or  provision  to 
the  Duke  of  York  in  1892.  iLaughterS] 
He  apologized  for  this  k^tus  lingua.  He 
meant  1792,  and  he  hoped  that  by  1892 
Grants  of  this  nature  would  have  ceased 
altogether.     In  1792  Mr.  Fox  said— 

"  The  first  question  should  be — *  Is  the  Civil 
List  adequate  to  the  purpose  of  fully  main- 
taining and  supporting  the  children  of  the 
Crown?" 

He  (Mr.  Labouchere)  thought  that  it  was 
necessary  to  meet  this  question  before 
any  provision  was  made  for  any  Member 
of  the  Royal  Family ;  and  in  order  to  do 
that  it  would  be  necessary  that  he  should 
go  into  some  details  of  the  Civil  List. 
He  would,  however,  do  so  as  shortly  as 
he  could,  for  he  had  no  desire  to  detain 
the  Committee.  A  species  of  legend 
had  arisen  in  respect  of  the  Civil  List 
which  was  entirely  out  of  accordance 
with  the  fact.  Originally  the  Monarch 
received  certain  hereditary  revenues, 
and  these  hereditary  revenues  were  ex- 
pended for  the  whole  civil  government 
of  the  country.  When  any  money  was 
required  for  a  war,  or  for  any  other  ex- 
ceptional purpose,  then  the  Government 
came  to  the  House  of  Commons  and  asked 
for  a  subsidy ;  but  all  the  expenses  of  the 
Government  were  met  by  these  heredi- 
tary revenues.  The  Bevolution  of  1688 
entirely  swept  away  the  doctrine  of  these 
hereditary  revenues,  which  practically 
meant  that  the  House  of  Commons  and 
the  people  of  England  had  no  control  or 
iupervision  over  the  ordinary  expendi- 
ture of  the  Grown.    In  1689  the  iirst 
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Civil    List    Act    was    brought    in    for 
William  III.     The  Act  said  that— 

'*  In  a  just  cause,  and  in  acknowledgment  of 
what  great  things  His  Majesty  has  done  for 
this  Kingdom,  a  sum  not  exceeding  £700,000  be 

f  ranted  to  Eis  Majesty  for  His  life  in  support  of 
[is  avil  List.*' 

The  hereditary  revenues  consisted  of 
the  Revenues  from  the  Crown  Lands, 
and  of  various  permanent  taxes.  The 
House  would  observe  that  in  the  Act 
there  was  nothing  at  all  in  the  nature  of 
a  bargain  and  no  surrender  of  any  sort 
of  hereditary  revenues  of  the  Crown, 
the  sum  being  granted  by  the  House  of 
Commons  of  that  day  simply  to  main- 
tain the  Crown  in  fitting  state  and  dig- 
nity. The  Statute  of  Anne  recited  prac- 
tically the  Statute  of  William  111. — he 
was  speaking  now  of  the  Civil  List  Acts 
— so,  also,  did  the  Acts  of  George  I.  and 
George  II. ;  but  in  George  II I. 's  time 
first  arose  the  extraordinary  doctrine  of 
a  bargain  between  the  Crown  and  the 
House  of  Commons.  In  that  Act  certain 
servile  doctrines  and  expressions  were 
inserted,  probably  by  Lord  Bute ;  and 
these  were  the  first  trace  of  any  supposed 
relinquishment  of  the  hereditary  Keve- 
nues  by  the  Sovereign.  During  the 
reigns  of  the  Georges  the  Duchies  of 
Cornwall  and  Lancaster  formed  part  of 
those  revenues ;  and  it  was  only  in  the 
time  of  William  lY.  that  a  claim  was 
made  by  the  Crown  to  regard  the  Duchy 
of  Lancaster  as  its  special  property.  Sir 
Herbert  Taylor,  writing  in  the  name  of 
William  IV.  to  Earl  Grey,  claimed  the 
revenues  of  the  Duchy  of  Lancaster  as 
part  of  his  separate  personal  and  private 
estate  vested  in  His  Majesty  by  descent 
from  Henry  YII.  in  his  body  natural 
and  not  in  his  body  as  King.  He  need 
not  say  William  IV.  was  not  heir  by 
Statute  to  Henry  VII ;  but  he  would  call 
attention  to  this  fact  with  regard  to  the 
Duchy  of  Lancaster,  because,  from  the  cir- 
cumstance of  this  distinction  being  made, 
the  then  Sovereign  claimed  it  alone  as 
his  personal  property  ;  and  he  did  not 
pretend  to  assert  that  the  hereditary 
revenues  of  the  Crown,  inclusive  of  the 
rent  of  the  Crown  Lands,  not  derived 
from  the  Duchy  of  Lancaster,  were  the 
private  property  of  the  Sovereign,  or  that 
the  amouut  granted  as  the  Civil  List  de- 
pended on  the  amount  of  the  hereditary 
revenues.  Some  hon.  Members  seemed 
to  suppose  that  these  hereditary  revenues 
meant  merely  the  revenues  derived  from 
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the  drown  Lands.  But  that  supposition 
was  incorrect.  They  consisted  of  a  great 
many  other  items — hereditary ,  Excise, 
Post  Office  dues,  wine  dues,  first  fruits  of 
the  clergy,  and  so  forth.  It  was  estimated 
on  the  accession  of  King  William  IV.  to 
the  Throne  that  the  hereditary  revenues 
would  amount  to  more  than  £3,000,000 
sterling;  but,  of  course,  the  charge  upon 
them  was  the  maintenance  of  the  whole 
Civil  Government  of  the  country.  It 
had  often  been  stated  that  the  country 
made  a  good  bargain  in  respect  of  the 
Crown  Lands.  What  they  were  valued 
at  when  Her  Majesty  came  to  the  Throne 
he  did  not  exactly  know  ;  but  according 
to  a  He  turn  lately  published  he  found 
that  in  1853  they  amounted  to  £252,000. 
Therefore,  it  might  fairly  be  assumed 
that  the  revenue  from  Crown  Lands,  at 
the  time  they  were  taken  over  and  be- 
came part  of  the  general  Eevenue  of  the 
country,  did  not  amount  to  the  sum  of 
£385,000,  which  was  voted  to  Her  Ma- 
jesty. He  was  aware  that  last  year  the 
Grown  Land  revenue  was  estimated  to 
amount  to  £390,000 ;  but  then  it  must 
be  remembered  that  there  were  special 
Votes  for  maintenance  of  Woods  and 
Forests,  amounting  to  about  £20,000 ;  so 
that,  even  at  the  present  time,  the  Crown 
La^ids  did  not  amount  to  the  annual 
value  of  the  £385,000  voted  to  Her  Ma- 
jesty. At  the  same  time,  he  would  point 
out  that  if  there  were  any  relinquish- 
ment on  the  part  of  Her  Majesty — and 
he  denied  that  there  was — it  was  but  a 
relinquishment  of  the  right  to  levy  the 
whole  of  the  hereditary  revenues,  which 
would,  at  her  accession,  have  amounted 
to  about  £4,000,000  sterling,  with- 
out the  consent  of  Parliament.  The 
Committee  well  knew,  with  all  respect 
to  Her  Majesty,  that  it  would  be  im- 
possible to  assert  such  a  right  in  the 
present  day.  To  all  intents  and  pur- 
poses, the  Civil  List  of  Her  Majesty  was 
considered  without  any  regard  to  the 
value  of  the  hereditary  revenues,  or  to 
the  value  of  the  Crown  Lands.  On  the 
accession  of  Her  Majesty  the  House  of 
Commons  appointed  a  Committee  of  21 
Members,  who  took  the  expenditure  of 
King  William  IV.  during  the  last  four 
years  of  his  Heign,  and  based  thereon 
the  amount  of  the  Civil  List  that  was 
required  to  maintain  the  Household  of 
Her  Majesty  and  the  dignity  of  the 
Crown.  The  Prime  Minister  said  there 
was  an  implied  bargain.     [Mr.  Qlad- 


SToms  dissented.]  He  had  taken  down 
the  words  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
at  the  time;  he  said — ''There  was  an 
honourable  understanding  when  the 
Civil  List  was  settled." 

Me.  GLADSTONE :  I  may  have  said 
that.  But  what  I  believe  I  said,  also, 
was — that  there  was  an  honourable  un- 
derstanding between  the  Crown  and 
'Parliament  with  regard  to  the  provision 
for  the  children  of  the  Koyal  Family  in 
consequence  of  the  various  Acts  of  former 
Parliaments. 

Mr.  LABOUCHERE  said,  he  was 
coming  to  that.  The  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man admitted  that  the  view  of  the  Go- 
vernment on  this  subject  was,  that  there 
was  an  honourable  understanding,  when 
the  amount  of  the  Civil  List  was  settled, 
that  provision  should  be  made  by  the 
country  for  any  children  of  the  Eoyal 
Family.  But  he  was  unable  to  find 
in  the  debates  or  speeches  of  the  time, 
or  .in  the  Act  of  Parliament,  any  such 
honourable  understanding.  He  had 
commenced  by  repeating  the  dictum  of 
Mr.  Fox — that  it  was  necessary  to  show 
that  the  Civil  List  was  inadequate  to  the 
maintenance  of  the  children  of  the  Crown 
before  any  new  Grant  were  made. 
Well,  what  did  the  Civil  List  represent  ? 
Taking  the  expenditure  on  the  Boyal 
Palaces  and  the  revenue  of  the  Duchy 
of  Lancaster  into  account,  the  Civil  List 
at  the  commencement  of  the  present 
reign  amounted  to  the  sum  of  £449,000. 
Of  that  sum  £60,000  was  voted  for  the 
Privy  Purse.  At  the  same  time,  £29,000 
— the  amount  which  the  Duchv  of  Lan- 
caster  then  produced — was  also  assigned 
for  the  personal  expenditure  of  Her 
Majesty.  If  any  hon.  Gentleman  would 
look  into  the  matter,  he  would  find  that, 
before  these  sums  were  allocated  to  the 
Privy  Purse,  every  species  of  expendi- 
ture was  reckoned  and  a  sum  settled  for 
it.  Even  the  private  charities  of  the 
Queen  were  taken  into  account,  and  the 
sum  of  £8,000,  to  which  they  were  ex- 
pected to  amount,  was  voted  to  Her  Ma- 
jesty. He  did  not  wish  in  any  sort  of  way 
to  pry  into  private  matters,  and  he  was 
not  making  any  complaint ;  but  it  was 
obvious  that  the  state  and  dignity  of  the 
Crown  was  not  maintained  at  present  in 
the  same  manner  as  it  was  maintained 
at  the  commencement  of  the  Reign.  If, 
then,  the  amounts  allocated  to  maintain 
the  state  and  dignity  of  the  Crown  were 
not  insufficient  at  the  commencement  of 
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the  Beign,  there  must,  at  the  present 
time,  be  a  certain  surplus.  The  House 
knew  perfectly  well  that  by  the  Act  it 
was  decided  that  if  there  was  a  deficit 
in  any  department  and  a  surplus  in 
another,  that  surplus  should  be  taken 
to  make  up  the  deficit  in  the  other  de- 
partment. But  if  there  was  a  surplus 
in  one  Department  and  no  deficit  in  the 
others,  it  was  fully  understood  that  the 
amount  of  such  surplus  should  be  paid 
into  the  Treasury.  Now,  he  believed 
that  no  payments  whatever  had  been 
made  into  the  Treasury  for  any  surpluses. 
But,  assuming  that  there  had  been  no 
surplus,  still  the  sum  of  £60,000  per 
annum,  in  addition  to  the  £29,000  for 
the  revenue  of  the  Duchy  of  Lancaster, 
had  been  granted  to  Her  Majesty  for 
Her  Privy  Purse ;  and  he  maintained 
that  these  Grants  were  made  in  order 
that  Her  Majesty  might  provide  for  any 
future  children  out  of  the  sums  in  ques- 
tion. But  there  was  another  point  in 
connection  with  this  subject  to  which 
he  invited  the  attention  of  the  Com- 
mittee. It  was  that,  althou&;h  the  Duchy 
of  Lancaster  at  the  time  referred  to  only 
produced  an  annual  revenue  of  £29,000, 
he  saw  by  the  Heturn  for  the  year  1880 
that  it  was  now  producing  £78,000. 

Mb.    GLADSTONE  :     That    is    the 
gross  amount. 

Mr.  JOHN  BRIGHT :  The  net  sum 
paid  to  the  Queen  is  £41,000. 

Mr.  LABOUCHERE  said,  at  any 
rate,  there  was  a  considerable  increase 
in  the  amount  realized  from  the  Duchy 
of  Lancaster.  So  that,  at  the  present 
moment,  whilst  the  expenses  of  the  Court 
were  not  so  much  as  they  were  at  the 
time  of  the  allocation,  the  revenue  of  the 
Court  had  increased.  He  found,  more- 
over, that  the  total  dotations  already 
made  to  the  Members  of  the  Royal  Family 
amounted  now  to  £221,000.  Now,  the 
question  which  the  Prime  Minister  had 
not  specificaUy  met  was,  whether  the 
total  amount  of  the  Civil  List  was  ex- 
pended by  Her  Majesty  ?  Did  Her  Ma- 
jesty rest  the  present  demand  upon  the 
ground  that  the  present  Civil  List  was 
not  sufficient  for  Her  expenditure,  inas- 
much as  it  left  no  surplus  which  might 
be  given  to  any  children  of  Her  Majesty 
who  either  married  or  attained  the  age 
of  21  ?  That  was  the  issue  which  Mr. 
Fox  raised  in  1798,  and  that  was  the 
ifltae  which  he  (Mr.  Labouohere)  ven- 
tured to  raise  now.    If  it  were  asserted 

Mr.  JMouehoro 


by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Prime 
Minister  that  there  was   no   excess  of 
revenue    over    expenditure,    then    he 
thought  they  would  always  be  bound, 
and  certainly  so  long  as  the  Royal  Mar- 
riage Act  existed,  to  vote  sums  of  money 
for  the  children  of  the  Sovereigpn  ;  but, 
as  Mr.  Fox  said,  they  required,  before 
they  did  so,  a  distinct  statement  that 
the  revenues  were  not  in  excess  of  the 
actual  expenditure  of  the  Crown.     The 
right  hon.  Gentleman,  as  he  (Mr.  Labou- 
chere)  understood,  said  that  a  bargain 
had  been   struck  or  implied  with   the 
Crown,  that  Parliament  should  always 
vote  the  sum  of  £25,000  a-year  to  any 
of  the  Royal  children  who  might  marry, 
and  this   because  one   Parliament  had 
voted   this  sum   on  a  similar  occasion 
previously.     That  was  a  theory   which 
he  could  not  accept.      The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  said  that  the  matter  was  dis- 
cussed exhaustively  by  the  Cabinet  of 
Lord  Palmerston.     But  he  ventured  to 
remark  that  they  had  progressed  since 
that  time,  and  that  they  were  not  bound 
by    the    views    of    Lord    Palmerston's 
Cabinet,  nor  were  they  bound  by  the 
views  of  the  Parliament  of   that  time 
with  regard  to  the  amount  required  to 
maintain  the  dignity  of  Royal  Princes. 
If   they   were  so   bound,   this   Motion 
would  be   a  farce.     If  that   were  the 
case,  why  was  not  a  Grant  made  at  the 
commencement  of  the  present  Reig^  to 
give   £15,000   a-year  to    each    of   the 
Royal  children  when  they  came  of  age, 
and  £10,000  a-year  more  on  their  mar- 
riage ?   Surely  the  reason  why  that  was 
not  done  was  in  order  that  each  Parlia- 
ment might  have  an  opportunity  to  de- 
cide for  itself  on  each  particular  case  as  it 
presented  itself.   They  might,  therefore, 
consider  and  decide  for  themselves  whe- 
ther the  sum  asked  for  was  too  large, 
without  being  prejudiced  by  anything 
that  took  place  in  previous  Parliaments, 
and  without  being  prejudiced  by  any 
dotation  which  had  been  granted  to  the 
elder  brothers  of  His  Royal  Highness 
the  Duke  of  Albany.     The  second  Con- 
stitutional point   he    should    take  was 
this.     It  was  held  during  the  Reign  of 
George  III.,  when  many  of  the  ofifspring 
of  that  Monarch  came  to  Parliament  for 
increased  dotations  on  their  marriage, 
that,  in  order  to  obtain  such  increased 
dotations,  it  was  necessary  to  show  that 
the  marriage  had  had  a  national  object. 
In  1815,  during  the  life  of  the  Princess 
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Charlotte,  a  Grant  was  aeked  for  the  — thnt  on  the  iii«rTl«Ke  of  an^  individiul  oon- 

Duke  of  Cumberland,  and  it  was  reftised.  nectod  with  the  Crown  hji  income  Aonld  of 

Sir  Matthew  Rid.ey-no  mean  authority  Tl^^L^fr;:^.  ^^"h^^-^n^^d 

— said —  he  wae  sure  thit  nothing  in  reuon  or  in  justice 

■'  On   makioK  >   proriBlon  for  the  Doke  of  «•"«  lie  discerned  to  sanction  it." 

York,  a  view  wag  had  to  the  probaljility  of  the  Mr.  Cannine,  in  biB  defence  of  the  Gbant, 

■occeBeion   of   hie  niamage.     Bnt  a  material  denied  this,  and  said  thattheDukeofCla- 

chanite  bad emoe  occurred  [birth of  the Prinoeee i3_   iv   _    .l      _u.    e i.     -«. 

Charfotte).    With  respect.  V-ever.  to  the  mar-  fence  wonld  nothftvethoughtofcontraot. 

riaKe  of  the  Duke  of  Cumberland,  it  waa  not  "ng  this  marnage  had  it  not  been  pressed 

one  which  ought  to  be  looked  at  in  a  national  upon  him  as  a  public  duty.     He  thought, 

point  of  view,  or  which  rendered  it  necessary  therefore,  that  he  was  entitled  to  the  aup- 
on   this  ground  for  Parliament  to  step  m  to  ^_  ^f  the  Prime  Minister,  because  he 

vote  a  urant  for  mcroaainiF  the  income  of  the  \. ,       .  .■  ■   ■    .,         ■   i  .   i.         n      .1 

pjrtioB."  ^"^  •'°'  think  the  right  hoo.  Qentleman 

m..  .  11..1.       lUi-iLj  would  contend  for  a  single  moment  that 

That  was  to  say  that  when  the  Duke  of  .v        _  *■      t     v     .   ■     *!,. 

T,    ,       Lir'  jj..-       ■■.  there  was   any   national   object  in  the 

Xork  asked  for  an  increased  dotation  it  _.__■„  _       j„     iL„     i»;„„  „i  tv„ 

.  J  ,  .,  J-      ..  marnage  now  under  tbe  nonce  of  the 

was  granted  because  there  was  no  direct  Ti„,,„r*  tKbv  wore  nil  oTCBBdinrW  sAaA 

H.ir  to  .h.Th,o...     But  ,h..  .pplic.  ^^^  ^1^^^^^^^^'^,^. 

tion  wu  made  tor  .n  inciea=.  on  bohalf  ^^,  ,|_,,j  ^^  ^  '.lioniil  object  in  H. 

ot  the  Duke  of  Cumberland  on  b,,  mar-  ^^.      ^    ^  „,„„„,,  „y„,  i„J,^,  ,„,  „; 

nage   it  was   refused  because  a  direct  *i,„  „__^„,„  „*„„„„*, v,„-d„„_i  w.™;!- 

Heir  to  tbe  Tbrone  had  been  born.     In  "■•  T/ET'      Z,lJX^S.^^ll 

toit  iL     r>  ■  i-iL    1  ^    J-  J     mL  would  be  to  insure  that  there  should  be 

1817  the  Pnncess  Charlotte  died     The  ^^g-^j^^^  ^^,  ^^^    grandsons  of   the 

Prince  Eogent  then  sent  to  the  House  g^^ereign  to  maintain  the  direct  descent 

of  Commons  a  Message,  saying  that-  ^^  the    Crown.      But   they  knew   that 

"  Treaties  of  marriage  are  in  negotiation  for  the  elder  brothers  of  His  Boyal  High- 

tte  Dukes  of  Clarence  and  Cambridge.    After  ^gg,   ^^^^    married    and    had    children 
the  amictinK  calamity  which  the  Fnnce  and  ..  ,.  t.  la 

the  nation  lave  iuetkined  by  the  loss  of  the  -"""^    ^°''>   t***"   "thers.       It   could 

Princess  Charlotte,  His  Boyal  Highness  is  fully  not,  therefore,  be  asserted  for  &  moment 

Cuaded  that  the  House  of  Commons  will  feel  that   there   was   any   national   object  in 

essential  it  is  to  the  bast  interests  of  the  the    marriage    of   Prince   Leopold.      If 

country  that  he  diould  b«  6n?W*i  \°  ™lf«»  there  waa  not  this  national  object  in  the 
suitable  proviBionfor  such  of  bisKoyol  brotben  •  »  tt-     n        i  -n-   i  4.1- 

u  .hi>»lS  h.Y.  tonlnit.!  m^^  with  tb.  niamage  of  Hii  Eojal  Higbneaa  then 

consent  of  the  Crown."  ho  contended  tbat  they  would  only  be 

_,.  .  ,  ,    J    ,v      TT  .  .  actinir  accordins  to  tbe  precedent  which 

?;!;'™"r  ".H.     n  ,"       r™  '^    a  bad5,en,.tintbeEeiTOolQeorg.m. 

£  10,000  for  the   Duke  of  Clarence  and  -,  ,,        _„f,,.,^   ,0  ^ivo  anv  increase  of 

£6,000   for   the    Duke   of    Cambridge.  |LS  L  St^E=,.?High/ern™rhU 

Z\fo:Z  fA"    D'^ke'c'cfari:  r"?^      ?"'°*  T'  ""''"'  ^' 

i.uD^>u,uuu  Jul  ^un  ^uBc  o.  i^.o,nu.jj,  Conetttutional  reaaonc  for  oppoeing  the 

and  by  refu..CK  lb,  grant  for  the  Duke  ^^^,   ^,  „„  „,„,  ^  j,,,  ^^^  „» 

of  Cambridge.    The  next  year  the  Duke  which   wa.   an  economical  one.     With 

of  Kent  wn.  married    and  £6,000  wa.  ,,,,  „,^„,,  j,   ^^  con.idered  that 

aak.d  for  on  b„   b.balf.     Th,.   appl,-  ^.,5  „„„         ,„J„„  ,„       (,„  .nfflrienl 

cat,onwM   agreed  to,  although  it  wa.  ,„  Hi.lfcyal  Highne...    He  wa.  aware 

oppored  by  51  Member.,  lucluding  Lord  .here  w.reQontlemen  in  that  Hou«.  who 

Althorp  and  Mr.  Tierncy.     During  the  ,^       f^,  -,  ,„,,j  „j       „      ^       , 

debate,  which  occumid  on  tbat  ooca.ion,  „j  »    „,i       ;„„  it/votc  of  aS  addi- 

Lord  Brougham  mid  that-  .j^^^  ^[„„„»   ^^  ,„„„„     g,^  ^^_ 

"While  the  Uoase  ehould  not  hesitate  to  ever,  was  not  one  of  them.     He  abomi- 

vote  some  allowimce  to  those  members  of  the  nat^d  (JJ  taxation,  and  he  should  like  to 

Royal  Family  whom  it  was  desirable  to  see  _„„  ,.  „  „_„.„„,  *„,„i-„       c  tu^     ^..^i-,™ 

m^ed,  they  were  bound  by   their   duty  to  ««  the  present  taxation  of  the  country 

thoir  constitueota  to  refuse  granU  to  those  to  reduced    in    every    possible    way.      The 

whom  they  were  not  necessary.     It  was  under-  question  was  often  aaked — "What  do  the 

stood  that  Her  Majesty  had  very  considerable  working  men  of  the  country  care  about 

^^'rY^^}i:^^'^*-'"*^>!^^T7\^''^<  this;    what  will  they  pay  towards  the 

saved  to  help  the  other  memtiers  of  the  family.  ^        ,n  n     ■  >    1/    T    •!.■  -        11 

^  ^  Grant?  Perhaps  half  a  farthing  apiece." 

Lord  Plunket  said  that—  But  the  working  men  of  the  country  did 

care  a  great  deal  for  tins  Grant;  and  h« 

had  that  day  presented  Petitions,  sigued 
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by  13,000  or  14,000  persons— almost  all 
of  them  working  men — protesting  against 
it.  They  knew  that  warrants  were  very 
often  issued  in  connection  with  the 
Queen's  Taxes  ;  that  the  beds  of  persons 
were  often  sold  under  them,  and  their 
furniture  seized,  because  they  could  not 
pay  those  taxes.  This  Grant,  then, 
might  make  a  great  difference  to  the 
working  men,  for  be  ventured  to  say  that 
the  amount  levied  under  the  warrants 
referred  to  would  be  covered  by  the 
£10,000  they  were  now  asked  to  vote. 
He  maintained  that  it  was  not  only  un- 
necessary, but  that  it  was  undesirable, 
that  this  Grant  should  be  voted.  They 
lived  in  an  age  that  was,  to  a  certain 
extent,  ostentatious ;  and,  although  it 
was  the  custom  to  laugh  at  Americans 
for  their  worship  of  the  almighty  dollar, 
he  suspected  there  was  no  country  in  the 
world  in  which  the  golden  calf  came 
in  for  a  greater  share  of  adoration  than 
it  did  in  England.  The  followers  of  the 
golden  calf  in  this  country  held  them- 
selves aloof  from  men  of  art  and  letters, 
and  from  those  who  had  obtained  a 
competency  by  means  of  trade  or  com- 
merce. His  Eoyal  Highness  Prince 
Leopold  was  a  cultivated  and  refined 
gentleman  ;  and  he  was  about  to  marry 
a  lady  who  came  from  a  country  where 
the  mere  possession  of  money  was  re- 
garded as  of  little  account.  Therefore, 
he  thought  it  would  be  but  a  poor  les- 
son to  teach  that  lady  that  it  was  abso- 
lutely necessary  for  a  gentleman  of  re- 
finement and  culture  in  England,  even 
though  he  were  a  Prince,  to  possess 
more  than  £15,000  a-year  with  which 
to  maintain  his  position.  The  Prime 
Minister  told  them  that  they  ought  to  be 
loyal,  and  vote  this  money  without  grudg- 
ing it.  But  he  (Mr.  Labouchere)  thought 
there  could  not  be  a  gpreater  mistake  than 
to  assume  that  the  loyalty  of  the  subject 
was  to  be  measured  by  his  readiness  to 
grant  at  all  times  these  excessive  de- 
mands for  the  maintenance  of  the  Koyal 
Family.  For  the  three  reasons  he  had 
given — although  tliere  were  plenty  of 
others,  with  which  he  should  not  weary 
hon.  Members — he  asked  the  House  to 
meet  the  Resolution  of  the  Prime  Minis- 
ter with  a  respectful  but  unhesitating 
"No." 

Mb.  BBOADHTJBST  said,  that,  had 
he  consulted  his  own  personal  feelings 
in  this  matter,  he  might  well  have  been 
lad  to  take  no  part  in  the  discussion  of 


that  evening ;  but  he  felt  bound  to  state 
that  he  intended  to  give  his  vote  in 
opposition  to  the  proposal  of  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman,  from  a  deep  sense  of 
public  duty  to  those  whom  he  repre- 
sented.     The    feeling    throughout  the 
country  was  that  the  Vote  proposed  was 
altogether  unnecessary  for  the  comfort- 
able maintenance  of  His  Boyal  High- 
ness ;  and,  if  that  were  so,  he  contended 
that  it  was  absolutely  unwise  to  make 
this  further  call  upon  the  nation's  tax- 
payers.    It  was  impossible  to  prevent 
the  great  mass  of  the  working  people  of 
the  country,  who  laboured  from  child- 
hood to  old  age  for  a  bare  subsistence, 
comparing  their  incomes  and  conditions 
of  life  witn  those  of  the  Members  of  the 
Royal  Family,  when  proposals  of  this 
kind  were  brought  under  the  notice  of 
the  nation.     He  found  that  the  present 
income  of  His  Koyal  Highness  Prince 
Leopold  was  something  like  £280  per 
week.     That  was  a  considerable  income 
in  itself,  and  far  more  than  many  highly 
respectable  men  in  the  country  received 
wherewith   to  maintain   a  family  and 
discharge  the  duties  of  citizenship  for  a 
whole  year.   These  Grants  might  appear 
matters  of  small  moment  to  the  class  of 
gentlemen  to  whom  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  Prime  Minister  referred  when 
he   compared   their  enormous   incomes 
with  those   which  the  nation  chose  to 
bestow  upon  the  Princes  of  the  Royal 
Family;    but  they  were  by   no   means 
trifling  to  the  class  whom  he  represented. 
He  maintained  that  £15,000  a-year  was 
quite  sufficient  to  maintain  the  position 
of  a  Prince  in  this  country.    Luxury  and 
luxurious  surroundings  would   not  add 
to  the   princely  nature    of  His  Royal 
Highness  Prince  Leopold,  neither  would 
moderate  surroundings  in  any  way  de- 
tract therefrom  ;  and  he  held  it  to  be  a 
false  and  vicious  theory,  and  an  evil  ex- 
ample to  the  nation,  to  maintain  that 
a  Prince  could  not  support  his  proper 
position  in  the  country  without  this  ex- 
traordinary sum  of  £25,000  per  annum. 
He  had  only  to  add  that  there  could  not, 
and  ought  not,  to  be  drawn  any  inference 
whatever  with  regard  to  the  loyalty  of 
any  Members  of  that  House,  from  the 
circumstance  that  they  felt  it  their  duty 
to  oppose  this    Vote.    The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  North  Devon 
(Sir  Stafford  Northcote),  in  the  course 
of  his  speech  that  night,    said  that  in 
supporting  this  Motion  he  regarded  him-' 
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self  as  representing  the  loyalty  of  Gen- 
tlemen who  sat  on  his  side  of  the  House. 
He  could  tell  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
that  those  who  sat  below  the  Gangway 
on  the  Ministerial  side  of  the  House, 
and  who  from  the  bottom  of  their  hearts 
thought  it  their  duty  to  oppose  this  Vote, 
did  not  yield  one  inch  in  the  matter  of 
loyalty  to  the  Throne  to  hon.  and  right 
hon.  Gentlemen  opposite.  He  hoped, 
therefore,  that  such  an  inference  as  he 
had  alluded  to  would  be  the  last  to  be 
drawn  from  the  conduct  of  those  who 
conscientiously  and  fearlessly  discharged 
a  public  duty.  These  Votes  were  moet 
unpopular  in  the  country.  [**No!"] 
An  hon.  Member  denied  that  proposi- 
tion ;  but  he  would  ask  him  to  take  the 
case  of  any  of  the  large  popular  con- 
stituencies of  the  nation,  and  he  ven- 
tured to  say  that  their  vote  would  be 
against  the  proposal  that  was  going  to 
be  carried  that  evening.  He  maintained 
the  opinion  he  had  expressed  on  this 
subject ;  and  he  invited  the  hon.  Mem* 
ber  for  Preston  to  try  the  experiment  of 
ascertaining  the  correctness  of  that  opi- 
nion in  some  of  the  large  towns  in  his 
district  that  he  (Mr.  Broadhurst)  would 
indicate  to  him.  In  concluding  his  re- 
marks, he  wished  it  to  be  clearly  under- 
stood that  the  people  who  were  opposed 
to  this  Grant  were  not  necessarily  op- 
posed to  the  Throne  in  any  form.  They 
wished,  on  the  contrary,  that  the  Throne 
should  be  maintained  with  all  its  neces- 
sary surroundings,  comfort,  and  dignity ; 
but  they  also  held,  and  that  by  an  over- 
whelming majority,  that  the  sum  asked 
for  was  an  extravagant  allowance  ;  the 
Vote  altogether  unnecessary,  and  one 
which  the  trustees  of  the  national  purse 
should  not  allow  to  pass. 

Mr.  HEALY  said,  the  hon.  Member 
for  Stoke  (Mr.  Broadhurst)  appeared 
very  anxious,  while  opposing  the  Vote, 
to  get  credit  for  loyalty.  He  did  not 
know  why  it  was  that  the  hon.  Member, 
in  opposing  the  Vote,  was  so  desirous  of 
associating  the  vote  he  gave  with  his 
loyalty,  because,  as  far  as  his  (Mr. 
Healy's)  acquaintance  with  the  Enelish 
working  man  went — and  he  had  lived 
in  this  country  now  for  some  10  or 
1 1  years — he  had  never  been  struck  by 
the  extent  of  loyalty  they  betrayed, 
nor  did  he  think  that  they  would 
quarrel  with  the  hon.  Member  for  Stoke, 
if,  when  he  had  stated  his  intention 
of  voting  against  the  Motion,  he  had 


left  out  altogether  his  protestations  of 
loyalty.  For  his  own  part,  he  did  not 
care  whether  he  was  regarded  as  loyal 
or  disloyal ;  but  he  intended  to  vote 
against  the  Motion  on  the  ground  that 
he  was  opposed  to  these  people  having 
anything  whatever.  [**  Order!"]  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Prime  Minister 
had  stated  that  Her  Majesty  had  been 
truly  happy  in  the  matrimonial  alliances 
which  had  been  formed  by  Her  children  ; 
but  he  thought  that  happiness  might 
consist,  to  a  very  great  extent,  of  the 
£25,000  a-year  which  those  children 
got.  L  Cries  of'OhV  and  "  Divide  !  "1 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  went  on  to 
point  out  that  a  g^eat  number  of  per- 
sons in  both  Houses  of  Parliament  had 
a  much  larger  income  than  £25,000  a- 
year,  which  Parliament  was  now  asked 
to  vote  for  Prince  Leopold,  in  order  to 
support  his  Boyal  state  and  dignity.  He 
would  like  to  ask  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man whether  there  were  not  other  posi- 
tions of  dignity  which  also  required 
support?  The  Members  of  the  House 
of  Lords  had  a  certain  amount  of  state 
and  dignity  to  keep  up ;  but  they  did 
not  come  to  the  House  of  Commons  for 
Grants  of  the  public  money  in  order  to 
keep  them  alive.  Hon.  Members  in  the 
.House  of  Commons  had  to  work,  and 
were  supposed  to  maintain  a  certain 
amount  of  state  and  dignity,  be  the 
same  more  or  less ;  but  hon.  Members 
of  that  House  were  not  provided  for  by 
the  Crown,  or  by  money  taken  out  of 
the  public  purse  in  order  to  maintain 
their  state  and  dignity.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  said  one  thing  about  Prince 
Leopold  which  he  believed  to  be  per- 
fectly true.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
said  that  Prince  Leopold  had  an  excel- 
lent understanding.  Then  he  (Mr. 
Healy)  thought  the  best  thing  that  this 
illustrious  Prince  could  do  with  his  ex- 
cellent understanding  was  to  employ  it 
in  earning  his  living.  [CriMo/**  Order!"] 
For  his  part,  he  had  never  seen  a  Eoyal 
Prince.  He  did  not  know  what  a  Prince 
was  like,  and  he  certainly  was  ac- 
quainted with  no  reason  why  the  Mem- 
bers of  the  House  of  Commons — who 
were  the  Hepresentatives  of  the  tax- 
payers— should  be  asked  to  vote  away 
the  public  money,  simply  because  a 
man  nappened  to  be  a  Prince.  If  the 
Duke  of  Albany  was  a  Prince,  he  should 
set  a  good  example  and  work  for  his 
living;   and,  therefore,  as  one  of  the 
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Eepresentatives  of  the  taxpayers,  he 
(Mr.  Healy)  should  oppose  the  Grant  it 
was  now  proposed  to  make. 

Mr.  storey  said,  he  wished  to 
make  one  or  two  observations  to  the 
Committee  after  the  speech  to  which 
they  had  just  been  treated  by  the  hon. 
Member  for  Wexford  (Mr.  Healy).  He 
thought  the  Committee  would  agree 
with  him  that  the  observations  of  the 
hon.  Member  for  Northampton  (Mr. 
Labouchere)  left  nothing  to  be  desired 
as  far  as  the  tone  and  temper  of  them 
were  concerned.  It  had  often  been  his 
fortune  in  that  House — and  he  did  not 
think  the  fact  had  commended  him  to 
most  hon.  Gentlemen — to  vote  with  the 
hon.  Member  for  Wexford  (Mr.  Healy); 
but  certainly  he  had  no  disposition  to  sit 
still  now  and  allow  the  hon.  Member  to 
be  the  interpreter,  in  any  way,  of  the 
sentiments  which  he  held,  and  which 
were  held  by  many  hon.  Members 
around  him,  and  which  would  impel 
them  to  ^o  into  the  same  Lobby  as  the 
hon.  Member  for  Wexford.  He  objected 
to  this  Vote,  and  he  should  not  trouble 
the  Committee  by  entering  into  the 
admirable  historical  disquisition  which 
had  been  given  by  the  hon.  Member  for 
Northampton  (Mr.  Labouchere).  He 
thought  the  hon.  Member  had  stated  the- 
Constitutional  position  of  the  question 
very  well ;  but  he  should  give  one  or 
two  additional  reasons  why  the  Hadiccd 
Members  of  the  House,  at  any  rate, 
ought  to  feel  themselves  justified  in  ob- 

i'ecting  to  make  any  increased  Grant  to 
'rince  Leopold.  He  objected  to  the 
Grant  on  account  of  the  Boyal  Princes 
themselves.  He  objected  to  it  because 
he  felt  that  the  House  of  Commons  had 
no  business  to  apply  the  public  money  in 
order  to  keep  any  persons  in  the  State  in 
a  condition  of  titled  idleness.  [  Cries  of 
;*0h!"  and  "Divide!"]  He  did  not 
intend  to  say  a  word — and  if  he  did,  he 
trusted  the  Chairman  would  correct  him 
— he  did  not  intend  to  say  one  word 
which  could  be  personally  objectionable 
to  any  Member  of  the  Boyal  Family. 
He  wished  it  to  be  clearly  understood 
that  he  knew  nothing  about  the  Hoyal 
Princes,  and  that  all  he  had  heard  about 
Prince  Leopold  led  him  to  believe  that 
what  the  Prime  Minister  had  said  of 
him  was  striotly  within  the  truth.  He 
had,  therefore,  not  the  slightest  intention 
of  saying  anything  that  was  likely  to 
be  offnuiTe  to  Prince  Leopold   or  his 


family ;  but  he  was  goinff  to  lay  down  a 
principle  which  he  should  like  the  Com- 
mittee to  accept,  with  regard  to  the  ex- 
penditure of  public  money.  He  held  that 
no  public  money  ought  to  be  expended 
except  in  return  for  specific  public  ser- 
vices. That  was  a  principle  which  he 
thought  was  held  by  hon.  Gentlemen 
opposite,  as  well  as  by  himself;  and,  at 
any  rate,  if  it  was  not  held  by  a  large 
number  of  the  Members  of  that  House, 
he  felt  it  had  often  been  used  to  justify 
the  expenditure  of  the  public  money. 
He  would  ask  what  were  the  public  ser- 
vices which  they  expected  to  receive  from 
Prince  Leopold?  [Criss  of  "  Order!  " 
and  **  Divide ! "]  He  was  sorry  to  have 
to  say  these  things.  [  Ctm  of  '*  Divide  !" 
and  interruption/] 

Mr.  DILLWItN  rose  to  Order,  and 
wished  to  ask  the  Chairman  if  he  would 
endeavour  to  keep  silence  ? 

Mr.  STOBEY  said,  he  had  been 
simply  asking  what  public  services  they 
expected  to  receive  from  the  Duke  of 
Albany.     l_Inierruption,'] 

Mr.  ABTHUB  O'CONNOR  rose  to 
Order,  and  begged  to  state  that  he  had 
just  heard  an  hon.  Member  propose  to  a 
neighbour  that  they  should  carry  on  an 
animated  conversation  with  a  view  of 
drowning  the  voice  of  the  hon.  Member 
for  Sunderland  (Mr.  Storey). 

Mr.  STOBEY  said,  that  on  the  point 
of  Order  he  should  like  to  ask  the  Chair- 
man whether,  if  the  hon.  Member  for 
Queen's  County  (Mr.  Arthur  O'Connor) 
was  good  enough  to  name  the  hon. 
Member  who  had  made  the  remark  re- 
ferred to,  it  would  not  become  the  duty 
of  the  Chairman  immediately  to  punish 
such  hon.  Member  for  the  offence  ? 

The  CHAIBMAN  :  I  am  sure  that 
hon.  Gentlemen  have  no  wish  to  close 
the  debate  without  hearing  the  hon. 
Member  for  Sunderland. 

Mr.  STOBEY  said,  he  was  afraid 
they  had  just  had  an  illustration  of  what 
might  happen  in  that  House  if  the  eUtwre 
were  adopted.  He  was  asking  what 
public  services  they  expected  from  Prince 
Leopold  in  return  for  this  extra  amount 
of  money  ?  He  could  not  himself  dis- 
cover what  Prince  Leopold  was  going 
to  do.  Were  they  to  pay  the  money 
simply  because  Prince  Leopold  was 
going  to  marry  and  lead  a  respeot- 
dble  life  ?  [^Interruption t  and  cries  rf 
<< Order!"]  He  had  not  the  smallest 
doubt  that  the  Prince  would,   to   this 
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extent,  bear  out  the  high  eulogium  which 
had  been  passed  upon  him  by  the  Prime 
Minister ;  but  if  they  were  to  expend  the 
public  money  on  every  young  man  wiio 
got  married  and  lived  a  respectable  life 
where  should  they  come  to?  He  had 
been  about  to  make  another  remark. 
[^Cries  of  **  Agreed!"]  Hon.  Members 
opposite  objected  to  his  observations; 
and  as  they  were  taking  their  time  in 
interruption,  he  intended  to  take  his. 
He  had  made  up  his  mind  to  say  certain 
things,  and  he  intended  to  say  them. 
What  he  would  say  first  was  that  this 
practice  of  voting  public  Grants  in  Aid, 
curiously  enough,  only  related  to  persons 
at  the  two  extremes  of  English  society. 
They  made  public  grants  of  money  to 
the  Hoyal  Family,  and  to  a  number  of 
titled  and  untitled  persons  who  were 
accustomed  to  move  within  the  circle  of 
Hoyalty,  and  they  made  public  grants 
of  money  at  the  other  end  of  the  social 
scale  to  the  poorest  of  the  poor,  who 
were  left  without  funds  in  consequence 
of  old  age  or  the  failure  of  their  health. 
Now,  what  was  the  inevitable  effect  of 
making  grants  of  money  to  the  poorest 
of  the  poor?  Did  they  not  all  admit 
that  the  effect  was  to  deteriorate  the 
character  of  these  people ;  and  was  it 
for  one  moment  to  be  doubted  that  the 
effect  of  giving  public  Grants  of  money 
to  Princes  of  the  Royal  Family  was  also 
to  deteriorate  their  character  ?  It  was 
because  he  did  not  want  to  deteriorate 
the  character  of  the  Duke  of  Albany 
that  he  proposed  to  vote  against  the 
Resolution.  If  he  desired  any  proof  that 
the  effect  of  these  Grants  was  to  deterio- 
rate the  character  of  the  gentlemen 
who  received  them  he  could  find  it  in 
particular  instances.  When  they  made 
grants  of  money  in  that  House  it  might 
be  supposed  that,  having  made  them, 
they  had  done  with  the  matter,  and  that 
they  had  no  more  calls  upon  them  ;  but 
those  who  received  money  directly  were 
not  indisposed  to  receive  it  indirectly. 
The  objection  he  had  to  these  Grants 
was  that  when  once  a  man  had  drank 
the  blood  of  the  public  he  invariably 
wanted  more.  [CVtwo/** Order!"]  Hav- 
ing obtained  money  directly,  the  re- 
cipients of  that  money  required  addi- 
tional sums  indirectly.  He  would  give 
an  illustration.  [Interruption.']  He  did 
not  doubt  for  a  moment  that  he  was 
making  himself  particularly  offensive 
to  some  hon.  Members  of  that  House. 


[  Loud  cries  of  "  Hear,  hear ! "]  He  very 
much  deplored  it ;  but  at  any  rate  he  had 
the  courage  to  say  what  he  thought,  and 
he  hoped  the  House  would  hear  him. 
Why  was  it  that  he  was  bo  distasteful 
to  a  number  of  hon.  Gentlemen  in  that 
House  ?  He  would  tell  the  Committee. 
He  was  told  on  pretty  good  authority 
that  no  less  than  126  Members  of  the 
other  House  of  Parliament,  and  110 
Members  of  the  House  of  Common  a, 
were  in  the  receipt  of  larger  or  smaller 
portions  of  the  public  money  of  the 
country.  [  Cries  of  "  Name !  "  and  inter' 
r option,']  He  had  no  doubt  that  a  num- 
ber of  those  Gentlemen  honourably 
earned  the  money  they  received,  and  he 
had  no  objection  to  their  receiving  it 
when  they  did  earn  it ;  but  he  was  sure 
that  a  large  number  did  not  earn  it,  and 
that  many  of  them  had  sons  and  brothers 
and  uncles  and  cousins.  [An  hon.  Mem- 
ber:. And  sisters  and  aunts!  Laughter, 
which  prevented  the  conclusion  of  the 
sentence  being  heard.]  And  there  were 
many  others  who  expected  to  be  in  re- 
ceipt of  these  funds ;  and,  therefore,  he 
was  perfectly  conscious  that  when  he 
was  addressing  the  House  of  Commons, 
constituted  as  it  was  at  present,  he  was 
addressing  a  huge  syndicate  that  was 
interested  in  this  wasteful  expenditure 
of  public  money.  He  was  not  surprised 
that  they  should  denj'  it ;  but  he  would 
give  illustrations  to  prove  that  what  he 
said  was  correct.  They  gave  £25,000  to 
one  Boyal  Prince,  and  £40,000  to  an- 
other, and  what  followed  ?  When  a 
Royal  Prince  had  been  endowed  by  Par- 
liament, at  least  in  a  manner  equal  to 
his  deserts,  he  went  away  and  was  soon 
surrounded  by  parasites  and  sycophants. 

The  chairman  :  I  must  point  out 
to  the  hon.  Member  for  Sunderland  that 
he  is  travelling  beyond  the  Question, 
which  is  simply  a  proposal  to  make  an 
allowance  to  His  JEtoyal  Highness  the 
Duke  of  Albany. 

Mr.  storey  said,  that,  in  his  own 
mind,  he  was  very  steadily  following  up 
the  sequence  of  his  argument.  He 
thought  he  should  be  able  to  show  the 
Chairman  of  the  Committee  that  he  was 
strictly  following  the  argument  with 
which  he  had  commenced,  and  showing 
the  basis  of  his  objection  to  this  Vote. 
He  objected  to  the  Vote,  because  as  soon 
as  a  sum  of  money  was  voted,  directly 
they  had  an  indirect  application  for 
further  funds  from  the  country  to  these 
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** Order!"]  He  repeated  that  it  was 
monstrously  mean  for  these  Bojal  per- 
sonages to  take  these  small  sums  for 
services  which  could  not  be  rendered 
properly  by  them,  and  for  posts  which 
ought  to  be  given  as  rewards  to  men 
who  had  really  served  the  country  in  the 
field.  Now,  he  did  not  blame  the  Royal 
Princes ;  he  blamed  hon.  Gentlemen 
opposite  who  were  cheering,  and  he 
blamed  hon.  Members  and  right  hon. 
Members  on  the  Front  Government  Bench 
quite  as  much.  He  did  not  recognize 
any  distinction  between  them,  except 
this — that  when  right  hon.  Gentlemen 
opposite  came  to  propose  these  Votes 
they  did  it  from  a  full  heart ;  and  he  was 
not  at  all  sure  that  many  right  hon. 
Gentlemen  now  upon  the  Treasury 
Bench  were  doing  it  with  a  full  heart. 
That  was  his  first  objection  to  the  Vote. 
"**  Oh !  "]  He  would  relieve  the  House 
y  telling  them  that  he  had  only  another 
objection  to  present ;  but  it  was  equally 
disagreeable  to  that  which  he  had  al- 
ready given.  His  second  point  was  this 
— that  it  had  not  been  at  all  shown,  nor 
could  it  be  shown,  that  the  Oivil  List,  as 
at  present  granted,  was  not  equal  to  the 
support  of  the  dignity  of  the  Crown. 
He  wished  to  show  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman the  Prime  Minister  how  he  might 
easily  get  the  £10,000  a-year  asked  for 
in  the  Vote,  withoutimposingthe  slightest 
taxation  on  the  public,  and  without  touch- 
ing the  Civil  List  of  Her  Gracious  Majesty 
Queen  Victoria.  He  did  not  deny  that 
the  Queen  fulfilled  her  ConstitutioDal 
duties,  and  that  she  was  fully  and  fairly 
entitled  to  the  sum  which  Parliament 
gave  to  her  ;  but  there  were  a  number 
of  officials  attached  to  the  Crown — such 
as  Lords-in- waiting,  Goldsticks- in- wait- 
ing, and  noble  Lords— who  were  not 
ashamed  to  be  the  flunkeys  of  the  State. 
As  Shelley  said — 

**  These  gilded  flies,  that  bask  within  the  son- 
shine  of  the  Court,  what  are  they  P  They  are 
the  drones  of  the  community  that  feed  on  th« 
mechanics'  labour.*' 

Did  anyone  suppose  that  any  of  these 
Goldsticks-in-waiting  administered  to 
the  dignity  of  the  Crown.  His  own 
opinion  was  that  the  Crown  would  be 
much  more  dignified  if  it  could  get  rid 
of  a  good  deal  of  this  mediaeval  pomp 
and  silly  pageantry,  which  only  repelled 
men  of  sensible  mind.  For  these 
reasons  he  contended  that  the  money 
proposed  to  be  voted  by  the  Besolntioii 


Boyal  personages.  He  was  instancing 
cases  of  certain  Royal  personages  to 
whom  large  sums  of  money  had  been 
given  directly,  and  who,  immediately 
afterwards,  were  dressed  up  as  soldiers 
and  given  additional  sums  of  money  in- 
directly. He  wished  to  put  this  point 
to  the  House,  and  the  House  might  be 
sure  of  this — that  the  opinion  he  was 
now  expressing  was  held  by  tens  of  thou- 
sands and  hundreds  of  thousands  of  the 
working  men  outside  that  House.  They 
had  the  scarred  veteran,  who  had  served 
on  50  fields,  and  who,   when  he  came 

home \^Inierruptwn.'\      He   did   not 

wonder  that  some  hon.  Gentlemen  did 
not  wish  to  hear  him  ;  but  he  would  re- 

Eeat  that  the  veteran,  who  had  served 
is  country  abroad,  when  he  came  home 
reasonably  expected  from  a  grateful 
country  a  due  reward  for  the  services 
he  had  rendered.  But  when  he  came 
home  what  did  he  find  ?  Why,  that  posi- 
tions which  he  might  most  reasonably 
aspire  to — positions  of  comfort  and  repose 
for  his  declining  years — were  filled  up  by 
Hoyal  personages,  who  had  never  set  a 
squadron  in  the  field  and  who  never 
meant  to  do  ;  but  who,  by  the  advice  of 
those  who  surrounded  them,  were  in- 
duced to  dress  themselves  in  the  uniform 
of  a  soldier,  and  take  a  colonel's  pay. 

Mr.  PULESTON  rose  to  Order.  He 
wished  to  know  whether  the  remarks  of 
the  hon.  Gentleman  had  any  bearing  on 
the  Question  before  the  Committee  ? 

The  chairman  :  I  cannot  say  that 
the  hon.  Member  is  out  of  Order.  I  pre- 
sume he  is  endeavouring  to  show  that 
certain  Royal  Princes,  who  have  re- 
ceived similar  grants,  have  also  received 
other  public  pay,  and  that,  therefore, 
the  sum  now  asked  may  be  in  excess  of 
the  requirement. 

Mb.  storey  said,  that  that  was  his 
argument,  and  he  was  much  obliged  to 
the  Chairman  for  having  interpreted  it 
to  the  hon.  Member.  He  found  that 
one  Royal  personage  received  £1,350  a- 
year  indirectly  in  this  way,  which  ought 
to  have  been  given  to  a  man  who  had 
really  served  his  country  in  the  field. 
Another  Royal  personage  received  £738 
per  year  indirectly  ;  a  third  received  £394 
a-year  indirectly;  and  a  fourth  £109  10«. 
[An  hon.  Membbb:  Monstrous!]  An 
hon.  Member  said  that  it  was  monstrous. 
He  agreed  with  the  hon.  Member.  It 
was  monstrously  mean  to  take  these 
unaU  sums.      [CVtM  of  ''  Oh  !  "    and 

Mr.  Storey 


1697     Marriage  of  EU  Royal     (March  23,  1882)     Eighr^u  Prinw  L$opold.   1698 


ought  not  to  be  granted,  especially  when 
upon  officers  such  as  he  had  just  re- 
ferred to  a  sum  far  more  than  the 
£10,000  just  asked  for  was  annually 
spent,  or  rather  annually  mis- spent,  not 
upon  the  Queen,  but  upon  a  number  of 
titled  and  untitled  persons  who  ought  to 
be  ashamed  to  take  the  public  money 
without  rendering  fair  services  in  return 
for  it  to  the  State*.  Under  these  circum- 
stances, he,  for  one,  could  not  pretend  to 
vote  for  the  Besolution.  Before  he  sat 
down  he  asked  the  Committee  to  con- 
sider this  point,  which  had  a  very  im- 
portant bearing  upon  the  question  of 
these  grants.  There  was  nothing  which 
troubled  Her  Majesty's  Oovemment, 
either  Conservative  or  Liberal,  and  in- 
deed all  Members  of  that  House,  more 
than  the  difficulty  of  meeting  the  ordi- 
nary wants  of  the  country  by  drawing 
upon  the  taxes.  He  maintained  that  the 
pressure  of  that  taxation  was  severely 
felt  by  every  class  in  the  community.  It 
was  felt  by  the  common  people,  and  even 
hon.  Gentlemen  themselves,  he  feared, 
had  experienced  its  effect  during  recent 
years.  There  were  many  useful  national 
projects  and  institutions  that  were  in 
abeyance  simply  for  want  of  the  money 
necessary  for  canying  them  out ;  and 
whenever  these  were  pressed  upon  the 
attention  of  the  Government,  the  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer  was  always 
obliged  to  express  regret  that  it  was 
impossible  to  find  money  for  any  new 
purposes.  As  an  instance  of  this,  be  re- 
minded hon.  Gentlemen  that  it  was  only 
by  immense  efforts  that  they  had  been 
able  to  find  the  money  required  for 
teaching  the  people  of  the  country,  and 
making  them  intelligent  creatures ;  and 
whenever  any  new  proposals  were  made 
in  connection  with  it,  they  were  always 
met  by  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
with  the  question,  "  Where  is  the  money 
to  come  from  ?  "  It  was  not  this  £  10,000 
alone,  which  mieht,  perhaps,  appear  a 
small  sum  in  itself .  It  was  one  £10,000 
added  to  another,  and  then  a  further 
£10,000  added  to  these,  which  prevented 
money  being  available  when  it  was  de- 
sirable to  make  an  expenditure  upon 
really  national  and  important  objects. 
The  £25,000  a-year,  which  the  Koyal 
couple  were  to  have,  would  enable  them 
in  the  borough  of  Sunderland,  which  he 
represented — no  mean  borough,  he  could 
assure  hon.  Members  opposite,  for  it  had 
a  population  of.  130,000 — to  give  to  the 
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whole  of  the  children  of  that  town  a  free 
education  ;  and  he  would  sooner  see  the 
money  spent  in  that  way  than  that  it 
should  be  applied  to  the  support  of 
Royalty.  That  money,  again,  which  it 
was  now  proposed  to  spend  upon  one 
family,  would  be  sufficient  to  support 
1.000  decent  couples  with  comfort  in 
their  old  age.  For  his  own  part,  in  that 
House'  he  recognized  no  distinctions  be- 
tween Royal  personages  and  common 
personages — between  rich  and  poor.  The 
first  principle  which  he  had  laid  down 
was  that  the  public  money  of  the  country 
ought  not  to  be  expended  except  in  re- 
turn for  public  services  rendered.  His 
second  principle  was  equally  incontro- 
vertible— namely,  that  when  money  had 
to  be  spent  and  overburdened  taxpayers 
to  be  drawn  upon,  it  should  be  spent 
wisely  and  discreetly,  and  never  wasted 
upon  any  object  when  it  could  be  much 
better  expended  for  nobler  and  better 
purposes. 

Mr.  GLADSTONE :  Sir,  although  I 
have  no  intention  of  attempting  to  criti- 
cize in  their  details  the  speeches  which 
have  been  made  upon  the  Resolution  be- 
fore the  Committee^  yet  I  really  must,  on 
my  own  part,  enter  a  very  strong  protest 
against  some  of  the  language  which  has 
been  used  in  the  course  of  this  short  de- 
bate, and  I  believe  I  enter  that  protest 
also  on  the  part  of  the  enormous  majo- 
rity of  the  Members  of  this  House.  I 
think  it  my  duty,  also,  to  take  very  short 
notice  of  certain  suggestions  which  have 
been  made,  and  of  certain  allegations 
which  appear  to  me  to  be  destitute  of 
any  solid  foundation.  Let  me,  however, 
say,  with  reference  to  the  speech  of  my 
hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  Stoke  (Mr. 
Broadhurst),  that  I  am  quite  sure  he 
need  be  under  no  apprehension  as  to  any 
imputation  upon  his  loyalty  ;  and  I  say 
this  not  alone  on  my  own  behalf,  be- 
cause I  venture  to  state  that  my  right 
hon.  Friend  the  Leader  of  the  Opposi- 
tion had  not  the  slightest  intention  of 
conveying  any  such  imputation  with  re- 
spect to  any  Gentleman  who  might  feel 
it  his  duty  to  vote  against  this  Resolu- 
tion. Then,  Sir,  the  hon.  Member  who 
has  just  sat  down  has  made  a  suggestion, 
and  it  is  that,  by  the  abolition  of  the 
offices  of  a  number  of  noble  Lords 
and  gentlemen  who  form  the  Court  and 
Household  of  Her  Majesty,  we  should 
save  the  money  which  it  is  now  desired 
to  obtain  without  it  being  necessary  to 
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have  recourse  to  the  taxpayers  of  the 
country.  The  opinion  of  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Sunderland  (Mr.  Storey)  is  that 
the  maintenance  of  these  noble  Lords 
and  gentlemen  is  no  part  of  the  dignity 
of  the  Court,  and  contributes  nothing  to 
the  comfort  of  the  Sovereign.  I  will  not 
say  whether  or  not  the  view  of  the  hon. 
Member  is  an  original  one,  or  whether 
it  deserved  consideration  at  the  com- 
mencement of  the  Reign ;  but  I  will 
point  out  that,  by  a  positive  engagement 
contained  in  the  Civil  List  Act,  the  whole 
of  this  Royal  state  and  the  whole  of 
these  Court  and  Household  establish- 
ments are  distinctly  recognized,  and  that 
we  are  not  free  to  touch  them  during 
the  lifetime  of  Her  Majesty  without  a 
distinct  breach  of  faith.  I  will  now  pass 
on  to  the  consideration  of  some  of  the 
observations  which  were  made  by  my 
hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  North- 
ampton (Mr.  Labouchere).  He  stated, 
not  with   perfect  accuracy,  that  these 

f  rants  have  been  invariably  opposed, 
have  had  no  opportunity,  since  my  hon. 
Friend  spoke,  of  going  over  the  list  of 
them ;  but  I  happen  to  hold  in  my  hand 
the  report  of  one  of  those  cases,  when  it 
was  my  duty  to  propose  a  grant  for  the 
marriage  portion  of  Her  Royal  High- 
ness the  Princess  Louise,  and  on  that 
occasion  the  grant  was  made  without 
any  opposition  whatever.  As  far  as  I 
can  trust  my  memory,  I  believe  there 
are  other  instances  of  the  kind. 

Mr.  p.  a.  TAYLOR  said,  he  might, 
peril aps,  be  allowed  to  state  that  he 
opposed  the  Vote  on  the  occasion  re- 
ferred to  by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman, 
and  was  supported  by  two  Members  oif 
the  present  Government. 

Mr.  GLADSTONE  :  I  have  cited 
the  Parliamentary  record  of  the  case 
of  which  I  speak,  and  I  believe  I  have 
accurately  stated  the  matter.  Sir,  my 
hon.  Friend  has  founded  his  argument 
and  his  opposition  to  this  proposal 
mainly  on  a  reference  to  the  declara- 
tions of  Mr.  Fox  and  the  cases  which 
occurred  in  the  reign  of  George  HE. — 
cases  with  which  I  am  and  have  been 
familiar,  and  with  regard  to  which  I 
venture  to  state  that,  in  any  reasonable 
view  of  the  case,  they  have  not  the 
smallest  application  to  the  proposal  now 
before  us.  At  that  time  the  whole  basis 
of  the  Civil  List  was  completely  dif- 
ferent. But  my  hon.  Friend  did  not 
refer  to  the  Civil  List  of  George  III. 

Mr.  Oladsfone 


What  was  its  amount  ?     If  I  remember 
rightly — for  I  have  no   opportunity  of 
referring — it  was  about  £1,000,000,  and 
that  fact  of  itself  might  seem  to  indi- 
cate to  my  hon.  Friend  that  it   was  a 
g^'ant  on  a  totally  different  basis,  and 
entailed  totally  different  obligations.  No 
doubt,  as  I  believe,  Mr.  Fox  was  quite 
right  in  saying  that  at  that  time,  before 
any  demand  was  made  in  Parliament,  it 
was  right  to  inquire  whether  the  Civil 
List  was  sufficient,   and   whether   any 
deficit  could  be  shown.     But  our  con- 
tention  is,  that  upon   the  accession  of 
William  IV.  to  the  Throne  we  passed 
into  an  entirely  different  state   of  ar- 
rangements ;    that  since  that   time  the 
amount  of  the  Civil  List  has  been  regu- 
lated and  its  purposes  defined  by  Com- 
mittees  of  Parliament  ;    and   that  the 
bulk  of  the  money  is  necessary  for  the 
purposes  set  forth.      My  hon.   Friend 
said  that  every  description  of  expendi- 
ture was  provided  for  by  the  Civil  List. 
Sir,  that  statement  is  as  far  as  possible 
from  being  accurate.     My  hon.  Friend 
said  that  the  charities  of  Her  Majesty 
were  provided  for  in  the  Civil  List.    I 
assure  him  that  such  is  not  the  ease, 
and  that  the  small  branch  of  the  Civil 
List  to  which  he  has  referred  has  no 
connection  whatever  with  the  charities 
of  the  Queen,  but  was,  almost  the  whole 
of  it,   applied  to   purposes    essentially 
public,  and,  moreover,  not  even  within 
the  ordinary  personal  discretion  of  Her 
Majesty.   My  hon.  Friend  says  that  Her 
Majesty  has  £100,000  a-year  after  every 
branch  of  possible  expenditure  has  been 
provided  for.  Sir,  that  is  entirely  wrong. 
There  are   very  large  branches  of  ex- 
penditure which  are  totally  unprovided 
for  under  the  three  great  branches  of 
the  Civil  List— namely,    the   offices  of 
Lord  Steward,  Lord  Chamberlain,  and 
Master  of  the  Horse.     It  would  not  he 
becoming  in  me  to  enter  into  detail  upon 
this   subject;    but   I  will   point  to  one 
branch  of  the  expenditure  with  regard 
to  which  my  hon.  Friend  will  feel  the 
force  of  what  I  say.    The  entire  expense 
of  the  education  of  every  Member  of  the 
Royal  Family,    of  the  staff  connected 
with  that  education,  and  the  whole  per- 
sonal expenditure  of  every  one  of  Uie 
Royal  Children,   except   the   Prince  of 
Wales,   has  been  provided  for  by  the 
Queen  from  her  own  personal  resources, 
until  the  time  when,  in  the  event  of 
marriage  in  the  case  of  Princesses^  sod 
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coming  of  age  in  the  case  of  Princes, 
application  has  been  made  to  Parliament 
for  a  grant.  My  hon.  Friend  says  that 
the  savings  of  the  Sovereign  ought  to 
provide  for  these  endowments.  But,  Sir, 
that  is  totally  impossible.  There  are  no 
savings,  and  never  have  been,  and  never 
could  be,  which  would  be  adequate  to 
meet  a  tenth  part  of  them.  The  savings 
of  the  Sovereign  have  never  amounted 
to  any  inordinate  sum,  nor  have  they 
ever  been  considered  a  matter  of  Par- 
liamentary investigation.  I  have  had 
some  knowledge  of  them  in  various 
contingencies  of  official  life ;  but  never 
have  they  seemed  to  me  to  amount 
to  more  than  might  be  well  called 
for  by  the  emergencies  connected  with 
the  position  and  duties  of  the  Queen. 
Were  it  only  the  very  considerable  in- 
equality in  the  position  of  the  various 
Children  of  the  Sovereign  with  respect 
to  wealth,  it  is  quite  obvious  that  it 
would  be  most  undesirable  that  Her 
Majesty  should  be  wholly  deprived  of 
the  means  of  mitigating,  should  she 
think  fit,  that  inequality.  But  my  hon. 
Friend  said  that  we  were  not  bound 
by  the  proceedings  of  previous  Parlia- 
ments ;  that  the  Parliament  of  Lord  Pal- 
merston  might  have  granted  £15,000  to 
a  Member  of  the  Boyal  Family,  but  that 
this  was  no  reason  why  we,  under  altered 
circumstances,  should  not  re-consider  the 
amount.  But,  Sir,  what  is  the  force  of 
that  argument,  taken  in  connection  with 
the  analogy  of  the  times  ?  We  have  been 
considering  a  great  many  things  since 
the  time  of  Lord  Palmerston's  Cabinet, 
and  our  re-consideration  goes  to  the 
augmentation  of  the  expenditure  of 
public  money,  and  not  to  its  diminution. 
My  hon.  Friend  knows  quite  well  that 
all  the  pleas  which  tend  to  govern  these 
decisions  are  pleas  which,  sometimes 
extravagantly,  sometimes  reasonably 
urged,  would  g^  to  make  it  very  doubt- 
ful indeed  whether  it  is  desirable  for  us 
to  begin  this  matter  as  if  it  were  one 
that  had  never  been  decided  at  all,  or, 
on  the  contrary,  whether  we  should  not 
do  much  more  wisely  to  adhere  to  and 
to  tread  in  the  footsteps  of  those  who 
have  gone  before  us.  But  that  upon 
which  I  most  of  all  dwell  is  this.  I 
claim  that  the  cases  quoted  by  my  hon. 
Friend,  of  the  Duke  of  York,  the  Duke 
of  Clarence,  and  the  Duke  of  Cumber- 
land, and  particularly  his  reference  to 
Mr.  Fox,  are  entirely  excluded  from  our 


view,  because  they  applied  to  a  Civil 
List  of  comparatively  very  large  amount, 
perfectly  undefined  and  free  in  its  appli- 
cation; whereas  the  Civil  List  we  are 
now  dealing  with  is  distinctly  devoted, 
defined,  and  applied  under  the  authority 
of  Parliament,  and  the  margin  that 
would  remain  to  the  Queen  is  a  narrow 
one,  out  of  which  it  would  be  absolutely 
impossible  to  draw  the  means  necessary 
for  the  Boyal  Princes  on  their  marriage. 
I  admit  my  hon.  Friend  did  not  misun- 
derstand my  meaning  when  I  stated  that 
there  was  an  honourable  understanding 
that  the  provision  should  fall  upon  Par- 
liament. Undoubtedly,  in  my  opinion, 
it  is  impossible  to  separate  that  from  the 
whole  history  of  the  fixing  of  the  Civil 
List  on  the  two  great  classical  occasions 
of  the  Accessions  of  Her  Majesty  and 
of  Kin^  William  IV.  Therefore,  I  say, 
that  this  honourable  understanding  has 
become  much  more  defined  by  the  course 
of  proceedings  on  many  difiPerent  occa- 
sions when  Parliament  has  had  to  deal 
with  proposals  either  identical  or  analo- 
gous to  this  ;  and  the  proposal  of  my 
Hon.  Friend  amounts  exactly  to  this — 
that  in  the  case  of  the  Duke  of  Albany, 
(Prince  Leopold),  the  last  of  the  Boyal 
Princes,  Parliament  shall,  by  refusing 
this  Vote  of  £10,000  a-year,  place  him 
in  a  position  essentially  different  from 
that  of  the  other  young  Princes,  and 
leave  him  with  little  more  than  half  the 
provision  which  preceding  Parliaments 
have  made  for  the  other  Sons  of  the 
Boyal  Family. 

Mr.  p.  a.  TAYLOB  said,  he  had  for 
the  last  10  or  15  years  opposed  every 
grant  to  the  Boyal  Family.  Perhaps,  on 
the  occasion  referred  to  by  the  right 
hon.  Q^ntleman,  he  might  remember  that 
he  severely  rebuked  him  for  not  taking 
a  division  at  the  proper  time.  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  said  the  Besolution  had 
been  passed,  and  it  was  out  of  the  ques- 
tion to  attempt  to  stultify  the  House  by 
opposing  the  grant  on  the  Bill.  He  did 
not  know  whether  he  would  also  recol- 
lect, but  it  was  a  fact  nevertheless,  that 
on  the  next  occasion  he  again  rebuked 
him  for  taking  the  opposite  course,  and 
said  it  was  a  very  unusual  thing  to  op- 
pose the  Besolution,  and  that  the  oppo- 
sition should  have  been  taken  on  the 
second  reading  of  the  Bill.  It  was  quite 
true  that  the  opposition  on  the  occasion 
referred  to  was  not  nearly  so  numerous 
as  it  was  that  day.     Still,  the  right  hon. 
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Genaeman  would  acknowledge  that  if  —namely,  the  Vote  of  £80,000 ;  but  the 

not  BO  numerouB  it  was,  at  least,  highly  Vote  for  the  annuity  passed  without  any 

respectable,  inasmuch  aa  two  hon.  Mem-  opposition. 

bars  who  voted  with  him  on  that  occasion  Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

now  enjoyed  the  honour  of  sitting  by 

the  aide  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman.  Besolutions  to  be  reported  To-marrov. 

His  hon.  Friend  the  Under  Secretary  of 

State  for  Foreign  Affairs  (Sir  Oharles  PARLIAMENT  —  BUSINESS    OF     THE 

W.  Dilie)  acted  as  Teller  with  him  on  HOUSE  (PUTTING  THE  QUESTION). 

that  occasion  ;  while  the  present  I'ost- 

master  General  had  to  wander  through  bebolution.     AUJouairaD  dkbatk. 

the  Lobby  as  be  best  might.  [thibd  nioht.} 

Question  put.  Order  read,  for  resuming  Adjourned 

™      „         .  .        ..  .,  ,       I          „„-  Debate     on    Amendment    propoeed    to 

The  Committee  A«i»i:-- Ayes  387;  Qu«,tion  r20th  February], 

Noes  42:    Minonty   346.— (Diy.   List,  „        ',       .  ,  „             .    „     a      i__ 

„            ,             ~i        J                 \  -That  when  it  shall  appear  to  Mr.   Speaker, 

110.  00.  J  or  to  the  Chainnan  of  a  Committee  of  the  whole 

,,_,,,„       ,              ,           ..      it  Honso,  durine  any  Debate,  to  be  the  evident 

(I.)  Jf«o(wrf.ThatthoaoDMlrainof  tenthon-  ^^^  ;,  y,^  ^'  „  ^,,  the  Committee,  that 

•and  ponnda  be  mnted  to  Har  Majerty,  out  of  ^^^  QaeeUon  bo  now  put,  ha  may  so  infonn  the 

the   Consohdated  Fond  of  Great  Bntain  and  Houae  or  the  Committee;  and,  if  a  Motion  b. 

Ireland,  towards providinKfor  the  eetabluhment  ^ade  •  That  the  Question  be    now  put,'  Mr. 

of  Hi.  Royal  Hig-hneea  Pnnco  Leopold,  Duke  s^^^„  ^r  the  Chairman,  ehall  forthwith  put 

of  Albany  and  of  Her  Serene  H.ghnee.  PnnceM  ^i^^eetion ;  and,  it  the  >ame  be  decided  in 

Helen  of  Waldeck  and  Pynnoiit,  the  taid  an-  ^^^  affirmative,  the  QueeHon  under  diKanion 

nuity  to  be  settled  on  Hib  Eoval  HighneM  for  ^j^^  j^      ^  forthwith :  Provided  that  the  Que^ 

hie  life,  m  sua  manner  aa  Her  Majesty  may  jj^  ^^  ^^^  ^  decided  in  the  afSrmatiTB,  if  ■ 

tbmk  proper,  and  tp  comme^  from  the  dale  of  Di™ion  be  taken,  unleM  it  ihall  appeal  to  hare 

Uie  Mamage  of  &a  Royal  Highnewmth  Her  j,^  „pported  by   more   than   two    hundrt«l 

Herena  Highnaae  PnnCMB  Helen,  and  to  be  in  Membeii^ir  unleJ  it  shall  appear  to  have  been 

.,iH,.,™   ,.  fh.  »..n,h,  «nw  -n,«v«l  hv  H..  .?    .        ..    ^  j^rty  fiWbera  and  n^- 

i  one  hundred  Memben." — 
iMr.  GUdttmt.) 

(2.)  Motion  made,  and  Question  pro-  And  which  Amendment  was, 

posed.  To  leave  out  from  the  flrtt  word  "  That,"  to 

"  That  Her  Maieaty  be  enabled  to  »ecure  to  t^f  "^^  °t  t>>B  Qoeetion,  in  order  to  add  tbe 

Her  Serene  HighneBB  Prin«iB«  Helen  of  Wal-  "o™*  "no  Rulea  of  Procedure  wiU  be  eatu- 

deck  and  Pyrmont,   for  the   support   of    her  factory  to  this  House  which  confer  the  pown 

dignity,  in  case  she  shaU  survive  His  Boyal  ot  olowng  a  Debate  upon  a  majority  of  Hem- 

Highness,  Prince  Leopold,  Duke  of  Albany,  an  bers,"— (Jfr.  Jfomo«,} 

annual  sum  not  exceeding  six  thousand  pounds  — instead  thereof. 

during  her  life." — (Mr.  Olailtttmt.)  „         .                                      <,..,, 
Question  again  proposed,  "  That  tha 

Mb.  LABOUOHEEE  said,  he  thought  words  '  when  it    snail  appear  to  Mr. 

it  hardly  necessary  to  put  the  Committee  Speaker,'  stand  part  of  the  Question." 

***■  V'^V'^fl*'^*  **■'  ^'"iT.vTlu     fn  Debate  r«u».«i. 
might  be  taken  for  granted  that  the  42 

Members  who  had  opposed  the  first  Mb.  BEBESFOBD  HOPE:  W< 
BesolutioD  would  oppose  this ;  but  he  have  now  reached  a  stage  in  the  debata 
did  not  think  it  necessary  to  divide  the  when  we  nan  consider  the  proposals 
Oommittee  upon  it.  of  the  Garernment  as  presented  in  dif- 
Ub. GLADSTONE:  I  am  exceedingly  fereut  lights  by  the  two  leading  Mem- 
glad  that  the  hon.  Member  is  satisfied  hers  of  the  Government — the  Prime 
with  having  testified  his  conviction  upon  Minister  and  the  noble  Marquess  the 
this  subject,  and  that  he  will  abstain  Member  for  North-East  Lanoashire  (the 
from  dividing  the  Oommittee  a^ain.  I  Marquess  of  Hartington).  We  bars 
may  take  this  opportunity  of  saying  that  also  the  advantage  of  the  independent 
I  was  perfectly  accurate iu  what  I  stated  judgment  of  one  who,  though  not  oa 
in  regard  to  the  proposal  of  an  annuity  the  Treasury  Bench,  is  looked  upon  ai 
for  the  Princess  Louise.  The  opposition  one  of  the  Leaders  of  the  Liberal  Party 
of  the  bon.  Member  for  Leicester  (Mr.  — my  rii^ht  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for 
P.  A.  Taylor)  was  on  a  subsequent  ooca-  Eipon  fMr.  Qoschen).  In  reference  to 
sion  and  upon  another  part  of  the  grant  the  Prime  Minister's  speech,  I  sbill 
Hr.  P.  A.  Taylor 


™reu«  xiigim™  ^rm,™  unian,  ^--J"  ■«  '"  Members,  or  unless  it  si 

^dibon   to  the  annuity  now  enjoyed  by  m«  oppoeed  by  lew  than  f< 

Boval  Highnesa  under  the  Act  of  the  Uurty-  p^STi,y'„,o„  than  on 

eighth  year  of  Her  present  Majesty.  ?;;,_  auoti^niA 
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chiefly  deal  with  two  points,  which  I 
may  call  external  arguments,  offered 
by  him  in  favour  of  the  proposed 
change.  The  first  of  these  is  the  argu- 
ment derived  from  the  practice — not  the 
uniform  practice,  but  the  frequent  one — 
of  certain  foreign  Parliaments.  I  con- 
fess I  set  little  value  on  such  precedents. 
I  refuse  to  accept  as  guide  for  this 
Imperial  Assembly  the  action  of  those 
miscellaneous  Bodies  whose  Members 
sit  down  to  play  at  lawmaking  at  2 
o'clock  and  rise  to  eat  and  to  drink  at  5. 
Very  likely  they  have  the  cldture  in 
the  Servian  Parliament ;  but  they  have 
something  else  in  the  Servian  Parlia- 
ment. We  have  lately  read  that  in  the 
Servian  Parliament  they  have  made  a 
great  discovery  in  the  art  of  obstruction, 
which  I  admire  very  much.  It  was 
made  by  the  Kadical  Members  there, 
and  I  respectfully  recommend  it  to  the 
Radicals  of  this  House  for  their  imi- 
tation. The  Badicals  of  Servia  have 
thrown  up  their  seats  in  a  body,  and 
so  stopped  the  work  of  the  Session. 
Seriously  speaking,  I  am  sorry  and 
indignant  that  England,  the  **  Mother 
of  Parliaments,"  the  country  from 
which  all  others  have  derived  their 
lessons  of  Parliamentary  Procedure — all 
except  the  ancient,  Constitutional  coun- 
tries of  Sweden  and  Hungary,  where 
the  cldture  does  not  exist — should  con- 
descend to  borrow  this  undesirable  sys- 
tem from  such  mushroom  imitators.  I 
have  been  in  the  House  many  years, 
and  during  that  time  have  heard  many 
things  that  have  surprised  me,  and  some 
which  have  pleased  me,  but  have  been 
seldom  more  surprised  than  on  hearing 
the  strange  passage  at  the  latter  end  of 
the  speech  of  the  Secretary  of  State  for 
India,  in  which  he  condescended  to  per- 
sonalities; and  I  asked  myself,  Is  it 
dignified  for  a  Leader,  and  within  the 
laws  of  fair  Parliamentary  fighting  that, 
unprovoked,  and  without  rhyme  or 
reason,  but  simply  to  furnish  an  epi- 
grammatic argument,  and  to  raise  the 
feelings  of  the  House  ad  invidiam^  hon. 
Members  who  had  not  uttered  a  word, 
but  who  cared  for  particular  questions, 
should  be  picked  out  and  held  up — 
they  and  their  favourite  subjects — to 
ridicule  by  the  Indian  Secretary,  with 
the  implied  argument — '*Give  me  the 
cldture  and  I  will  put  down  these  four 
bores."  The  Minister  invoked  the  House 
to  give  him  the  cloture  so  that  he  might 


crush  and  suspend  the  four  Members 
whom  he  thought  unpopular  on  his  side 
of  the  House.  That  was  unfair  and  un- 
generous, and,  what  was  worse,  it  was 
very  unwise,  for  it  revealed  his  hand. 
Even  more  unwise  was  that  threat  of  a 
resignation  with  which  the  noble  Lord 
shotted  his  ridicule.  The  noble  Lord 
ought  to  have  seen  he  was  recommend- 
ing a  proposal  that  we  certainly  do  not 
love  on  this  side  of  the  House,  and 
which,  I  believe,  is  very  little  loved  on 
the  other  side.  If  he  had  shown  judg- 
ment as  well  as  vigour ;  if  he  had  not 
given  way  to  that  **  unruly  member " 
of  his  ;  if  he  had  not  loosed  rein  to  that 
steeplechase  helter-skelter,  he  would  not 
have  taken  the  House  into  the  confidence 
of  the  scorpions  that  are  being  prepared 
in  the  Government  menagerie  to  scourge 
us  with.  With  regard  to  the  cldture,  since 
that  speech  all  the  rose-coloured  antici- 
pations of  the  right  hon.  Member  for 
Bipon  are  passed  and  gone.  There  is, 
as  the  noble  Lord  told  us,  a  budget  of 
promises  upon  which  the  present  Gt)vern- 
ment  came  into  power  after  the  last 
Gt)neral  Election  still  unredeemed,  and 
these  can  not  be  carried  out  except  by 
the  cldture ;  so  he  brandished  it  before 
our  eyes,  that  if  we  do  not  accept  the 
Hesolution  in  all  its  details  we  are  to 
have  the  unfortunate  calamity  of  a  Minis- 
terial resignation.  What  consistency  is 
there  in  that?  How  can  Government 
partizans  say  that  this  measure  is  raised 
above  the  range  of  Party  politics,  when 
they  are  told  they  must  accept  it  under 
such  a  menace  as  that  uttered  by  the 
noble  Lord  ?  He  has  said,  in  effect,  that 
if  they  do  not  give  him  the  power  of 
crushing  any  Member  who  might  fall 
under  his  displeasure,  they  must  expect 
to  see  the  resignation  of  the  Treasury 
Bench.  But,  forewarned  forearmed.  We 
have  been  told  that  obstruction,  delay, 
and  all  that  sort  of  thing,  have  become 
so  intolerable  that  something  drastic 
must  be  done.  The  truth  is,  however,  that 
the  solid  debates  on  successive  stages  of 
large  Bills  are  not  those  which  waste 
and  extend  a  Session.  They  may  seem 
tedious  to  the  casual  reader,  for  he  finds 
his  paper  for  four  or  five  days  crammed 
with  columns  of  close  printed-speeches, 
when  he  was  looking  out  for  the  last 
murder  at  Wimbledon,  or  the  newest 
swindling  conspiracy  at  Birmingham. 
It  is,  as  1  shall  show,  the  miscellaneous 
Business,  and  the  intermediate  stages, 

I  Third  Night.\ 
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which  are  chiefly  responsible  for  delay. 
Even  for  these  lengthy  debates,  much 
blame  lies  at  the  door  of  the  loose  habit 
which  Ministers  have  fallen  into  of 
speaking  at  any  time  in  a  debate,  and 
of  jumping  up  when  they  are  least 
expected.  If  a  little  more  attention  was 
paid  to  the  time-honoured  etiquette  of 
the  two  Leaders  always  closing  the  de- 
bates, it  would  be  far  more  manageable. 
That  was  the  true  oldture  ;  and  I  myself 
am  for  this  old-fashioned  cldlure  of  the 
English  Parliament — the  oldture  of  a 
close  understanding  and  friendly  com- 
munication between  the  two  Parties. 
No  doubt,  when  the  Leaders  had  sat 
down,  we  should,  from  time  to  time,  see 
some  irrepressible  orator  trespass  on  the 
course,  like  the  dog  on  the  Derby  day ; 
but  the  House,  if  true  to  its  old  tradi- 
tions, could  easily  deal  with  that  obstruc- 
tion. I  must  now  turn  to  the  second  of  the 
external  arguments  of  my  right  hon. 
Friend  the  Prime  Minister  against  what 
he  termed  *' artificial  majorities,"  when 
he  insisted  that  grave  historical  events 
had  been  shaped  in  this  House  by  the 
narrowest  majorities.  This  argument 
breaks  down  at  the  very  point  at  which, 
to  have  any  value,  it  ought  to  be  par- 
ticularly strong.  Of  such  divisions  two 
things  can  always  be  predicated.  They 
are  the  ultimate  result  of  a  series  of 
events  which  have  worked  up  to  the  final 
stage,  and  they  are  reached  at  the  mo- 
ment when  some  conclusion  has  become 
inevitable.  Also  the  result  of  any  divi- 
sion is  a  result  proportioned  to  the 
largeness  or  the  narrowness  of  the 
majority.  Both  these  conditions  are 
distinctly  reversed  in  the  use  of  the 
eldture.  It  is  intended  to  be  like  a  night 
ambush  in  some  Irisli  lane  sprung  upon 
the  wayfarer  when  he  least  expects  it. 
The  cldlure,  moreover,  is  simply  the 
question  of  **  Divide,"  or  **  Not  divide;  " 
and,  therefore,  necessarily  devoid  of  any 
variety  and  gradation  of  results,  such  as 
the  variety  and  gradation  attaching,  as  I 
have  shown,  to  the  results  of  a  division  on 
the  subject-matter  of  a  question,  accord- 
ing to  the  relative  proportions  of  the  two 
sides.  What  is  the  case — to  quote  from  my 
ri^lit  hon.  Friend's  instances — when  a  Mi- 
nistry goes  out,  from  being  beaten  by  a  nar- 
row majority,  and  then  comes  in  again  ? 
The  very  narrow  majority  was  strong 
enough  to  turn  out  the  Government,  but 
it  was  not  strong  enough  to  keep  it  out. 
When  my  right  hon.  Friend  resigned  for 

Mr.  Armford  Jiqpe 


a  few  days  after  the  division  on  the  mat- 
ter of  University  education  in  Ireland, 
there  the  narrow  majority  led   to  his 
temporary  resignation,  but  it  did  not 
lead  to  the  destruction  of  the  GK)vem- 
ment.    In  the  e/dture  there  is  no  grada- 
tion and  no  difference ;  so  the  analogy 
breaks  down  at  a  point  where  it  ought 
to  be  most  strong  and  most  reliable.  My 
right  hon.  Friend  the  Prime  Minister 
dealt  with  the  matter  with  great  zeal, 
and  no  doubt  with  the  'utmost  sincerity, 
in  his  desire  to  remove  it  from  the  arena 
of  Party  politics.     He  went  so  far  as  to 
express  his  desire  that  the  adture  might 
not  be  regarded  as  one  of  the  triumphs 
of  his  own  Government ;  and  my  right 
hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  Bipon  was 
fairly  captivated  and  carried  away  by  the 
statements  of  the  Prime  Minister.    I  al- 
ways b'ke  to  hear  my  right  hon.  Friend 
the  Member  for  Hipon,  for  he  is  a  man  who 
has  held  high  Office,  and  yet  remains  in- 
genuous.   But  he  need  not  have  been  so 
superfluously  indignant  with  the   hon. 
Member  for  Brighton ;  and  if  be  had 
delayed  one  more  night,   and   spoken 
after  the  Secretary  of  State  for  India, 
his  indignation  might  have  even  to  him- 
self seemed  groundless.     The  speech  of 
the  Secretary  of  State  for  India  was 
pitched  in  a  very  different  key  from 
that  of  the  Prime  Minister  or  the  right 
hon.   Member  for  Bipon.     The  Prime 
Minister  had  brought  out  the  heroine 
of  the  hour  and  conducted  her  to  the 
stage  lifiphts  tricked  out  in  the   allure- 
ments of  an  artificial  beauty.     The  Se- 
cretary for  India  has  shown  her  to  us  as 
she  is  on  the  conclusion  of  the  perform- 
ance, the  rouge  washed  from  her  wrin- 
kled   cheeks,    the    Boyal    mantle    ex- 
changed  for    the    well-used    dressing- 
gown,  the  curls  remanded  to  the  wig-box. 
We  have  been  pelted  with  statements 
of  the  length  to  which  modern  debates 
have  ran — 58   days,   I  think,    for  the 
Irish  Land  Act  of  last  Session.     There 
is  a  great  deal  of  mystification   about 
these  figures.     A  particular  subject  may 
have  lasted  for  so  many  days ;  but  it  is  a 
subject  made  up  of  many  debates,  and 
for  each  of  these  debates,  if  the  argu- 
ment is  worth  anything,  a  separate  clA- 
ture  would  be  needed,  while  each  eidi^e 
would    assuredly    produce    debates   at 
future   stages  which   would    otherwise 
never  have  been  thought  of.     By  oat- 
ting  off  six  or    eight   speeches  at  any 
stage  of  a  discussion   we   may  bring 
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the  end  of  a  debate  nearer,  but  we 
shall  not  bring  the  Prorogation  nearer. 
We  shall  simply  turn  into  the  wilder- 
ness disappointed  orators,  dumb  and 
desperate.  Then,  considering  that,  as 
in  the  case  of  worms,  zoophytes,  and 
other  humble  types  of  animal  life,  ob- 
struction propagates  itself  by  section, 
these  six  or  eight  stifled  speeches  will 
merely  be  transmuted,  ana  they  will 
come  up  on  Amendments  in  Committee. 
Each  will,  again,  have  its  satellites — 
the  one  or  two  speeches  which  must 
be  listened  to  on  each  Amendment  in 
Committee  before  even  the  most  ruthless 
application  of  the  eldture.  One  Member 
of  the  present  Goyemment  commenced 
his  political  life  with  the  programme  of 
the  "three  F's" — not  the  new  Irish 
imitation,  but  the  real  old  "  three 
F's"— Free  Church,  Free  Land,  Free 
Education.  O  follows  F,  and  it  seems 
as  if  the  President  of  the  Board  of 
Trade  has  added  a  fourth  item  to  his 
programme  —  ''  Gagged  Parliaments." 
Now,  I  turn  to  the  words  of  the  Resolu- 
tion, and  to  the  manner  in  which  it  pro- 
poses to  deal  with  Mr.  Speaker.  On 
this  branch  of  the  subject  we  all  feel 
how  easy  it  is  to  speak  our  minds,  from 
the  impossibility  of  anyone  confounding 
you,  Sir,  with  that  Speaker  of  the 
future  whom  the  Besolution  tends  to  set 
up.  Our  only  apprehension,  Sir,  is  lest 
you  should  be  the  last  of  that  glorious 
line  of  Speakers  of  our  old  Free  Parlia- 
ment. The  object  of  the  oldlure  is  to 
make  us  all  feel  that  we  are  walking 
with  the  headsman  behind  us.  I  appeal 
to  you.  Sir,  whether  a  House  of  Com- 
mons pervaded  with  this  dread  can  be 
what  the  House  of  Commons  once  was  ? 
The  Kesolution  proposes — 

"  That  when  it  shall  appear  to  Mr.  Speaker, 
or  to  the  Chairman  of  a  Committee  of  the 
whole  House,  daring  any  debate,  that  the  evi- 
dent sense  of  the  House  is  " — 

And  so  on.  But  how  is  the  evident  sense 
to  be  ascertained  ?  When  the  Prime  Mi- 
nister proposed  the  Besolution  he  assured 
us  it  was  not  to  be  noise  or  the  absence  of 
noise  that  was  to  show  what  the  sense 
of  the  House  was.  It  must  then  be,  I 
suppose,  some  interior  sense — one  of 
those  strange,  mysterious  qualities,  which 
Theologians  and  Scotch  Philosophers  as- 
sert exists  in  the  human  mind — that  is  to 
guide  Mr.  Speaker  in  his  conclusion.  But 
who  has  ever  heard  of  the  interior,  super- 
material  sense  existing  in  the  Speaker- 


ship?    I    do  not    think  any  Speaker 
would  ever  confess  to  being  guided  in 
that  way.   He  might  rise  from  his  Chair, 
and  call  on  the  House  to  vote  the  eidture^ 
with  the  declaration — ''  Divinare  etanim 
magnuB  donavit  Apollo. ^^     But  a  profane 
House  would  ask  itself — ''  Who  is  the 
Speaker's  Apollo  ?  "  And,  with  or  with- 
out an  Apollo,  what  will  the  Speaker 
have  to  declare  ?    He  will  have  to  declare 
that  the  evident  sense  of  the  House  is 
that  the  debate  should  be  terminated ; 
and  if,  on  the  consequent  division,  301 
vote  for,  and  300  against,  the  termina- 
tion, the  evident  sense  of  the  House  will 
be  the  quotient  of  the  subtraction  sum — 
300  from  301.   Clearly,  the  Speaker  will 
have  to  act  by  some  process  of  reasoning ; 
and  would  it  not  be  possible  to  presume 
that  a  future  Speaker  might  say  to  himself 
— ''I  know  the  House  is  evenly  balanced. 
The  senior  Member  for  Canterbury,  I  am 
sure,  is  for  closing  the  debate,  and  the 
junior  Member  for  Canterbury  for  going 
on.     I  will  watch  the  two ;  and  if  the 
senior  Member  walks  out,  I  shall  get  up 
and  declare  the  evident  sense  to  be  for 
a  division."     So,  then,  the  evident  sense 
will  resolve   itself   into  the  chance   of 
which  Member  for  Canterbury  may  sit 
out  longest.     Surely  no  Speaker  would 
commit  himself  to  such  a  hazard.  It  is  im- 
possible to  suppose  he  would  rely  on  his 
unassisted  sagacity.    Those  who  remem- 
ber their  ** Gulliver'*  will  recollect  that 
the  men  in  authority  at  Laputa  entertained 
as  prominent  members  of  their  official 
staff  gentlemen  called  "Flappers,"  whose 
duties    were    to  find    their    Chiefs    in 
memory  and  in  thoughts.      No  doubt, 
Mr.  Speaker  of  Laputa  had  his  '*  Flap- 
per;" and  our  Speaker  of   the  future 
must  equally  have  his.     I  have  thought 
of  an  Amendment,  which  would,  I  be- 
lieve, make  this  Eesolution  run   much 
more  ship-shape,  according  to  its  In- 
ventor's intentions ;  but  I  fear  that  if  I 
propose  it  I  shall  be  called  an  **  Obstruc- 
tionist ; "  and  I  live  in  terror  of  the  noble 
Lord  the  Secretary  of  State  for  India — 
for  I  am  sure  that  he  will  rush  out  and 
collar  me,  and  gibbet  me.      But  it  may 
help  the  Prime  Minister,  if  I  read  what  I 
suggest — 

"  That  when  it  shall  appear  to  Mr.  Speaker, 
or  to  the  Chairman  of  a  Committee  of  the  whole 
House,  during  any  debate,  upon  information 
privately  conveyed  to  him  by  one  of  the  Secre- 
taries to  the  Treasury,  to  be  the  errideat  mum 
of  the  House  "— 
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And  80  forth.  The  mode  of  procedure 
shadowed  forth  in  these  words  will 
surely  come.  You,  Sir,  would  shut 
your  ears  to  any  such  suggestion  from  a 
Secretary  to  the  Treasury ;  but  I  cannot 
have  that  confidence  in  your  Successors 
elected  under  the  conditions  created  by 
this  New  Rule.  Personally,  they  may 
wish  to  be  thoroughly  fair ;  but  no  man 
can  be  greater  in  action  than  the  con- 
ditions of  his  Office  allow  him  to  be. 
The  Speaker  of  the  future  will  be  the 
nominee  of  the  man  who  makes  the 
Ministry,  so  will  also  the  Whip  be ;  and, 
with  this  Besolution  existing  to  shape 
the  Speaker's  relations  both  to  House 
and  to  Minister,  it  is  impossible  not  to 
assume  that  the  Minister  will  select 
Speaker  and  Whip  at  the  same  time  and 
in  relation  to  each  other,  so  as  to  work 
the  oi6tur$  for  the  benefit  of  the  Ad- 
ministration. I  must  conclude  by  re- 
peating a  question.  The  oldture  may  ad- 
vance some  divisions ;  but  will  it  advance 
the  Prorogation  ?  I  do  not  believe  it, 
for  its  inevitable  tendency  is  to  multiply 
these  wrangles,  which  go  much  further 
to  protract  the  Session  than  any  solid 
serious  debate,  however  lengthy.  It  will 
— slowly,  it  may  be,  but  surely — emascu- 
late Parliament ;  it  will  destroy  the  high 
quality  of  the  debates,  and  make  the 
House  the  facile  engine  of  administra- 
tive chicane.  And  even  for  the  objects 
which  it  is  intended  to  meet  it  will  prove 
itself  worse  than  useless,  for  it  will 
produce  phases  of  Obstruction  more  ex- 
travagant than  any  which  have  yet 
taken  root  among  us.  We  have  heard 
of  the  cldture  in  America ;  but  we  have 
also  heard  there  of  **  filibustering." 
What  is  meant  by  *' filibustering  V  " 
Why,  Obstruction  brought  up  to  its  most 
scientific  form.  I  shall  give  to  the  Mo- 
tion my  most  decided  opposition ;  for  I 
believe  that  it  will  lower  the  character 
of  Parliament,  vulgarize  the  tone  of  our 
debates,  and  imperil  our  independence, 
without  conducing  one  whit  to  the  better 
performance  of  the  duties  of  the  House. 
Mr.  WALTER  said,  he  felt  that,  after 
the  quaint  and  humorous  speech  of  the 
right  hon .  Gentleman  opposite  ( Mr.  Beres- 
ford  Hope),  he  rose  to  address  the  House 
at  some  disadvantage.  He  had  neither 
the  ability  nor  the  inclination  at  that  mo- 
ment to  take  the  amusing  and  comical 
view  of  the  matter  which  his  right  hon. 
Friend  had  taken.  He  intended  to  treat 
the  question  gravely  ;  but  he  admitted 

Mr.  Bwnfyrd  Hope 


that,  perhaps,  it  was  not  a  disadvantage 
in  a  debate  such  as  the  present  to  have 
the    g^ave    as    well  as  the   humorooB 
aspect  of  the  subject  presented  to  the 
House.    He  rose  to  address  the  House 
because  he  thought  that  the  issue  in- 
volved in  the  debate,  although  a  very 
narrow  one,  when  closely  examined  was 
of    a    supremely    important  character, 
involving  as  it  did  the  rights  and  privi- 
leges of  Members  as  they  had  hitherto 
been  understood.     The  question,  as  it 
presented  itself  to  his  mind,  was  this — 
whether,  admitting  the  principle  of  the 
cldture  in  some  form  to  be  necessary,  the 
power  of  closing  a  debate  ought  to  be 
lodged  in    the  hands    of  the    House, 
viewed  as  a  collective  Assembly,  or  to  be 
intrusted,  as  he  contended  it  was  capable 
of    being   intrusted   according    to    the 
terms  of  the  Resolution,  to  the  dominant 
majority  of  a  Party?     He  hoped  hon. 
Members  would  not  bring  a  charge  of 
egotism  against  him  if   for  a  moment 
he  referred  to  his  past  career.     He  had 
sat  in  the  House,  with  a  short  interval, 
since  the  year  1847.     There  were  jost 
12  Members  left  of  those  who  entered 
the  House  when  he  did,  or  who  were  in 
it  before  that  time  —  just  a  sufficient 
number  to  constitute  a  common  jury; 
and  he  would  venture  to  say  that  he  felt 
confident  that  if  he  were  tried  by  that 
jury  on  any  general  charge  of  obstrac- 
tiveness,   he  would  be  honourably  ac- 
quitted.    He  did  not  scruple,  however, 
to  say  that,  should  he  find  himself  at 
any  future  time  the  victim  of  the  cJdtwr$ 
under  circumstances  which  he  believed 
to  be  perfectly  possible  if  the  present 
Resolution  were  carried,  he  would  not 
be   surprised  to   find   himself    turning 
Obstructive  at  the  fng-end  of  his  Parlia- 
mentary life.     He  had  in  great  measure 
been  led  to  make  that  remark  in  conse- 
quence of  the  observations  of  the  noble 
Marquess  the  Secretary   of    State  for 
India  in  the   very  remarkable   speech 
delivered  the  other  night.      The  noble 
Marquess  then  made  a  statement  which, 
he  said,  would  startle  new  Members  of 
that  House.     The  noble  Marquess  was 
more  remarkable  for  uttering  very  sen- 
sible opinions  than  for  uttering  startling 
ones ;  out  on  the  occasion  to  which  he 
had  referred  the  noble  Lord  gave  utter- 
ance to  a  doctrine  to  which  he  attached 
extreme  weight,  because  he  said  it  in- 
volved  a  principle  the  importance  of 
which  it  was  impossible  to  exaggerate— 
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namely,  not  only  that  the  time  of  the 
House  was  the  property  of  the  House, 
and  not  of  individual  Members — a  prin- 
ciple in  which  he  (Mr.  Walter)  entirely 
concurred — but  that  no  Member  of  the 
House  had  any  personal  right  to  speak 
in  that  House.     That  seemed  to  him  to 
be  a  doctrine  involving  a  question  which 
was,  perhaps,  better  fitted  for  discussion 
in  a  Chamber  of  philosophers  than  in 
one  composed  of  practical  men — namely, 
'*  What  natural  rights  belonged  to  men 
in  a  state  of  social  life  ?  "     He  did  not 
propose  to  enter  minutely  into  that  ques- 
tion ;    but  the  noble  Marquess  having 
challenged  any  difference  of  opinion  on 
the  subject,  he  felt  disposed  to  ask  in 
what  sense  he  contended  that  a  private 
Member  who  was   sent  to  Parliament 
because  he  was  supposed  to  be  capable 
of  taking  part  in  their  deliberations,  by 
speech  as  well  as  by  vote,  had  no  personal 
right  to  open  his  mouth  ?    No  doubt,  if 
the  noble  Marquess  merely  contended 
that  no  one  could  put  forward  his  own 
personal  or  natural  rights  in  opposition 
to  those  which  every  society  and  body 
of  men  prescribed  for  their  own  conve- 
nience and  the  general  welfare,  he  was 
uttering   a  truism.     If,   however,   the 
noble  Marquess  contended  that  it  was 
only  by  the  favour  of  the  House  that 
any  Member  had  a  right  to  speak,  he 
challenged  his  doctrine.     The  true  posi- 
tion was  that  a  Member  who  entered  the 
House  had  a  natural  right  of  speech, 
limited  only  by  such  Rules  as  the  House 
had  laid  down,  not  arbitrarily  or  capri- 
ciously, but  equitably  and  justly.      If 
that  was  what  the  noble  Marquess  meant, 
well  and  good  ;  but  if  he  went  beyond 
that,  he  (Mr.  Walter)  could  not  agree 
with  him.     Now,  there  was  one  thing 
connected  with  the  Kesolution  under  the 
consideration  of  hon.  Members  which  he 
could  not  help  referring  to — namely,  the 
singular  place  which  the  Motion  occupied 
in  the  list  of  the  Eesolutions  which  had 
been  presented  to  the  House  for  con- 
sideration.    Why  it  should  have  been 
placed  first  instead  of  last,  as  it  ought 
to  have   been  if   the  logical  sequence 
of   thiQgs    had    been    adhered   to,   he 
failed  to  understand.     It  was  a  Keso- 
lution    for    putting   a   stop   to    discus- 
sion, for  bringing  about  the   division 
which  would  be  the  termination   of  a 
particular  stage  of  a  mesMure  already 
introduced;  and  therefore  he  should  have 
thought  that  the  other  Eesolutions — all 


of  which  were  more  or  less  connected 
with  the  removal  of  obstructions  in  the 
way  of  the  introduction  of  measures — 
ought  to  have  been  disposed  of  first. 
The  Poet  Laureate,  whose  muse  he  could 
not  help  thinking  must  have  been  in- 
spired by  the  achievements  of  the  right 
hon.  G-entleman  at  the  head  of  the  Go- 
vernment, had  lately  sung  as  follows: — 

**  May  Freedom's  oak  for  ever  live. 
With  larger  life  from  day  to  day ; 
That  man's  the  true  Conservative 
Who  lops  the  mouldered  branch  away." 

Why,  he  asked,  had  not  the  Prime 
Minister  addressed  himself  to  the  task 
of  lopping  away  those  mouldering 
branches  which  everybody  knew  to  be 
the  real  cause  of  the  difficulty  with 
which  the  House  had  now  to  deal,  in- 
stead of  adopting,  in  his  woodman's 
character,  the  dangerous  course  of  lay- 
ing the  axe  to  the  root  of  the  tree  ? 
Now,  he  should  like  very  briefly  indeed 
to  state  his  own  particular  misgivings, 
and  where  he  thought  the  real  solution 
was  to  be  found  in  deeding  with  this 
very  difficult  subject.  He  thought  there 
had  been  some  confusion  of  terms  in 
the  language  employed.  His  right  hon. 
Friend  (Mr.  Beresford  Hope)  had  men- 
tioned one — namely,  the  difficulty  of 
determining  what  was  the  ''  evident 
sense  "  of  the  House.  He  thought  there 
was  another  difficulty  in  determining  in 
what  sense  the  word  ''House"  itself 
was  used,  because  **  House "  might 
mean,  and  did  mean,  two  different  things. 
It  might  mean  the  collective  assembly 
of  English  Gentlemen  met  together  and 
discussing  matters  according  to  Bules 
contrived  for  mutual  convenience ;  or  it 
might  mean  the  House  regarded  as  two 
hostile  camps  drawn  up  in  battle  array, 
and  ready  to  dispute  a  question  at  the 
sword's  point.  And  let  him  make  this 
remark — it  had  been  forced  upon  him 
by  the  observation  of  many  years.  If 
he  had  to  regard  the  House  in  a  sense 
of  a  large  assembly  of  English  Gentle- 
men, he  knew  that  in  the  honour  and 
the  spirit  of  fair  play  of  the  House  he 
could  have  perfect  confidence.  If,  how- 
ever, he  regarded  the  House  as  two 
Parties  bent  upon  their  own  objects,  and 
with  a  view  to  dislodging  each  other 
from  those  opposite  Benches,  the  case 
was  totally  different.  No  man  who  un- 
derstood human  nature  could  place  con- 
fidence in  the  fairness  of  the  House  re- 
garded in  that  light.  Those  who  thought 
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with  him  on  this  subject  were  oftcu 
asked  why,  when  they  admitted  the 
right  of  a  bare  majority  to  pass  such 
measures  as  the  Habeas  Corpus  Act, 
which  was  carried  by  a  majority  of  1, 
or  the  Reform  Bill ;  to  turn  out  Govern- 
ments, and  perform  other  achieyements 
of  that  kind  ;  to  decide  questions  of  peace 
and  war,  finance  and  taxation — why  the 
same  principle  should  not  be  applied  to 
the  cldture  f  He  would  anst^er  that 
question.  He  thought  he  could  give  a 
satisfactory  answer.  The  answer  was 
this.  In  those  great  Party  fights  to 
which  they  were  accustomed,  when  the 
two  sides  were  drawn  up  in  battle  array 
— when  the  object  was  victory — when 
the  prize  was  Office — when  some  im- 
portant political  question  was  at  stake — 
the  element  of  fair  play  did  not  enter 
at  all.  It  could  not  enter.  It  had  no 
business  there.  It  was  said  that  in  war 
and  love  everything  was  fair.  So  it  was 
in  political  fights  in  that  House.  There 
was  no  idea  of  fair  play.  The  idea 
would  be  an  absurdity ;  men  fought  for 
victory.  But  when  they  came  to  deal 
with  questions  affecting  the  personal 
convenience,  the  rights  and  interests,  not 
of  one  Party,  but  of  the  whole  House 
collectively,  the  case  was  totally  different. 
They  must  be  guided  by  principles  of 
equity ;  they  must  be  guided  by  justice  ; 
they  must  not  attempt  to  shut  men's 
mouths,  to  choke  them  off  from  the  right 
to  join  in  debates.  The  whole  thing  de- 
pended upon  this — were  they  to  recog- 
nize the  element  of  fair  play  in  dealing 
with  this  subject  ?  The  Prime  Minister 
had  recognized  it  indirectly  when  he  used 
such  language  as  this — ''Can  you  con- 
ceive that  Mr.  Speaker  or  any  Party  in 
this  House  would  be  so  rash  and  un- 
reasonable as  not  to  give  fair  play  to 
people  who  wished  to  speak?"  That 
language  was  not  held  with  regard  to 
divisions  on  questions  of  reform,  of  con- 
fidence in  Ministers,  on  questions  of 
peace  or  war,  because,  as  he  had  said, 
the  question  of  fair  play  did  not  enter 
into  the  subject.  Therefore,  he  con- 
tended that  it  was  absolutely  necessary 
for  the  protection  of  the  rights  of  Mem- 
bers of  the  House — for  the  protection  of 
freedom  of  debate — that  the  question  of 
fair  play  should  be  recognized,  not  only 
indirectly  in  the  speeches  of  Ministers, 
but  either  expressly  by  the  use  of  such 
Iftngnage  as  was  intended  to  carry  it  out, 
or  oy  the  adoption  of  such  proportional 
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majorities  as  would  put  the  matter  be- 
yond all  doubt.  What  he  was  afraid  of 
in  this  matter  was  this.  The  tendency 
of  majorities  on  the  question  of  the 
eldture  would  be  to  grow  smaller  by  de- 
grees and  beautifully  less.  Take  the 
case  of  a  House  of  500  Members  when 
the  questiop  of  the  cldture  was  raised. 
They  might  at  first  have  a  majority  of 
100.  He  dared  say  the  Speaker  of  the 
day  would  be  very  cautious  not  to  try  it 
until  he  could  reckon  on  a  majority  of 
100.  The  next  majority  might  be  90, 
then  80,  60,  50,  and  so  on.  Where  were 
they  to  stop?  Where  were  they  to  draw 
the  line  in  determining  what  was  "  the 
evident  sense  of  the  House?''  There 
was  an  old  Latin  proverb  which  warned 
people  to  beware  of  giving  up  rights 
and  privileges — '*  Cave  de  reeigHationi- 
hueV  And  they  all  remembered  how  in 
the  case  of  the  foolish  old  King,  who 
when  he  gave  away  his  dominion  to  his 
daughters,  reserved  for  himself  a  retinue 
of  100  knights,  he  was  addressed  by  one 
of  them — Qoneril — who  said — 

"  What  need  you  five-and-twentj,  ten,  or  five. 
To  follow  in  a  house  where  twice  so  many 
Have  a  command  to  tend  you  ?  '* 

Well,  that  was  the  sort  of  language 
which  the  Speaker  might  use.  Suppose 
the  case  came  to  a  tie.  Suppose  there 
was  a  tie  in  a  House  of  500 — on  which 
side  was  Mr.  Speaker  to  give  the  casting 
vote  ?  Might  he  not  say,  in  the  words 
of  the  daughter  of  King  Lear,  ''  What 
need  one  ?"  The  point  upon  which  he 
was  most  anxious  was  the  one  to  which 
his  right  hon.  Friend  referred — namely, 
the  importance  of  maintaining  the  abso- 
lute freedom  of  discussion  in  that  House 
in  great  debates.  Personally,  he  cared 
very  little  about  this  subject  when  the 
question  had  passed  the  second  reading. 
Everybody  who  knew  that  House  knew 
that  the  second  reading  was  the  great 
pikee  de  resistance  in  the  Parliamentary 
banquet.  The  second  reading  ought  to 
be  discussed  slowly,  deliberately,  and 
with  grave  consideration.  The  debate 
ought  to  be  discussed  at  leisure,  not 
bolted  hastily  like  a  supper  at  York  by 
passengers  by  the  limited  mail.  If,  as 
he  had  heard  some  people  say,  the  eldtun 
was  to  be  applied  at  the  end  of  a  three 
or  four  nights'  debate,  what  would  be 
the  feeling  of  Members  who  considered 
that  they  had  a  perfect  right  to  speak, 
but  had  not  been  allowed  to  do  so? 
They  need  not  be  well-known  ObetroB- 
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tives.  How  would  they  feel  if  they  were 
precluded  from  taking  a  fair  share  in 
the  debate  because  it  pleased  the  Minis- 
try of  the  day  to  carry  their  measure  ? 
There  was  nothing  in  that  Besolution  to 
prevent  this  from  happening.  That  was 
what  he  complained  of.  It  was  all  very 
well  to  say  that  was  not  the  intention. 
They  must  judge  of  measures  not  by  the 
intentions  of  their  Movers,  but  by  their 
words.  They  must  not  place  too  much 
reliance  on  good  intentions.  He  recol- 
lected a  passage  in  one  of  Mr.  Grattan's 
speeches  on  the  Irish  Union  in  1799,  in 
which  he  used  these  words — 

**  ^yhen  the  liberty  and  security  of  one  coun- 
try depend  upon  the  honour  of  another,  the 
one  may  have  much  honour,  but  the  other  will 
have  no  liberty." 

He  would  not  trust  the  liberty  of  that 
House  to  the  honour  of  any  dominant 
section  in  it.  He  would  have  made  an 
appeal  to  the  Prime  Minister  had  he 
been  present ;  but,  in  his  absence,  he 
would  make  the  appeal  to  those  of  his 
Colleagues  whom  he  had  the  pleasure 
to  see  near  him.  Why  could  not  the 
Oovernment  see  its  way  to  some  com- 
promise ?  Qentlemen  on  both  sides 
would  give  the  Prime  Minister  all 
the  help  they  could  to  remove  the  ob- 
structions under  which  they  had  so  long 
suffered.  He  would  go  further  than  his 
right  hon.  Friend  the  Leader  of  the  Op- 
position, and  say  he  should  be  prepared 
to  accept  all  the  subsequent  Resolutions 
without  discussion — and  they  were  by 
far  the  most  important  for  the  general 
Business  of  the  House — if  he  could  see 
his  way  to  a  fair  and  reasonable  com- 
promise being  arrived  at  on  the  Ist 
Kule — a  compromise  something  like  that 
put  down  on  the  Paper  by  the  hon. 
Baronet  the  Member  for  the  Univei*sity 
of  London  (Sir  John  Lubbock).  He 
would  recommend  cldture  by  a  majority 
of  two-thirds,  with  this  proviso,  that  the 
quorum  of  the  House  should  consist  of 
60  instead  of  40  whenever  it  was  ap- 
plied. How  did  it  come  to  pass  that  in 
referring  to  the  various  States  on  the 
Continent  in  which  the  eldture  was  in 
force  the  case  of  Switzerland  was  wholly 
omitted  ?  Now,  it  happened  that  in 
Switzerland  a  majority  of  two-thirds  pre- 
vailed. Switzerland  was  a  small  coun- 
try ;  but,  as  was  well  known,  it  was  the 
cradle  of  liberty.  This  was  tJie  account 
given  by  Mr.  Uarew — 


*'The  eUture  exists,  and  ii  frequently  put 
into  practice  ** 

— it  was  no  sham  in  Switzerland — 

"  in  the  Conseil  National,  especially  in  the 
course  of  the  more  important  debates.  The 
text  of  Article  49  (modified) — which  relates  to 
the  eldture — of  the  R^glement  for  the  Gonseil 
National  is  as  follows: — 'The  Assembly  can 
decide  the  cldture  of  debates  if  the  two-thirds  of 
the  Members  present  demand  it.  However,  the 
eldture  cannot  be  pronounced  so  long  as  a  Mem- 
ber of  the  Assembly  who  has  not  yet  spoken 
desires  to  formulate  a  proposal  and  moves  it.' 
After  the  eldture  of  a  debate  has  been  pronounced 
by  the  President  of  the  Chamber,  no  one  has 
the  right  to  aak  permission  to  speak." 

The  working  of  the  cldture  in  both  Cham- 
bers was  described  as  highly  satisfac- 
tory. But  he  need  not  go  as  far  as 
Switzerland.  Authority  was  to  be  found 
in  their  own  country  testifying  to  the 
reasonableness  and  justice  of  the  two- 
thirds  majority  system.  The  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Carlisle  (Sir  Wilfrid  Lawson) 
had  left  the  House.  Had  he  been  pre- 
sent he  would  have  liked  to  call  him 
as  a  witness.  The  hon.  Member  advo- 
cated Local  Option.  His  cldture,  indeed, 
was  to  be  applied  to  public-houses.  It 
might,  perhaps,  be  an  indignity  to  call 
that  House  a  public  House,  although  it 
certainly  was  not  a  private  one.  The 
hon.  Member  for  Carlisle  proposed  to 
apply  the  cldture  to  public-houses ;  but 
before  that  could  be  done  a  majority  of 
two-thirds  of  the  parish  must  be  ob- 
tained. If,  however,  the  Prime  Minister 
did  not  approve  the  principle  of  a  two- 
thirds  majority,  let  him  adopt  any  other 
plan  that  would  be  acceptable  to  reason- 
able and  moderate  men  on  the  other  side 
of  the  House — and  there  were  many  of 
them — whose  personal  rights  and  conve- 
nience were  just  as  much  involved  in 
this  question  as  their  own.  But  if  the 
Prime  Minister  would  not  do  this,  he 
would  appeal  to  the  hon.  Member  for 
Burnley  (Mr.  Eylands),  and  those  who 
thought  with  him,  to  stand  by  their  opi- 
nions, and  to  agree  with  him  that  the 
Resolution  as  it  stood  was  a  most  ob- 
jectionable one.  For  himself,  unless  the 
Prime  Minister  accepted  some  such  mo- 
dification, he  would  not  be  deterred  by 
any  Parliamentary  terror  whatever  from 
doing  justice  to  his  own  convictions  and 
voting  against  the  Kesolution. 

Mb.  J.  HOLLOND  said,  that  in  those 
quarters  with  which  he  was  acquainted 
the  majority  which  supported  Liberal 
principles  in   1880  was  at  staunch  to 
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those  principles  as  ever  it  was,  and  the 
charge  of  manufacturing  public  opinion 
on  this  subject  was,  therefore,  unfounded 
as  far  as  his  knowledge  went.  He  found 
it  difficult  to  understand  what  hon.  Gen- 
tlemen opposite  would  recommend  as 
the  mode  of  dealing  with  the  present 
condition  of  affairs.  They  had  two 
favourite  methods — the  one  was  to  deal 
with  the  evil  of  Obstruction  by  silencing 
individual  Members,  and  the  other  the 
adoption  of  the  cldture  by  a  two-thirds  or 
three- fourths  majority.  In  his  opinion, 
either  of  these  methods,  if  adopted, 
would  be  open  to  still  graver  objections 
than  the  proposal  of  tne  Government. 
The  difficulty  of  solving  the  problem 
lay  in  this,  that  they  could  not  define 
where  Obstruction  beg^n  and  simply 
excessive  talking  ended.  If  they  at- 
tempted to  deal  with  Obstruction  as  an 
individual  offence,  the  occupant  of  the 
Ohair  would  come  into  very  unpleasant 
contact  with  certain  individual  Members 
of  the  House,  and  a  feeling  might  arise 
that  his  impartiality  was  no  longer  what 
it  should  be.  Then,  as  to  the  efdture  by 
a  two-thirds  or  three-fourths  majority. 
He  was  surprised  the  other  night  to 
hear  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Mem- 
ber for  Preston  (Mr.  Eaikes),  speaking 
of  the  effect  the  cldture  would  have  on 
the  Irish  Party,  ask,  would  it  not  be  a 
grave  objection  that  it  should  be  said  that 
Irish  Members  were  sent  back  to  their 
constituents  with  their  mouths  closed? 
But  if  there  was  any  system  more  objec- 
tionable on  that  ground  than  another,  it 
was  that  the  Irish  Members  should  be 
silenced  by  a  special  cldture  designed  to 
meet  their  case.  One  argument  in 
favour  of  a  two-thirds  or  three-fourths 
majority  went  on  the  supposition  that 
it  represented  the  tacit  understanding 
about  closing  the  debates  which  was 
assumed  to  exist  between  different  sides 
of  the  House.  But  when  they  passed 
from  an  unwritten  to  a  written  law,  then 
an  Opposition  might  be  expected  to  use 
its  rights  to  the  utmost ;  or  else  Govern- 
ment would  be  tempted  to  make  bar- 
gains with  the  Opposition  in  order  to 
insure  the  proper  closing  of  a  debate. 
In  that  case  they  weakened  the  authority 
of  the  Government,  which  ought  to  do 
what  it  thought  right  on  its  responsi- 
bility to  the  public ;  and  they  weakened 
the  responsibility  of  the  Opposition,  be- 
cause it  would  make  bargains  to  carry 
out  meaaores  of  which  it  did  not  ap- 

Jfr.  J.  EbUond 


prove.  They  had  heard  in  the  course  of 
the  debate  how  the  cldture  was  abused  in 
France  under  the  late  Emperor  Napo- 
leon. But  the  cldture  then  was  simply  a 
part  of  the  despotic  machinery  of  the 
Empire,  and  as  soon  as  Parliamentary 
Government  became  a  reality  in  France, 
there  was  no  complaint  as  to  the  manner 
in  which  the  cldture  worked.  He  heard 
the  debate  in  the  French  Chambers  on 
Tunis  in  November,  and  though  the 
cldture  was  put  to  the  vote  twice,  it  was 
rejected,  and  the  debate  came  to  a  na- 
tural conclusion.  As  far  as  France  was 
concerned,  the  cldture  was  scarcely  ever 
abused,  and  no  serious  attempt  to  alter 
it  was  made  by  the  Party  in  the  minority. 
The  extent  of  the  Government  proposi- 
tion was  that  due  deliberation  should  be 
followed  by  a  conclusion,  and  there  was 
nothing  that  was  very  monstrous  in  such 
a  proposition  as  that.  He  could  not  see 
how  this  proposal  could  affect  the  de- 
bates beyond  rendering  the  dispatch  of 
Business  more  certain  and  effectual.  The 
real  guarantee  against  any  abuse  of  the 
use  of  the  cldture  would  be  found  in  the 
love  of  fair  play  and  of  free  discussion 
which  was  inherent  on  both  sides  of  the 
House.  Hon.  Members  opposite  de- 
claimed against  any  interference  with 
the  ancient  Forms  of  that  House ;  but 
the  ancient  spirit  that  had  actuated  it 
in  former  times  could  not  be  preserved 
by  merely  adhering  to  the  ancient 
Forms.  In  his  opinion,  free  Parlia- 
mentary discussion  would  gain  rather 
than  lose  by  the  adoption  of  the  pro- 
posal, because  the  House  of  Commons 
could  only  act  in  sympathy  with  the 
feelings  and  the  wishes  of  the  country. 
He  thought,  therefore,  that  they  could 
not  do  better  than  to  accept  the  Govern- 
ment proposal  as  offering  the  best  solu- 
tion 01  the  great  difficulty  they  were  en- 
deavouring to  meet. 

Mb.  DMiRYMPLE  said,  he  thought 
that  it  was  evident  that  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber who  had  just  sat  down  admired  the 
principle  of  the  cldture  for  its  own  sake. 
The  illustration  which  the  hon.  Member 
had  drawn  from  the  experience  of  the 
French  Chamber  was  not  likely  to  re- 
commend the  adoption  of  the  cldture  to 
the  Speaker,  because  if  the  same  circum- 
stances arose  here  there  would  be  this 
unfortunate  result — that,  having  en- 
deavoured to  recognize  the  evident  sense 
of  the  House  in  a  similar  case  to  that  re- 
ferred to  by  the  hon.  Member,  the  Houm 
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would  not  endorse  tbe  decision.  It  bad 
been  sougbt  to  justify  tbe  Government 
proposal  on  two  grounds — first,  on  tbat 
of  tbe  great  increase  of.  Business  ;  and, 
second,  on  tbat  of  tbe  prevalence  of 
Obstruction.  No  one  denied  tbe  exist- 
ence of  tbe  great  increase  of  Business 
in  tbe  House,  and  tbe  presence  of  pre- 
valent Obstruction ;  but  it  was  of  tbe 
greatest  importance  tbat  tbese  two  fac- 
tors sbould  not  become  inextricably  con- 
fused, so  tbat,  wbile  seeking  to  free 
tbemselves  from  tbe  evils  wMcb  tbey 
suffered  under,  tbey  sbould  adopt  tbe 
wrong  remedy.  Tbere  was  not  one 
word  in  tbe  speecb,  eitber  of  tbe  Prime 
Minister  or  of  tbe  noble  Lord  tbe 
Secretary  of  State  for  India,  wbicb 
in  any  degp*ee  led  up  to  tbe  conclu- 
sion tbat  tbe  cldtura  was  tbe  rigbt 
remedy.  Tbere  was  no  natural  affinity 
between  congestion  of  Business  and  Ob- 
struction. True,  tbey  came  very  near  to 
one  anotber,  in  one  respect,  for,  of 
course,  wben  tbere  was  great  conges- 
tion of  Business,  Obstruction  found  most 
easily  its  opportunity,  and  bad  tbe  most 
fatal  effects.  But  tbe  House  was  not 
responsible  for  tbe  congestion  of  Busi- 
ness. Tbe  House,  be  migbt  almost  say, 
was  not  responsible  for  Obstruction,  but 
only  a  small  section  of  it ;  and  could  it 
be  maintained  witb  any  degree  of  jus- 
tice tbat  tbe  remedy  proposed  by  Her 
Majesty's  Government — a  remedy  of  a 
penal  cbaracter  directed  against  Obstruc- 
tion, wbicb  was  only  tbe  fault  of  a 
small  section — ougbt  to  affect  tbe  wbole 
House?  If,  putting  out  of  considera- 
tion tbe  proposal  now  made  by  tbe 
Government,  tbey  were  looking  only 
at  tbe  question  of  tbe  congestion  of 
Business,  would  it  not  appear  tbat  a 
reasonable  remedy  for  congestion  would 
be  found  in  simple  and  more  effective 
weapons  tban  tbat  of  tbe  eldture  ?  Would 
it  not  be  desirable  that,  to  take  tbe  case 
of  an  ordinary  evening,  before  tbe  Busi- 
ness of  tbe  House  was  reacbed,  discus- 
sion sbould  not  arise  upon  questions  to 
Ministers,  and  tbat  wben  the  Business 
of  tbe  evening  was  reached,  prelimi- 
nary matters  of  a  foreign  character 
sbould  not  be  introduced,  and  tbat, 
wben  tbe  House  had  once  embarked 
in  the  discussion  of  a  particular  mea- 
sure, the  opportunities  for  discussing 
it  should  be  abridged  ?  If  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Government  had  dealt  witb  these 
poiuts,  be  asked  whether  tbere  might 


not  already  in  tbe  present  Session  bave 
been  a  large  amount  of  time  saved  ?  No 
one  would  allege  tbat  tbere  bad  been 
Obstruction  in  tbe  old  sense  during  tbe 
present  Session ;  but  tbe  Business  bad 
often  been  interrupted  by  discussions 
raised  out  of  questions  to  Ministers,  and 
delayed  by  questions  of  a  foreign  cba- 
racter introduced  on  going  into  Com- 
mittee of  Supply.  But  whose  fault  was 
it  tbat  the  House  was  not  protected 
against  those  obvious  evils  ?  It  was  tbe 
fault  of  tbe  Government,  who  bad  not  at 
tbe  outset  proposed  a  renewal  of  tbe 
Monday  Bute,  nor  taken  steps  to  deliver 
them  from  tbe  most  detestable  delays  of 
Business  wbicb  often  took  place  at  Ques- 
tion time.  As  regarded  Obstruction, 
what  would  seem  to  be  tbe  natural 
method  of  dealing  witb  it  would  be  to 
punish  tbe  offender,  and  not  tbe  many. 
There  never  bad  been  an  adequate 
punishment  for  Obstructives,  and  cer- 
tainly tbe  innocent  many  ougbt  not  to 
suffer  for  their  offences.  The  reason 
why  simple  and  more  effective  remedies 
had  not  been  tried  was  tbat  tbey  were 
not  after  tbe  heart  of  the  present  Go- 
vernment. This  was  no  ordinary  Go- 
vernment. It  was  nowhere  if  it  was  not 
acting  on  heroic  and  histrionic  lines.  It 
was  a  Government  which  greatly  de- 
lighted in  producing  effects;  but  be 
went  further,  and  said  that  tbe  Govern- 
ment was  not  only  turning  aside  from 
simple  and  effective  remedies,  and  re- 
commending a  remedy  wbicb  was  ex- 
treme and  offensive  to  many,  but  he 
contended  that  the  remedy  proposed  to 
meet  tbe  twofold  dilemma  in  wbicb  tbe 
House  was  placed — namely,  congestion 
and  Obstruction — was  especially  inexpe- 
dient and  unjustifiable.  He  would  put 
it  to  fair-minded  men — and  tbe  House 
was  full  of  fair-minded  men — whether, 
if  Obstruction  was  tbe  only  thing  wbicb 
the  Government  desired  to  put  down, 
the  Government  could  not  count  upon 
the  help  of  tbe  Opposition  ?  He  asked 
bon.  Gentlemen  to  remember  tbe  expe- 
rience of  last  Session.  Tbey  would  re- 
collect tbat  wben  a  case  for  Urgency 
was  made  out,  the  Government  was  sup- 
ported by  the  Opposition.  He  felt  sure 
that  if  Obstruction  were  the  only  diffi- 
culty, the  eidture  would  not  be  needed. 
But,  unfortunately,  that  was  not  the 
whole  object  of  tbe  Government.  They 
intended  not  only  to  put  down  Obstruc- 
tion, but  in  many  cases  to  put  down  op- 
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position.  The  speech  of  the  noble  Lord 
the  Secretary  of  State  for  India  bore  out 
that  statement.  He  (the  Marquess  of 
Hartington)  admitted  that  the  measures 
-which  the  Government  proposed  to  deal 
with  would  be  greatly  aided  by  the  cidiure. 
The  noble  Lord  went  further,  for  he  said 
that  it  would  not  only  advance  the  mea- 
sures of  the  Government,  but  also  silence 
private  Members.  If  there  were  unneces- 
sary prolixity  or  pertinacity,  the  silenc- 
ing of  those  Members  might  be  justifi- 
able ;  but  he  begged  leave  to  remind  the 
House  that  Members  such  as  the  noble 
Lord  singled  out  for  remark  brought 
forward  subjects  that  were  not  agreeable 
to  the  Government,  and  if  that  powerful 
weapon  which  the  Government  asked 
for  were  placed  in  their  hands,  there 
could  be  no  doubt  as  to  the  purpose  for 
which  it  would  be  employed.  The  noble 
Lord  referred  to  the  hon.  and  learned 
Member  for  Bridport(Mr.  Warton),  and 
he  thought  he  was  particularly  unfortu- 
nate in  that  allusion.  The  hon.  and 
learned  Member  for  Bridport  never  de- 
tained the  House  for  any  length  of  time ; 
and,  moreover,  when  that  hon.  and 
learned  Member  desired  to  address  the 
House  on  the  subject  of  Patent  Medi- 
cines, he  placed  himself  entirely  in  the 
hands  of  the  Leader  of  the  Opposition, 
and  having  asked  that  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman to  prescribe  for  him,  immedi- 
ately swallowed  the  prescription.  Such 
a  course  as  that  was  as  far  as  possible 
removed  from  Obstruction,  and  he  should 
have  thought  that  it  would  have  ren- 
dered the  hon.  and  learned  Member 
safe  from  the  reflections  of  the  noble 
Lord.  The  peculiarity  of  the  present 
Government  was  that  two  of  its  Mem- 
bers never  made  the  same  statement 
about  the  same  thing.  It  would  be  re- 
membered that  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  Prime  Minister  said  that  the 
occasions  on  which  the  cl6lure  would  be 
used  were  rare.  But  the  Secretary  of 
State  for  India  evidently  contemplated 
a  much  more  frequent  use  of  that 
weapon.  There  was  one  line  of  argu- 
ment which  had  been  used  in  order  to 
rally  the  supporters  of  the  Government. 
It  had  been  said  to  them  that  when  they 
were  before  the  country  they  promised 
that  certain  measures  should  be  passed 
through  Parliament,  and  that  as  these 
could  not  be  passed  without  the  eldture, 
therefore  they  must  vote  for  the  eld- 
ture.     But  there  was  also  another  line 

Mr.  U^i^mgU 


of  argument  used  with  hon.  Members 
opposite.  The  supporters  of  the  Gt>- 
yernment  had  been  told  that  the  Go- 
vernment had  failed  its  colours  to  the 
mast,  and  that  it  would  be  placed  in 
difficulties  if  the  ddture  were  not  adopted. 
A  good  deal  had  been  said  about  the 
caucus.  For  his  own  part,  he  did 
not  wish  to  say  anything  that  would 
hurt  the  feelings  of  hon.  Gentlemen  op- 
posite; but  what  was  the  meaning  of 
the  perpetual  interpretation  of  Motions 
as  questions  of  confidence  ?  The  Go- 
vernment seemed  to  say — **  If  you  really 
love  me,  seat  the  Member  for  North- 
ampton ;  if  you  really  love  me,  tell  the 
House  of  Lords — though  tbe  telling  can 
do  CO  good — that  we  will  not  have  the 
Land  Act  meddled  with ;  and,  again, 
if  you  really  love  me,  give  me  the 
cJdtureV  He  thought  the  House  dis- 
liked the  present  proposal  of  the  Go- 
vernment as  a  whole,  and  that  many  of 
of  the  other  Rules  would  have  been 
readily  accepted,  which  would  have 
gone  far  to  meet  the  evils  from  which 
they  suffered.  He  would  venture  to 
cite  to  the  House  some  criticisms 
passed  by  the  late  Lord  Beaconsfield 
(at  that  time  Mr.  Disraeli)  on  the 
policy  of  a  former  Liberal  Government. 
Those  criticisms  were  directed  to  the 
foreign  policy  of  the  Government,  but, 
mutatis  mutandis ^  they  were  equally  ap- 
plicable now.  Speaking  in  1864,  Mr. 
Disraeli  said  it  was  for  the  Government 
to  frame  a  policy  which  would  commend 
itself  to  the  House.  If  it  was  a  wise 
policy,  the  House  would  unanimously 
support  them ;  but  the  House  ought  to 
assure  itself  of  its  wisdom.  If  in  the 
difficulties  which  had  arisen  the  policy 
were  a  necessary  and  just  one,  the 
House  ought  to  consider  whether  those 
difficulties  might  not  have  been  avoided 
by  more  skilful  management,  and  whe- 
ther the  Government  had  shown  a  ca- 
pacity adequate  to  the  occasion ;  whetln: 
it  had  displayed  that  prudence  and  dex- 
terity, that  quickness  of  perception,  that 
knowledge  of  human  nature,  the  kind 
of  science  most  necessary  to  those  who 
would  successfully  lead  the  Parliament 
of  the  country,  which  might  be  reason- 
ably expected  of  them.  Those  words 
of  the  late  Earl  of  Beaconsfield  were  now 
particularly  applicable  to  the  Govern- 
ment, which  was  bringing  forward 
that  particular  form  of  cidture.  The 
House   was  told  there   was  no  fear  of 
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tbat  power  beingr  abused.  But  be  could 
not  be  absolutely  sure  of  that ;  he  had 
to  look  to  the  antecedents  of  the  men 
who  proposed  it.  He  could  not  forfj^et 
the  allusions  made  to  other  Assemblies 
when  it  was  said  a  Bill  might  be  carried 
through  in  a  single  Sitting — a  process 
which  would  enable  a  Q-oyemment  to 
snap  its  fingers  at  the  Opposition.  Still 
less  could  he  forget  the  allusion  made 
shortly  before  Parliament  met  to  the 
powers  which  Government  would  be 
obliged  to  obtain  and  which  it  was  de- 
sirable they  should  obtain  as  they  were 
approaching  subjects  which  might  affect 
the  privileged  classes,  whatever  they 
might  be.  Language  of  that  kind  made 
men  look  carefully  to  the  proposals  of 
the  Government  before  accepting  them. 
He  referred  to  the  noble  Lord  the  Secre- 
tary for  India,  who  held  high  doctrine 
on  the  time  of  the  House.  But  was  not 
the  time  of  the  House  the  property  of 
the  House  itself?  The  noble  Lord  con- 
sidered that  the  House  was  responsible 
for  the  use  it  made  of  its  time ;  but  he 
would  carry  that  doctrine  one  step  fur- 
ther. Not  only  the  House,  but  different 
sections  of  the  House;  not  only  the 
Government,  but  the  Opposition,  were 
similarly  responsible.  If,  therefore,  the 
Government  had  taken  the  Opposition 
along  with  them  in  their  proposals  to 
the  House,  instead  of  making  them  an 
article  of  a  falling  or  rising  Ministry, 
they  would  have  been  rightly  able  to 
claim  the  support  of  the  Opposition  in 
regard  to  this  and  the  following  pro- 
posals; but  how  ludicrous  in  view  of 
these  general  theories  about  the  time 
and  responsibility  of  the  House  was 
the  proposal  that  the  eldture  should 
pass  by  a  bare  majority.  He  be- 
lieved that  a  careful  and  guarded 
eldture — say,  of  a  two-thirds  majority — 
would  not  have  been  unacceptable,  if  it 
was  necessary  to  have  a  eldture  at  all. 
But  he  should  have  been  disposed  to  say, 
a  Try  your  other  Eules  first,  and  if  they 
do  not  succeed,  try  the  eldture^  and  then 
you  may  rely  on  the  Opposition."  The 
eldture  by  a  two-thirds  majority  would 
amply  meet  the  case.  The  noble  Lord 
had  referred  to  public  opinion.  But 
the  Opposition  was  as  responsible  to 
public  opinion  as  the  Government  itself. 
The  effect  of  the  Rule,  if  passed,  would 
be  to  produce  a  general  irritation  in  the 
House.  He  was  afraid  that  the  **  evident 
sense  of  the  House  "  might  too  often  be 


the  evident  uproar — the  evident  ohaos 
— and  the  House  would  be  turned  into 
a  bear  garden.  But,  more  than  that ;  he 
was  afraid  that  the  name  and  credit  of 
the  House,  which  were  as  dear  to  the 
humblest  private  Member  as  to  the 
Government  itself,  or  even  to  the  occu- 
pant of  the  Chair,  would  not  be  vindi- 
cated or  enhanced  by  the  proposal  of 
the  Government  in  its  present  form. 

Mr.  GEORGE  RUSSELL  said,  he 
was  sorry  that  his  hon.  and  learned 
Friend  the  Member  for  Brighton  (Mr. 
Marriott)  was  not  in  the  House,  as  he 
felt  bound  to  make  some  personal  refer- 
ence to  him.  His  hon.  and  learned 
Friend's  opinions  seemed  to  him  to  be 
of  extreme  antiquity — his  political  cha- 
racter would  have  suited  better  with  the 
year  1688  than  with  1882.  It  was  only 
by  this  antiquity  of  political  view  that  he 
could  account  for  the  vigour  of  his  hon. 
and  learned  Friend's  attack  upon  the 
President  of  the  Board  of  Trade.  His 
right  hon.  Friend  was  perfectly  able  to 
take  care  of  himself,  and  he  was  not 
going  to  defend  him.  But  the  frequent 
attacks  which  were  made  on  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  could  only  be  accounted 
for  by  personal  jealousy.  It  was  natural 
that  when  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  had 
attained  so  high  a  position  after  a  com- 
paratively brief  Parliamentary  career, 
men  of  greater  age  and  experience,  but 
less  ability,  should  feel  a  pang  of  envy. 
He  did  not  for  a  moment  impute  such 
motives  to  his  hon.  and  learned  Friend. 
Indeed,  he  could  not  but  condole  with 
him  for  having  at  a  critical  moment  felt 
himself  constrained  to  desert  his  Party. 
His  hon.  and  learned  Friend  had  ex- 
tended to  the  Leader  of  his  Party  a 
genial  tolerance,  which  he  denied  to  the 
President  of  the  Board  of  Trade.  His 
hon.  and  learned  Friend  had  declaimed 
against  the  tyranny  of  the  Caucus.  But 
why  had  he  said  nothing  of  the  Conser- 
vative Caucus,  which  had  its  abode 
in  one  of  the  palaces  of  Pall  Mall, 
and  about  whose  doings  his  hon.  Friend 
the  Member  for  South wark  (Mr.  Tho- 
rold  Rogers)  had  recently  made  some 
entertaining  disclosures  ?  No  doubt, 
the  Caucus  had  its  ramifications  spread 
all  over  the  country ;  but  was  it  in- 
credible that  there  should  be  such  a 
thing  as  spontaneous  Liberal  organiza- 
tion? It  was  said  that  circulars  from 
the  Party  Caucuses  had  been  sent 
through  the  Liberal  camp  like  the  fiery 
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sequent  oooasions  upon  whioh,  under  the 

Eroposed  Hule,   a  new  Speaker  would 
ave  to  be  elected.     Should  thatBule 
pass,  the  Speaker  would  be  chosen  under 
circumstances,  and  from  considerations 
and  motives  altogether  different  from 
those  which  had  hitherto  g^Temed  the 
choice   for  that    Office.     The  practice 
of  foreign  countries  had  been    quoted 
in    that    discussion.      There   was    one 
country  where    the    power  of   closing 
a  debate  by  a  bare  majority  existed  in 
unabated    rigour — namely,    Denmark. 
Among   the    various    countries    which 
were  supposed  to  possess  that  power, 
very  few  possessed  it  to  the  full  extent 
proposed    by   Her    Majesty's  Govern- 
ment ;  but  in  Denmark,  which  was  one 
of  those  few,  it  was  the  custom  of  the 
House  of  Assembly  absolutely  to  elect 
its  Speaker  once  every  four  weeks.   The 
House  would  hardly  desire  to  arrive  at 
a    state  of   things  analogous  to  that. 
No  one  would  deny  that  to  close  a  de- 
bate by  a  bare    majority  was  an  evil 
which  could  only  be  justified  by  the  fact 
that  a  greater  evil  would  be  avoided  by 
its  adoption.     They  did  not,   however, 
hear  that  any  other  country  in  Europe 
had  anything  approaching  to  such  a  con- 
gestion of  legislative  Business  as  was 
alleged  as  the  ground  for  the  present 
proposal.     Every  one  of  the  countries 
which  had  adopted  it,  therefore,  stood 
convicted    of   adopting    it    before    the 
period  had  arrived  which  Her  Majesty's 
Government    considered    would    alone 
justify  a  resort  to  it.     In  Hungary  there 
was  no  such  power.    In  Austria  it  was 
rendered  much  less  operative  than  if  it 
existed  as  now  proposed  here  by  the  fact 
that  a  certain  number  of  speeches  were 
allowed  on  the  question  of  closing.     In 
France  and  Belgium  the  case  was  similar. 
In  the  Chamber  of  Deputies  in  Holland 
no  debate  was  allowed.    In   Portugal 
there  was  no  cidture  at  all.    In  Spain 
the  state  of  things    was  curious.     The 
power  existed,  but  in  a  very  peculiarly 
modified  form  ;  it  was  an  engine  in  the 
hands  of  the  Government,  and  was  en- 
tirely employed  to  stop  the  mouths  of  pri- 
vate Members,  and  it  had  for  its  effect, not 
the  immediate  determination  of  the  ques- 
tion at  issue,  but  only  its  postponement. 
In  Sweden  and  Norway  there  was  no- 
thing of  the  kind  ;  and,  therefore,  it  was 
only  in  Germany,  Holland,  and  Italy 
that  anything  fully  resembling  the  pre- 
sent proposal  existed.    He  doubted  whe« 

Mr.  StmrU  Worthy 


ther  those  countries  had  got  beyond  the 
most  benighted  doctrines  as  to  Govern- 
ment interference  in  elections.    In  Swit- 
zerland, he  should  not  omit  to  state,  a 
majority  of  two-thirds  was  required  to 
close  a  debate.  So  much,  then,  for  foreign 
countries ;  and  the  last  consideration  he 
would  urge  upon  the  House  was  this — if 
they  were  going  to  adopt  this  proposal,  let 
them  first  consider  whether  it  was  likely 
to  be  permanent.    What  was  the  reason 
for  the  much-admired  stability  of  the 
results  of  British  legislation?    Was  it 
not  owing  to  the  fact  that  the  legislation 
of  the  Imperial  Parliament  was  due,  in 
a  large  measure,  to  compromise,  and  to 
the  circumstance  that  the  majority  were 
bound  to  reckon,  to  a  certain  extent,  with 
the  opinion  of  their  opponents?  By  adopt- 
ing a  Bule  of  this  kind  they  imperilled 
that  invaluable  element  of  stability  and 
compromise.      Evidence,   too,  was   not 
wanting  that  there  would  be  a  lack  of 
permanence  in  results  if  this  doctrine 
was  adopted.    To  prove  that  he  need 
onlv  allude  to  the  manifestations  they 
had  had  in  the  speeches  of  the  Prime 
Minister  himself.    Two  years  ago  it  was 
proposed  to  do  no  more  than  deal  with 
urgent  cases,  in  which  the  authority  of 
the  Ohair  had  been  disregarded  and  the 
Rules  of  the  House  abused  by  wilfully 
obstructing  Business.    That  reform  was 
attempted  in  an  expiring  Parliament,  vet 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  then  delibe- 
rately proposed  to  the  House  that  the 
Bule  decided  upon  should  not  be  made  a 
Standing  Order,  but  should  cease  with 
the  close  of  the  Session.    Further,  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  made  an  important 
reservation  in  his  speech  in  introducing 
this  measure.     He  said,  in  the  course 
of    that  speech,    debates  might    arise 
on  subjects  involving   great    questions 
of  principle  which  would  have  to  be 
brought  into  view  from  a  distance,  and 
to  which  they  had  not  been  accustomed. 
Seeing  that  the  Prime  Minister  in  1880 
suggested  to  the  House  that  it  should 
hesitate    about  making  permanent   so 
small  a  thing  as   the  Standing  Order 
relating  to  Members  who  obstructed  the 
Business  of  the  House,  and  that,  in  the 
present  year,  he  was  careful  to  make  a 
reservation  of   opinion  as  to  possible 
future    occasions  when    the    reiterated 
expression  of  arguments  might  not  be 
Obstruction,  he  could  not  help  but  think 
that  on  some,  possibly,  not  distant  occa- 
sion, when  the  Party  led  by  the  righ 
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hon.  Gentleman  was  in  a  minority,  bis 
opinions  on  this  matter  might  undergo 
yery  considerable  qualification.  There 
were  those  who  now  sat  on  the  Opposition 
side  of  the  House  who  had  a  sincere, 
though  unostentatious,  desire  for  the 
progress  of  Public  Business,  yet  they 
hoped  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  would 
not,  while  making  to  the  world  an  un- 
duly humiliating  confession  that  the 
House  of  Commons  was  unable  to  con- 
duct the  Business  of  the  country,  pre- 
sent also  the  spectacle  of  an  unedifying 
infirmity  of  purpose. 

Mb.  HUSSEY  VIVIAN  said,  he 
thought  that  the  efiPect  of  the  proposed 
Bule  had  been  greatly  exaggerated. 
If  the  el6tur$  became  the  Eule  of  the 
House,  it  would  have  no  operation  such 
as  hon.  Members  opposite,  and  some  on 
his  side,  appeared  to  fear.  Whatever  it 
might  do,  it  would  not  stop  fair  and 
reasonable  debate.  That  was  not  its  re- 
sult even  in  America  and  other  coun- 
tries where  it  was  rigpidly  enforced,  and 
where  it  existed  without  any  of  the  safe- 
guards now  proposed.  Nor  would  any 
Speaker,  however  partial,  do  what  the 
hon.  Member  for  Leicester  (Mr.  P.  A. 
Taylor)  apprehended,  and  interfere  to 
prevent  a  private  Member  from  bringing 
forward  a  Motion.  If  that  was  the  chief 
fear  of  the  hon.  Member,  he  might  ask 
whether,  as  things  were,  the  private 
Members  had  reason  to  be  satisfied  with 
the  facilities  afforded  them  by  the  prac- 
tice of  the  House  ?  At  the  beginning  of 
a  Session  they  had  a  fair  number  of 
opportunities ;  but  the  pressure  of  Busi- 
ness soon  obliged  the  Government  to  take 
nearly  the  whole  time  of  the  House,  and 
thus  to  stop  private  Member's  Motions  in 
the  most  effectual  manner.  In  the  pre- 
sent Session,  if  it  might  be  regarded  as 
typical,  he  supposed  that  Morning  Sit- 
tings would  begin  in  a  few  weeks,  and 
that  as  the  year  advanced  everyday  would 
have  to  be  appropriated  by  the  Govern- 
ment; that  being  so,  private  Members  had 
much  more  to  gain  than  to  lose  by  the 
adoption  of  the  New  Eules.  But,  it  was 
argued,  the  cldture  would  crush  minori- 
ties. He  did  not  think  it  would  do  so, 
and  was  confident  that  his  right  hon. 
Friend  the  late  Home  Secretary  enter- 
tained fears  that  were  by  no  means  war- 
ranted. It  seemed  to  be  thought  by  him 
that  the  Prime  Minister  was  to  nod  to 
the  Speaker,  and  that  the  latter  would 


then  and  there  stop  the  debate;  but 
there  was  nothing  in  the  Bule  to  war- 
rant that  supposition.  To  stifle  the  dis- 
cussion of  grievances  by  the  application 
of  the  cldture,  three  very  unlikely  condi- 
tions would  have  to  be  present  at  the 
same  time — first,  a  tyrannical  Minister ; 
secondly,  a  partizan  Speaker;  and  lastly, 
a  tyrannical  majority.  Was  there  any 
probability  that  such  things  could  co- 
exist? A  Minister  who  attempted  to  use 
the  cldture  tyrannically  in  order  to  force 
his  measures  unfairly  through  the  House 
would  have  but  a  short  tenure  of  power  ; 
and  from  the  moment  that  a  Speaker 
departed  from  that  impartiality  which 
the  Speakers  of  the  House  of  Commons 
had  hitherto  invariably  displayed,  and 
became  a  partizan,  his  power  and  autho- 
rity in  that  House  would  cease.  There 
was  an  equal  improbability  of  the  exist- 
ence of  a  tyrannical  majority.  If  any 
attempt  were  made  by  a  despotic  Minis- 
ter to  force  his  measures  through  the 
House  before  they  had  been  fully  dis- 
cussed, the  moderate  men  of  his  Party 
would  soon  let  it  be  known  that  such  a 
proceeding  would  not  obtain  their  sanc- 
tion. Supposing  for  a  moment  that  a 
Party  was  so  suicidal  as  to  back  up  the 
Minister  in  stopping  debate,  how  long 
would  the  oonstituencies  stand  such  con- 
duct ?  There  was  nothing  Englishmen 
valued  more  than  fair  play ;  and  any 
Party  inclined  to  refuse  fair  play  to 
their  opponents,  and  to  deprive  them  of 
their  right  to  free  discussion,  would  soon 
hear  a  voice  from  the  country  command- 
ing them  to  cease  from  anything  of  the 
kind.  How  far  a  tyrannical  Party  was 
expected  to  be  created  or  suspected  to 
exist  already  might  be  gathered  from 
the  apparently  universal  belief  of  hon. 
Members  opposite  that  all  Liberals  were 
influenced  by  the  dreadful  institutions 
called  Caucuses.  He  could  only  say, 
speaking  for  himself,  that  he  had  no 
Imowledge  of  any  Caucus,  and  had  never 
received  any  Circular  pressing  him  to 
vote  for  the  Resolutions.  If  any  Central 
Committee  sent  him  a  Circidar  he  should 
certainly  return  it  without  a  stamp, 
and  mulct  the  senders  in  the  sum  of 
2d,  One  objection  very  often  urged 
against  the  Prime  Minister's  proposal 
was  that  the  cldture  might  be  carried  by 
a  simple  majority.  He  held,  however, 
that  the  whole  theory  of  fancy  majorities 
was  full  of  absurdities,   and  that  all 
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questions,  many  of  tbem  involving  far 
graver  issues,  were  decided  by  simple 
majorities.     Some  doubt  bad  been  ex- 
pressed as  to  tbe  meaning  of  tbe  words 
"  evident  sense  of  tbe  House."     He  bad 
no  doubt  on  tbat  subject.     As  a  matter 
of  fact,  until  tbe  last  few  years,  a  very 
effective  elSture  bad  always  existed  for 
all  practical  purposes.     Tbe  custom  was 
tbat  wben   a  question  bad    been  tbo- 
rougbly  debated  tbe  Gk>vernment  and 
tbe  Opposition  agreed  tbat  tbe  time  bad 
come  for  taking  a  division.     Tbe  Minis- 
ter wbo  bad  cbarge  of  tbe  measure  used 
invariably  to  wind  up  tbe  debate,  and  if 
anybody  rose  after  be  bad  spoken  be 
was  bowled  down.     Tbat  was  tbe  eldture 
in  anotber  form,  and  be  believed  tbat 
tbe  operation  of  tbis  Rule  would  be  pre- 
cisely tbe  same.     Now  tbat  times  were 
cbanged,  and  debates  were  adjourned 
and  protracted  in  spite  of  tbe  evident 
sense  of  tbe  House,  tbe  eldture  seemed  ab- 
solutely necessary.    Tbe  present  position 
of  tbe  House  was  unendurable.    It  was 
being  dragged  down,  and  deliberately 
dragged  down,  so  that  tbe  people  were 
beginning  to  feel  tbat  tbe  great  insti- 
tution of  Parliament  was  no  longer  to 
be  relied  on  for  getting  through  tbe 
work  of  tbe  country.     Hon.  Members 
opposite  said  tbat  public  opinion  was 
not  in  favour  of  this  Bule.     He  entirely 
differed  from  them  on  that  point,  and 
thought  there  was  no  question  in  which 
tbe  Liberal  Party  could  appeal  to  tbe 
country  with  more  confidence  than  on 
this.     The  country  looked  with  dread  to 
tbe  condition  of  Parliament,  which  was 
strongly  illustrated  by  the  occurrences 
of  last  week.     Tbe  Minister  wbo  bad 
charge    of   the    Army    Estimates,    in- 
volving  £15,000,000,    was    kept  wait- 
ing from  4  o'clock  until  a  quarter  to  1 
before  be  could  make  his   Statement, 
while  matters  of  the  most  trivial  cha- 
racter were  being  discussed.     The  same 
thing  occurred  with  tbe  Navy  Estimates ; 
and  he  believed  it  to  be  the  general 
opinion  of   the  country  tbat    decisive 
measures  should  be  adopted  to  put  an 
end  to  so  great  a  scandal.     Members 
were  sent  there  to  scrutinize  tbe  Esti- 
mates, and  at  present  it  was  impossible 
they  could  fulfil  that  duty.     Some  bon. 
Members  seemed  ambitious  to  talk  upon 
a  question  of  tbe  £  10,000  a-year  proposed 
to  be  voted  as  a  settlement  on  the  son  of 
our  gsaoiouB  Queen ;  but  wben  it  came  to 
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millions  questions  of  tbe  most  tririal  na- 
ture were  brought  forward,  and  tbe  main 
Business  was  put  off  for  eight  or  nine 
hours.  They  were  not  doing  their  duty 
in  allowing  trifling  matters  to  interfere 
between  them  and  tbe  most  para- 
mount service  they  bad  to  render.  They 
were  also  anxious  to  come  to  tbe  dis- 
cussion of  several  important  measures, 
such  as  the  Bankruptcy  Bill ;  and  it  was 
necessary  tbat  their  Procedure  should 
be  so  chang^  tbat  tbey  could  g^ve  due 
consideration  to  these  measures.  He 
hoped  tbat,  in  the  true  interests  of  Par- 
liamentary government,  hon.  Members 
would  take  a  more  calm  and  judicisl 
view  of  the  proposal  before  the  House. 
He  did  not  understand  why  it  should  be 
a  Party  question.  It  was  not  a  Party 
question ;  it  was  one  affecting  tbe  House 
only.  There  was  a  suspicion  that  it  was 
to  be  used  for  improperly  passing  mea- 
sures ;  but  there  was  no  risk  of  any- 
thing of  tbe  kind.  Let  tbem  dismiss 
these  miserable  Party  suspicions,  and 
let  them,  in  the  interest  of  this  great 
institution,  pass  tbe  Bules  which  he 
hoped  would  place  tbe  House  in  the 
position  it  formerly  occupied. 

Sis  MICHAEL  HICKS -BEACH: 
Sir,  I  quite  agree  with  the  hon.  Member 
that  this,  above  all  others,  is  a  matter 
which  should  be  calmly  considered  and 
not  dealt  with  as  a  Party  question.   It 
must  be  generally  admitted   tbat  any 
question  relating  to  tbe  Procedure  A 
this    House   ought   to    be   left    to  the 
independent  judgment  of    tbe  House, 
and  (;an  be  better  decided  by  the  expe- 
rience and  knowledge  whioh  bon.  Mem- 
bers have  acquired  in  this  House  than  by 
their  constituents,  or  even  by  federatioiu 
of  their  constituents,  however  nationil 
or  however  liberal.    And,  above  eveiy- 
thing,  a  proposal  of  this  kind  ought  to 
be  adopted,  if  it  is  to  be  adopted,  by 
the  general  consent  of  the  House,  and 
not  by  a  Party  vote;  and  in  its  considera- 
tion we  should  not  be  biased  either  by 
allegiance  to  tbe  Gt>vemment  of  the  day 
or  by  want  of  confidence  in  the  Gk>vem- 
ment.  Therefore  I  cannot  help  thinking 
the  hon.  Member  for  Glamorganshire  (Mr. 
Hussey  Vivian)  will  much  regret  that 
the  precedent  which  was  set  by  the  lata 
Government  in  tbis  matter— -dealing,  as 
tbey  had  to  deal,  with  no  less  diffiomtiM 
than  those  which  beset  tbe  present  Go- 
vernment— ^bas  not  been  followed  on  Ibe 
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present  occasion.  I  deeply  regret  that 
the  opinions  which  the  Prime  Minister 
appeared  to  me  to  express  at  the  com- 
mencement of  this  debate  were  not  ad- 
hered to  by  the  noble  Lord  the  Secre- 
tary of  State  for  India;  and  that  the 
noble  Lord  should  have  told  the  House 
that  the  existence  of  the  Government 
was  inevitably  bound  up,  not  with  the 
whole  of  these  proposals,  but  with  that 
particular  portion  of  them  which  has  in 
its  favour  the  least  authority,  and  which, 
unquestionably,  is  the  most  unpopular 
in  the  country.  I  very  much  regret 
that  that  course  has  been  taken  by  the 
Government,  because  it  seems  to  me  to 
render  it  extremely  difficult  for  us  to 
discuss  this  proposal  with  the  calmness 
which  it  requires,  and  almost  impossible 
to  secure  that  if  this  proposal  should 
eventually  take  the  form  of  a  Standing 
Order  it  should  be  worked  with  the  suc- 
cess we  should  all  desire.  What  is  the 
feelinff  with  which  this  Resolution  is 
regarded  by  almost  every  Member, 
probably  by  every  Member  sitting  on 
this  side  of  the  House,  and  also,  I  sus- 
pect, by  not  a  few  of  those  sitting  on  the 
other  side  ?  There  is  a  feeling  amount- 
ing to  a  dread  that  what  it  is  intended 
to  do  is,  not  to  stop  Obstruction,  but 
to  put  an  end  to  legitimate  opposition. 
There  is  a  feeling  that  a  minority  in  this 
House,  however  large,  is  to  be  debarred 
from  its  Constitutional  right  of  full  criti- 
cism of  the  measures  of  the  Government, 
from  delaying  those  measures,  if  it  should 
appear  to  be  necessary,  for  their  fuller 
consideration  by  the  country,  and  this 
although  it  is  certainly  the  duty  of  each 
and  every  Member  of  the  minority  to 
oppose  measures  which  his  constituents 
disapprove,  exactly  as  much  as  it  is  the 
duty  of  Members  of  the  majority  to  sup- 
port measures  which  have  the  support  of 
their  constituents.  I  think  the  noble  Lord 
the  Secretary  of  State  for  India  ridiculed 
such  an  idea,  asthehon.  Member  for  Gla- 
morganshire has  done  this  evening.  We 
were  told,  and  we  have  been  told  again, 
that  it  is  a  moral  impossibility  that  fair 
criticism  should  be  stopped  in  such  a 
manner,  and  that  any  Government  which 
attempted  to  do  it  would,  in  fact,  be  com- 
mitting suicide.  So  long  as  we  have  a 
majority  of  Members  of  the  independence 
and  honour  of  my  hon.  Friend  the  Mem- 
ber for  Glamorganshire,  and  so  long  as 
political  conflicts  in  England  are  con- 
ducted under  our  present  system,  I  think 


there  is  great  force  in  the  argument  of 
the  noble  Lord.    I  am  bound  to  say  that, 
in  my  opinion,  if  Her  Majesty's  present 
Government,  having  carried  the  Beso- 
lution  and  register^  it  as  a  iStanding 
Order,  were  to  attempt  to  act  upon  it 
during  the  rest  of  the  Session  in  prevent- 
ing us  from  legitimate  criticism  of  im- 
portant measures,  the  critics  would  have 
a  much  pleasanter  time  in  the  ensuing 
autumn    than   they  would;   and  their 
tenure  of  Office  would   be  even  more 
precarious  at  the  commencement  of  next 
Session  than  it  is  at  present.     But  we 
cannot  feel  sure  that  Members  of  this 
House  will  always  regard  with  such  jus- 
tifiable contempt  the  action  of  national 
federations  on   either  side  as  does  the 
hon.  Member  for  Glamorganshire ;  and 
if  the  Besolution  be  passed  as  a  Standing 
Order,  it  seems  to  me  not  only  possible, 
but  probable,  that  a  time  may  come  when, 
supported  by  such  federations,  the  Go- 
vernment of  the  day  miffht  use  it  with 
impunity  to  crush  all  pohtical  independ- 
ence in  this  House,  and  perhaps  even  to 
destroy  anything  like  a  continuous  or 
fixed  policy  in  our  legislation,  by  repeal- 
ing, in  one  or  two  Sessions,  measures, 
however  wise  or  beneficent,  passed  by 
a    previous  Parliament,    however    en- 
lightened, before  the  country  could  shake 
off  the  fetters  by  which  it  would  have 
been  bound.    That  is  what  I  fear,  not 
in  the  present,  but  in  the  future,  from 
the  operation  of  this  Besolution,  coupled 
with  the   system  of  political  organiza- 
tion  to   wluch   we  are    tending   more 
rapidly  every  day.     But  this  is  not  the 
argument  I  wish  now  to    impress  on 
the  Government;     it  is  rather  this  — 
that,  whether  legitimate  or  not,  whether 
foolish  or  wise,  the  fears  to  which  I  have 
alluded  do  undoubtedly  exist ;  and  that, 
for  the  sake  of  obtaining  something  like 
the  consent  and  goodwill  of  this  House 
to  their  proposals,   it  would   be   most 
politic    on    their    part    to     still    those 
fears    and    show    that    they    are    not 
justified.     I  think  it  will  be  felt  that, 
after  all,  the  possibility  of  transacting 
the  Business  of  the  House  rests  not  upon 
any  Bules  we  have  made  or  may  make 
so  much  as  upon  the  mutual  forbearance 
of  hon.  Members  in  this  House,  and  on 
the  deference  which  is  paid  to  the  general 
convenience  of  this  House.     I  recognize 
the  truth  of  the  statement  of  the  Prime 
Minister  that  there  have  be^'  frequent 
and  increasing  instances  of  late  when 
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that  forbearance  has  been  no  longer 
shown  and  that  deference  no  longer 
paid ;  but  I  think  we  should  remember 
that  these,  after  all,  have  been  indi- 
yidual  instances,  and  I  think  they  ought 
to  be  dealt  with,  not  by  general  Bules, 
but  by  individual  discipline.  The  feel- 
ings to  which  I  have  referred  still  cha- 
racterize and  govern  the  conduct  of  the 
vast  majority  of  this  House ;  and  I  do 
not  think  it  is  fair  or  reasonable  to  take 
away  from  the  whole  House  the  privi- 
lege of  freedom  of  debate  because  that 
privilege  has  been  abused  by  a  few. 
Act  as  you  will  against  those  individuals ; 
but  let  your  New  Bules  be  directed 
against  them,  and  not  against  the  House 
at  large.  I  am  convinced  that,  if  this 
Hule  be  passed  by  a  Party  vote,  those 
fears  and  suspicions  to  which  I  have 
alluded  will  be  strengthened,  and  that 
you  will  lose  more  time  by  thus  weaken- 
ing that  forbearance  and  deference  upon 
which  our  institutions  rest  than  you  can 
possibly  gain  from  the  working  of  the 
Bule.  As  it  is,  your  proposal  may  be 
carried.  But  its  adoption  will  be  accom- 
panied with  a  feeling  of  irritation  and 
injustice,  with  the  open  hostility  of  a 
large  proportion  of  this  House,  and  the 
dislike  of  many  hon.  Members  opposite, 
not  the  less  bitter  because  their  Party 
loyalty  will  not  allow  them  to  express 
their  feelings.  I  fear  that  the  effect  will 
be  that  our  debates  will  not  be  curtailed 
in  any  way,  but  rather  that  they  will  be 
lengthened  to  a  greater  extent  than  at 
present,  and  that  we  shall  be  subjected 
to  ** filibustering,"  ** stone- walling,"  and 
other  objectionable  practices  which  dis- 
grace the  Assemblies  of  other  countries, 
and  which,  if  once  they  take  root  here, 
will  do  more  to  destroy  the  honour  and 
dignity  of  this  House  than  any  of  the 
evils  complained  of.  I  have  carefully 
considered  the  speeches  of  the  Govern- 
ment ;  but  I  have  been  unable  to  ascer- 
tain for  what  particular  evil  this  Rule  is 
to  provide  a  remedy.  I  want  to  deal 
with  the  matter  without  exaggeration ; 
and  it  seems  to  me  that  it  is  ridicu- 
lous to  say,  as  was  recently  said  by  a 
supporter  of  the  Government,  that  the 
Government  have  to  deal  with  unparal- 
leled Obstruction.  They  have  to  deal 
with  a  difficulty;  but  I  have  noticed 
nothing — at  any  rate  during  the  present 
Seesion— equal  to  the  difficulties  which 
the  late  (Government  had  to  encounter. 
I  do  not  aj^urehendi  as  my  hon.  Friend 
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the  Member  for  Glamorganshire  (Mr 
Hussey  Vivian)  appears  to  suppose,  that 
this  Besolution  would  obviate  anything 
like  that  which  happened  on  Monday 
last.  We  know  the  difficulty  now  expe- 
rienced by  Ministers  in  obtaining  an 
opportunity  for  making  important  state- 
ments on  the  Army  and  Navy  Estimates ; 
but  this  is  dealt  with  by  another  Kesolu- 
tion.  This  Bule  could  do  nothing  to 
prevent  any  delay  that  has  occurred  in 
the  present  Session.  I  do  not  believe 
that  it,  or  any  other  Bule,  could  put  an 
end  to  the  evil  of  too  much  talk.  That 
has  been  recognized  as  a  grave  intpedi- 
ment  to  legislation  in  this  House  for 
more  than  a  generation  past.  Anyone 
who  cares  to  refer  to  the  chronicles  of 
any  year  during  that  time  may  see  as 
strong  complaints  of  the  evil  of  too  much 
talk  as  can  be  made  in  the  present  day. 
If  you  want  to  mitigate  this  evil«  yon 
ought  to  diminish  the  number  of  occa- 
sions on  which  debates  may  legitimately 
take  place,  rather  than  attempt  to  stop 
the  flow  of  waters  when  once  they  have 
been  let  loose.  But  if  this  Bule  cannot 
be  intended  for  this  purpose,  neither  is 
it  adapted  to  the  case  of  hon.  Members 
who  desire  by  their  action  to  discredit 
or  damage  the  efficiency  of  this  House ; 
for  that,  as  I  have  already  stated,  ap- 
pears to  me  to  be  a  matter  of  discipline 
which  would  be  properly  dealt  with,  if 
occasion  required,  by  a  severe  penalty. 
The  practical  point,  as  I  gather  from 
the  speech  of  the  Prime  Minister,  which 
this  Bule  is  to  secure,  is  that,  when  in  the 
general  judgment  of  the  House  a  ques- 
tion is  mature  for  decision,  no  want  of 
deference  to  the  general  wish  of  the 
House  shall  be  permitted  to  prevent  that 
decision  being  taken.  Well,  that  appears 
to  me,  as  my  hon.  Friend  the  Member 
for  Glamorganshire  remarked,  an  at- 
tempt to  put  into  a  Bule  what  has 
long  been  the  recognized  custom  of 
this  House.  The  custom  has  been  that, 
when  by  mutual  consent  of  the  great 
majority  on  both  sides  the  time  for 
a  division  has  arrived,  that  division 
should  be  taken.  Why  is  it  necessary 
to  go  beyond  that  point,  and  provide  for 
the  closing  of  a  debate,  not  by  a  majority 
of  both  sides  of  the  House,  but  by  a  bare 
majority  ?  As  to  the  provision  in  this 
Bide  about  the  evident  sense  of  the 
House,  of  course  our  old  custom  did  pro- 
vide for  the  dosing  of  a  debate  by  the 
evident  sense  of  the  House.    The  foilei 
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that  were  adopted  on  a  great  exceptional  found  it   neceMar;  to  impose    oertain 

emergency  laet  Session  provided  also  for  safeguards  on  his  own  Bule.     Ho  has 

the  closing  of  debatesin  accordance  with  jone  this,  I  presnuie.  because  voting  to 

the  evident  sense  of  the  House ;  for  I  ^^^  effect  to  our  opinions  is  obviously 

think  it  cannot  be  repeated  too  often  not  quite  the  eame  thing  as  voting  to 

that  you,  Sir,  the  great  authority  in  this  prevent  other  people  from  exprewung 

House,    then    interpreted    the    evident  theirs,  in  spite  of  their  protest  that  they 

sense  of  the  House  to  mean  a  vote  by  a  have  not  suffldently  done  so.    But  as 

majority  of  three-fourths— an  interpre-  he  has  proposed  oertain  safegnaids,  the 

tation  which,  so  far  as  I  can  see,  would  question  to  be  decided  is  not  whether 

not  be  open  to  the  Speaker  under  this  my   should  be    provided,    but  merely 

Eule.     Yet  is  there  any  reason  why  the  ^^t    the    nature    of    the    safeguards 

Eulo  shall  not  be  so  limited  ?  Of  course,  ghonld  be ;  and  I  am  utterly  unable  to 

there  have  been  instances  during  past  understand  why  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 

i-ears  in  which  debates  have  been  pro-  jaxa  has  expressed  so  very  etrung  an 

ongedbyindividualsBgainstthegeneral  obioction  to  a  proportionate  majority  of 

aense  of  the  House  ;  but  what  I  main-  the  House.     He  has  referred  us  to  the 

tainisthatnoonecan  with  any  justice  Colonies  for  examples.    I  will  follow 

a^ue— no  one,  I  believe,  can  produce  him  there ;  and  will  take  an  example, 

one  single  instance  in  which  the  great  not  from  Colonial  action,  but  from  a 

body  of  the  Opposition  of  the  day  did  suggestion  made  by  a  Member   of  hia 

not  give  a  most  loyal  support  to  the  Go-  nwn   Government  not  longer  ago  than 

vemment  of  the  day  m  putting  an  end  February   2.      A   very  important  des- 

to  resistance  to  the  prevailing   will  of  patch  was   on  that  date   addressed  by 

the   House  otherwise  than   by    argu-  ^^d  Kimberley  to  a  Colony  which  has 

ment.     And  the  words  used  by  the  right  reeentiy,  perhaps,  occupied  more  of  the 

hon.    Gentleman   in   his   speech   give  attention  of  Her  Majesty's  Government 

colour  to  this  view.     He  said  that  the  than   almost   any   other— I    mean    the 

Bule  did  not  mean  a  state  of  things  in  Colony  of  Natal.    The  inhabitants  of 

which  a  majority,  as  oommonly  under-  Natal  had  apparently  desired  that    a 

stood,    is  clamouring  one   way,  and   a  system  of  responsible  government,  with 

minoritjr,   as  commonly   understood,  is  only  a  single  Legislative  Chamber,  should 

clamouring  another  way.     Well,  if  it  be  granted  to  them.    Lord  Kimberley 

does  not  mean  that,  what,  I  should  like  replies 

to  ask  Her  Majesty's  Government,  does  ,„        .  .    .  .      .    , 

il  „,„7    I  r.m»nb„  .h.  right  loa.  chSrjf.AjSTjC'^t;"/.^""!^ : 

GenUeman   the  Pnme  Mimster  told  us  B^tiah  colony  under  responmble  gOTemment. 

that  he  had  endeavoured  in  no  point  to  Iq  Natal  It  mil  be  egpeciilly  deiiiuble,  having; 

gobeyondthenecessityof  theoase.  Well,  regard  to  the  gravitvofnatiTequBstionB    .... 

a    it    is   the    fact   that   the    Opposition  '^^  there  ahoaldt*  jK^ne  protection  »g»mst 

T.         i.      _  1    _  1    I      iu      IT.   Z- _i  hasty  and  m-conBidered  leinslation  and  action, 

has  been  as  loyal  to  the  Government  ^^^'^  -^  ;,  ^,ig«,here  the  object  o(a*«™d 

in   a  dimcultjr  of  this   nature   as  1  nave  Chaniber  to  supply.     Tho  point  «  one  of  aerious 

stated,    and   if   it  ii   the  fact  that    this  importtuics,  and  will  require  careful  couaidera- 

Eule  would  close    a  debate    by  a  bare  tiou  when  the  details  of  the  propoMd  conatitn- 

majority,    and    not   only  with  the  con-  tio"»l  ohanga  are  being   determined.     IwiU 

■•        -■"  -      -.         •  ."'  ..      -1  p  .,  only  atpresent  sugiFen  that  a  possible  mode  oi 

sent  of  a  majority  of  both  sides  of  the  prodding  the  requirite  safegmmiB  might  be  to 

House,   surely  this  Bule,   in  its  terms,  eosct  that  in  certain  cases  the  concurrence  ot 

does   not    carry  out    that    undertaking  more  than  a  hare  oiajority  of  the  whole  Council 

of    the    Prime     Minister.       The    right  should  be  requisite  for  the  passing  of  a  Bill." 

hon.  GenUeman  said  there  is  but  one  Therefore,  as  a  safeguard  against "  hasty 

sound  principle  in  this  House,  and  that  and  inconsiderate  action  "  on  the  part  of 

is  that  the  majority  of  this  House  shall  the  Legislative  Asssmbly  of  Xatal,  Her 

prevail;  and  he  gave  to  us  instances  in  Majesty's  Government  themselves  sug- 

which  most  important    decisions  have  gest  "that  the  concurrence  of  more  than 

been  come  to  by  this  House  involving  a  bare  majority  of  the   whole  Council 

even  the  fate  of  a  Qoverument  by  very  should  be  requisite.'-     Is  there  no  risk 

small  majorities.     But  he  forgot,  when  of  ''  hasty  and  inconsiderate  action  "  by 

c|uoting  those  instances,  that  the  House  this  House  in  deciding  on  a  matter  with 

IS  not  fettered  in  arriving  at  such  deoi-  which  the  House  of  Lords  have  nothing 

siona  by  any  safeguard  while   he  has  to  do,  and  which  is  to  be  decided  here 
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by  a  single  diyision  without  debate? 
And  if  there  be,  why  should  the  Prime 
Minister,  desirous  as  he  is  to  assimilate 
the  Procedure  of  our  Imperial  and 
Oolonial  Parliaments,  stigmatize  here 
on  the  20th  of  February  as  a  '*  vast 
innovation,"  and  as  ''contrary  to  the 
one  only  sound  principle  in  this  House," 
the  very  proposal  which,  on  February  2, 
he  had  himself  suggested  as  a  leading 
feature  in  the  brand-new  form  of  re- 

rnsible  government  which  he  contem- 
tes  con&rring  on  the  important  Colony 
of  Natal  ?  Supposing,  however,  that 
the  feeling  of  the  majority  of  the  House 
be  in  favour  of  a  proportionate  majority, 
and  that  the  Government  should  go  so 
far  as  to  adopt  either  the  Amendment 
of  the  hon.  Member  for  Glasgow  (Mr. 
Anderson)  or  that  of  the  hon.  Baronet 
the  Member  for  the  University  of  Lon- 
don (Sir  John  Lubbock),  or  in  some 
other  way  to  concede  the  principle  of  a 
proportionate  majority,  there  would  still 
remain  objections  of  no  small  moment 
against  the  adoption  of  the  <?/d^urtf  by  a  ma- 
jority. Some  hon.  Members  seem  to  think 
this  power  could  not  be  applied  to  pre- 
vent private  Members  from  bringing  on 
Motions.  But  what  did  the  noble  Mar- 
quess the  Secretary  of  State  for  India 
say  the  other  night  ?  He  was  referring 
to  cases  in  which  the  power  now  asked 
for  would  be  required  ;  and  he  said  that 
this  power  would  enable  the  House  to 
prevent  the  hon.  Member  for  Eye  (Mr. 
Ashmead-Bartlett)  from  bringing  on  the 
question  of*  Central  Asia,  and  the  hon. 
and  learned  Member  for  Bridport  (Mr. 
Warton)  from  bringing  on  the  question 
of  patent  medicines. 

The  Marquess  op  HARTINGTON 
explained  that  he  had  said  that  there 
should  be  some  mode  by  which  discus- 
sions such  as  that  on  patent  medicines 
should  be  limited  in  duration.  He  had 
never  said  that  the  hon.  and  learned 
Member  for  Bridport  should  be  pre- 
vented from  bringing  the  question  for- 
ward. 

SiE  MICHAEL  HICKS-BEACH :  In 
saying  even  that  much  the  noble  Mar- 
quess was  singularly  ungrateful  to  the 
hon.  and  learned  Member  for  Bridport, 
who  had  twice  resigned  his  opportunities 
of  bringing  the  matter  forward  in  order 
to  enable  the  Gt>v6mment  to  proceed 
with  their  Business.  But  what  might  cer> 
tainly  be  inferred  from  the  speech  of  the 
noble  Lord  is  that  he  had  in  contempla- 

8ir  Michael  Hieke-Beach 


tion  the  application  of  this  Bole  aeainst 
private  Members  who  may  wish  to  bring 
grievances  before  the  House.  That  means 
that  Members  who  may  happen  not  to 
be  looked  on  favourably  by  the  majority 
in  this  House  will  be  debarred,  if  not 
from  bringing  forward  questions  which 
the  majority  may  consider  to  be  crotchets, 
at  all  events,    from    having  them  dis- 
cussed at  any  reasonable  len^h.     That 
would  soon  amount  to   a   very   mate- 
rial interference  with  one  of  me  most 
important  functions   of  this    House- 
namely,  that  of  considering  the  g^ev- 
ances  of  Her  Majesty's  subjects.     It  Ib 
all  very  well  for  Members  of  the  Govern- 
ment to  say  that  the  occasions  for  the 
application  of  the  Kule  would  be  rare. 
We  were  told  last  year  that  the  reduc- 
tions of  rent  under  the  Land  Act  would 
be  rare,  and  we  think  ourselves  fairly 
entitled  to  look  with   some   doubt  on 
similar    prophecies.      I    fear   that  the 
eldtursi  whether  by  a  proportionate  or 
by  a  bare  majority,  would  prevent  the 
advocates  of  unpopular  subjects   from 
being  fairly  heard  m  this  House.    Let 
it  be  remembered  that  some  of  the  veiy 
best  among  us  have,  at  one  time  or  an- 
other, been  the  advocates  of  unpopular 
subjects.     The  Prime  Minister  and  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Duchy  of  Lancaster 
might,  for  example,  be  numbered  among 
such  advocates.     The  great  eloquence  of 
those  right  hon.  Gentlemen  might,  under 
any  circumstances,  enable  them  to  ob- 
tain a  hearing  either  in  the  House  or  in 
the  country ;  but  I  question  very  much  if 
less  eminent  men  would  be  in  an  equally 
favourable  position  under  this  Bule,  for 
it  would  be  difficult  indeed  for  advocates 
of  an  unpopular  cause,  unless  of  very  ex- 
ceptional ability,  to  obtain  that  hearing 
in  the  country  which  certainly  would  not 
be  denied  to  a  powerful  minority,  or  to 
any  individual  who  happened  to  have  a 
great   wave  of  popular  feeling  at  his 
back.  But  there  is  another  class  to  which 
the  Prime  Minister  has  himself  referred. 
What  of  those  Members  of  this  House 
who  have,  at  one  time  or  another,  been 
guilty  of  apparent  Obstruction,  which 
has  been  justified  by  the  result  where 
important  changes  have  by  their  action 
-—to  quote  the  words  of  the  Prime  Mi- 
nister— been  introduced  into  measures 
as  the  fruit  and  product  of  long  debates  ? 
This  action  would,  at  the  moment,  ap- 
pear to  be  Obstruction.  It  would  be  met 
hj  a  Government  by  no  means  anxiooi 
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for  the  alteration  of  its  proposalB,  and 
by  a  majority  impatient  of  aelay ;  and 
can  anybody  suppose  that  the  eldture 
would  not  be  pretty  readily   applied, 
and,  if  applied,   would  it    always    be 
to  the  advantage  of  the  country  ?   But 
there  is    still    one    instance    more.     I 
have  spoken  of  the  advocates  of  un- 
popular causes,  and  of  unpopular  Mem- 
bers.   There  are  also  unpopular  sections 
of  this  House.     For  more  than  a  gene- 
ration past  there  has  been  an  Advanced 
Irish  Party  in  this  House,  which  has  never 
been  popular  with   either  the  majority 
of  Members  of  this  House  or  with  the 
majority  of  constituencies  in  the  United 
Kingdom.    I  quite  admit  that  on  one  or 
two  occasions  in  the  past  few  years  it 
has  been  necessary,  in  one  way  or  an- 
other, to  put  an  end  to  debates  which 
have  been  raised  by  these  Members; 
but  I  contend  that  this  object  might  be 
achieved  equally  well  by  the  operation 
of  the  other  Bules,   to  which  I  have 
already  alluded.     I  fear,  if  this  power 
of  the  eldturs  existed,  it  would  be  applied 
to  an  unpopular  section  of  this  kind  far 
too  frequently  to  be  consistent  with  jus- 
tice and  fairness  to  them  or  their  con- 
stituents, and  a  safety  valve  which  at 
present  exists  would  be  closed  in  a  man- 
ner calculated  to  add  materially  to  the 
serious  difficulty  of  governing  Ireland.  I 
quite  agree  with  what  fell  at  the  com- 
mencement of  this  debate  from  the  right 
hon.  Baronet  the  Leader  of  the  Opposi- 
tion ;  that,  considering  the  number  and 
importance  of  the  other  proposals  which 
Her  Majesty's  Government  have  placed 
on  the  reaper,  it  would  have  been,  above 
all  things,  desirable  that  we  should  have 
considered  and  decided  those  other  pro- 
posals before  we  arrived  at  this.     I  feel 
that  there  is  much  in  those  proposals 
which  would  form  a  very  valuable  addi- 
tion to  our  power  of  conducting  Business 
in  this  House;  but,  for  the  reasons  I 
have  ventured  to  state  to  the  House,  I 
cannot  look  upon  this  Besolution  in  the 
same  light.     It  seems  to  me  that  it  is 
not  for  the  interest  of  any  Member,  or 
any  section  of  Members  of  this  House, 
that  measures,    as  to  the  necessity  of 
which  the  majority  may  have  made  up 
their  minds,  should   pass,  perhaps  not 
with  insufficient  discussion,  out  with  an 
amount  of  discussion,  which  the  minority 
will  believe  and  say  has  been  insufficient. 
I  cannot  feel  that,  u  there  be  any  amongst 
us  who  desire  to  discredit  and  destroy 


the  honour  and  usefulness  of  this  House, 
their  operations  will  in  any  way  be  im- 
peded by  the  passing  of  such  a  Besolu- 
tion as  this.  I  think  there  must  be  some 
reasons  for  the  course  which  the  Govern- 
ment have  pursued  beyond  those  which 
hitherto  have  been  mentioned  to  this  • 
House.  I  think  the  Government  must 
have  in  their  minds,  not  merely  the 
merits  of  this  particular  proposal,  but 
other  difficulties  which  they  see  before 
them.  A  few  days  ago  the  Prime 
Minister  told  us  how  Pope  Pius  IX., 
with  a  temper  too  sanguine,  and  with 
very  deficient  calculation  of  the  impedi- 
ments in  his  way,  promised  to  the  popu- 
lation reforms  of  every  description — a 
course  which,  for  the  moment,  brought 
him  much  popular  favour ;  aud  how  he 
then  found  it  very  difficult  to  live  on 

Sromises  instead  of  performances.  I 
o  not  know  how  far  that  is  a  correct 
history  of  Pope  Pius  IX. ;  but  it  seems 
to  me  not  entirely  inapplicable  to  the 
history  and  present  position  of  the  Prime 
Minister  himself.  A  terrible  catastrophe 
may  be  awaiting  the  risht  hon.  Gentle- 
man, as  he  told  us  feU  on  the  Pope; 
but  I  trust  there  is  sufficient  independ- 
ence still  left  in  this  House,  in  spite  of 
so  great  a  danger,  to  decline  to  abandon 
that  freedom  of  speech  which  is  as  the 
breath  of  life  to  this  ancient  Assembly ; 
and  to  oppose  a  proposal  which,  if  we 
had  brought  it  forward  while  we  were 
in  Office,  would  have  been  by  no  one 
more  jealously  resisted  than  by  the  right 
hon.  Gentlemen  who  now  occupy  the 
Treasury  Bench. 

Sib  WILLIAM  HABGOUBT  :  Sir, 
I  am  sure  the  House  will  appreciate  the 
moderate  and  cautious  spirit  in  which 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  has  addressed 
himself  to  this  Motion ;  and  in  the  re- 
marks for  which  I  shall  ask  the  indul- 
gence of  the  House  I  shall  endeavour 
to  follow  his  example.  On  this,  the  third 
night  of  this  discussion,  I  think  it  may 
be  useful  to  ask  exactly  what  is  the  Par- 
liamentary situation  ?  I  know  that,  al- 
though the  right  hon.  Gentleman  has 
left  us  rather  in  doubt  as  to  whether  he 
is  altogether  against  the  proposal  of  a 
power  of  closing  a  debate,  or  whether 
he  would  be  favourable  to  a  limited  pro- 
posal of  that  kind,  there  are  Gentlemen 
opposite  who  are  of  opinion  that  two- 
thirds  or  three-fourths  would  be  a  proper 
limitation  on  the  cl6tur$,  if  we  have  the 
eldlure  at  all.      But  I  do  desire  to  point 
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out  that  there  is  no  proposal  of  such  a 
nature  hefore  ns,  and,  for  the  reasons 
which  I  shall  adduce,  no  such  proposal 
is  possible.  You  have  before  you  the 
Kesolution  of  the  Prime  Minister,  and 
you  have  the  Amendment  of  the  hon. 
and  learned  Member  for  Brighton  (Mr. 
Marriott).  I  will  not  enter  into  the 
merits  of  the  question  whether  ''bare 
majority  "  is,  or  is  not,  a  violation  of 
Parliamentary  decorum ;  but  if  the  Eng- 
lish language  means  anything  at  all,  the 
Amendment  of  the  hon.  and  learned 
Member  for  Brighton  is  a  statement  that 
no  majority  shall  be  allowed  to  close  a 
debate.  ["No,  no!"]  Well,  I  have 
arrived  at  an  age  when  I  imagined  that 
I  understood  the  English  language.  1 
will  read  the  Amendment.     It  says — 

"  No  Rules  of  Procedure  will  be  satiffactory 
to  this  House  which  confer  the  power  of  closiDg 
a  Debate  upon  a  majority  of  Members." 

That  is  a  statement  that  a  majority  shall 
not  close  a  debate.  However,  I  do  not 
wish  to  go  into  that  verbal  discussion, 
for  I  have  stronger  reasons  to  g^ve  for 
the  assertion  I  have  made.  Assume  the 
Amendment  of  the  hon.  and  learned 
Member  for  Brighton  to  be  carried,  what 
will  be  the  situation  of  this  House  ?  The 
operative  proposal  which  the  Prime 
Minister  has  brought  forward,  which 
mieht  have  been  amended,  will  be  gone, 
and  in  its  place  will  be  inserted  a  nega- 
tive proposition — because  the  Amend- 
ment of  the  hon.  and  learned  Member 
for  Brighton  is  a  simple  negation.  It 
does  not  propose  to  do  anything;  it 
cannot  do  anything,  and  it  cannot  be 
amended.  Therefore,  the  carrying  of 
the  Motion,  which  you  are  invited  from 
various  quarters  of  the  House  to  approve, 
is  an  absolute  condemnation  and  destruc- 
tion of  the  proposal  for  closing  a  debate 
at  all.  ["  No,  no !"]  It  is  quite  useless 
to  say  ''No  !"  because  it  is  a  proposition 
which  is  absolutely  self-evident.  [  *  *  No, 
no!"]  Perhaps  hon.  Members  will 
allow  me  to  make  my  statement.  They 
are  beginning  to  make  an  evident  sense  of 
the  House  against  my  doing  so.  I  assert 
that  if  the  House  adopts  the  Amend- 
ment of  the  hon.  and  learned  Member 
for  Brighton,  they  will  then  declare 
that— 

'*  No  Hules  of  Procedure  will  be  satisfactory 
to  this  House  which  confer  the  power  of  closing 
a  Debate  upon  a  majority  of  Members." 

I  assert  that  that   is  a  negative  pro- 
position;   it    is    not    a    positive    pro- 

Sir  William  Hareowri 


position,    and    it    is    no    use    saying 
"  No !  "  because  it  is  self-evident.  That 
being    the    case,   of    course  you  may 
say  that  the  Government,  not  accepting 
that  Amendment  of  the  hon.  and  learned 
Member,  might  produce  another  plan. 
But  Her  Majesty's  Government  have 
already,  I  think,  sufficiently  intimated 
that,  having   maturely  considered  this 
matter,  they  do  not  think  any  other  plan 
would  be  satisfactory,  and  therefore  they 
will  produce  no  other  plan.     Then,  who 
is  going  to  produce  any  other  plan  ?    It 
is  not  contained  in  the  Amendment  of 
the    hon.    and    learned     Member    for 
Brighton.     Is  it  going  to  be  produced 
by  the  responsible  Opposition?    I  do 
not  speak  of  the  hon.  and  learned  Mem- 
ber for  Brighton,  because,  from  the  tone 
in  which  he  addressed  these  Benches,  I 
should  call  the  Amendment  a  personal 
rather  than  a  responsible  opposition; 
but  what  is  the  view  of  the  responsible 
Opposition  on  this  matter  ?    Are  the  re- 
sponsible Opposition  prepared  to  propose 
a  modified  eldture?    I    have  attended 
carefully  to  their  speeches,  and  I  cannot 
make  out  that  they  propose  any  form  of 
eldture  at  all.     [Sir  Stafford  Nobthcote 
assented.]    The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
accepts  that  proposition.     That  is  quite 
clear.     They  are  not  in  favour  of  two- 
thirds  ;  therefore  they  are  not  going  to 
Eropose  two-thirds.     The  Government 
ave  said  they  are  not  going  to  propose 
two-thirds.     iSow,  then,   is  two-thirds 
ever  to  become  a  practical  proposition 
before  the  House  ?    It  is  perfectly  ob- 
vious that  there  is  no  such  proposal  now, 
and  there  can  be  no  such  proposal.    The 
ardent  Members  below  the  Gangway 
who  are  allies  of  the  responsible  Opposi- 
tion, but  not  the  responsible  Opposition, 
are  they  in  favour  of  two-thirds  ?     Cer- 
tainly they  are  not.    We  know  they  are 
as  much  opposed  to  two-thirds  as  to  the 
proposal  which  is  now  under  the  con- 
sideration of  the  House.    Therefore  it 
is  perfectly  dear  two-thirds  is  a  pro- 
position, which  is  not,  and  cannot  be, 
under  the  consideration  of  the  House. 
As  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  opposite 
assents    to    my  statement    that  he    is 
against  the  eldture  in  every  form,  the 
question  we  have  really  to  discuss  is, 
whether  there  is  or  is  not  to  be  in  this 
House  any  power  of  closing  a  debate 
when  it  has  proceeded  to  an  unreason- 
able length  ?    I  think  it  may  be  neces- 
sary, and  it  may  be  indispenaable,  at 
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was  shown  last  year,  that  some  such 
power  shoidd  exist.  It  was  shown  to  be 
necessary  last  year  by  your  action,  Sir — 
action  which  was  approved  by  the  im- 
mense majority  of  this  House — action 
which  was  called,  and  properly  called — 
because  the  word  may  be  used  in  a 
good  sense  or  a  bad  sense — a  revolu- 
tionary proceeding — a  proceeding  like 
that  on  which  the  Constitution  of  this 
country  is  framed.  What  follows  on  a 
revolution  ?  A  settlement  on  the  prin- 
ciples of  the  revolution.  You  do  not 
want  a  temporary  revolution.  You  want 
some  regular  recognized  law  of  the 
House.  Well,  Sir,  the  action  you  took 
last  year  cannot  be  repeated.  The  House 
must  consider  the  character,  and  the  ne- 
cessity, and  the  nature  of  that  action, 
and  either  legalize  or  condemn  it ;  but 
if  they  condemn  the  principle  of  that 
Act,  then,  if  that  necessity  should  again 
arise,  I  venture  to  think  that  you  could 
not  repeat  the  action  you  took  last  year. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  (Sir  E. 
Assheton  Gross),  who  spoke  on  the  last 
niffht  of  this  debate,  in  his  very  reason- 
able speech,  argued  the  matter  from 
this  point  of  view.  He  said — **We 
must  regard  your  supposed  Eule  as  it 
is  likely  to  be  worked,  perhaps,  at  first ; 
we  must  look  at  all  the  evils  of  which  it 
is  capable,  because  it  would  not  be  safe 
to  establish  such  a  system,  and  assume 
that  the  evils  it  might  involve  would  not 
occur."  That  was  the  line  of  argument 
he  pursued.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
said  this  proposal  of  a  cldture  was  one 
which  no  Committee  had  actually  pro- 
posed. That  is  perfectly  true,  but  he 
referred  to  the  last  Committee  upon  this 
subject;  and  it  was  apparent  then  that 
though  no  Committee  previously  had 
entertained  this  question,  it  was  very 
seriously  entertained  by  that  Committee  ; 
and  that  that  Committee  would  not  pro- 
nounce positively  against  the  cldture, 
but  said  it  was  not  desirable  at  that 
time,  and  the  majority  of  the  Com- 
mittee said  they  would  not  at  present 
recommend  it.  Therefore,  it  is  quite 
plain  that  they  had  seen  that  there  might 
arise — and,  indeed,  it  was  quite  possible 
there  might  arise — a  state  of  things  in 
which  a  remedy  of  this  kind  might  be 
and  would  be  necessary.  But  a  great 
authority  has  been  mentioned  in  this 
discussion.  We  are  told  that,  to  old 
Parliamentarian  minds,  nothing  could  be 
so  dreadful  as  the  French  system   of 


eldture,  I  suppose  there  is  no  finer  old 
Parliamentarian  than  Lord  Eversley, 
who  was  formerly  Speaker  of  this  House. 
He  was  examined  in  1854,  and  was 
asked — 

"  Has  it  ever  occurred  to  you  that  it  would  be 
well  to  adopt  some  mode  similar  in  principle  to 
what  is  called  in  France  *  La  eldture,*  to  enable 
the  House  summarily  to  shorten  a  discussion 
which  did  not  excite  much  interest  in  the 
House?" 

His  reply  was — 

*<  My  belief  is  that  the  House  will,  some  day 
or  other,  be  oblig^  to  adopt  a  summary  mode  of 
putting  an  end  to  useless  debate." 

Thirty  years  ago  the  growing  necessities 
of  the  House  of  Commons  had  caused 
a  man  so  imbued  with  the  ancient  tradi- 
tions of  Parliament  as  Mr.  Shaw  Lefevere 
to  appreciate  that  one  of  these  days  the 
eldture  would  become  a  necessity.  In 
the  year  1878,  a  majority  of  the  Com- 
mittee then  considering  the  subject  said 
that  at  present  they  would  not  recom- 
mend the  eldture.  But  we  have  learned 
a  good  deal  since  1878.  [Mr.  Newde- 
QATE :  That  is  not  in  the  Beport.]  No ; 
in  the  Beport  subsequent  experience 
naturally  does  not  appear.  But  we 
have  advanced  rapidly  since  1878.  The 
late  Q-ovemment  said  that,  because 
things  were  not  in  the  Beport  of  the 
Committee,  it  was  not  necessary  to  pro- 
pose this  in  1880;  but  hon.  Gentlemen 
opposite  approved  and  supported  the 
cldture  exercised  by  the  Speaker  last 
year.  That  shows  that  step  oy  step  you 
have  found  the  existing  measures  in- 
sufficient, and  you  have  had  to  take 
stronger  and  stronger  measures  against 
the  evil  with  which  you  have  to  deal. 
I  wish  we  could  reaUv  rely  tipon  that 
fine  old  spirit  of  the  House  of  Commons 
to  which  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  the  University  of  Cambridge 
(Mr.  Beresford  Hope)  has  referred,  and 
of  which  he  is  mmself  an  excellent 
Bepresentative  ;  but  we  know  perfectly 
weU  we  cannot  any  longer  confidently 
rely  upon  that.  The  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  late  Secretary  of  State  (Sir  B. 
Assheton  Cross)  said  the  other  night — 
and  I  think  the  phrase  was  a  good 
one — *'  What  we  have  and  what  we 
suffer  from  is  a  want  of  loyalty  to 
the  House  in  some  of  its  Members." 
That  is  the  evil  against  which  you  have 
to  contend ;  that  is  the  evil  which  you 
have  not  been  able  to  overcome.  I  re- 
ferred juat  lio'w  \jo  M)[ie  «t^xDLWiX»  ^1  *^^ 
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late  Secretary  of  State— that  you  must 
look  at  the  scheme  we  propose  by  the 
light  of  all  the  possible  evils  which  it 
may  involve,  because  you  must  be 
guarded  against  possible  as  well  as 
probable  evils.  I  accept  that  line  of 
argument ;  but  he  has  applied  it  to  the 
remedy ;  allow  me  to  apply  it  to  the 
disease.  Let  us  examine  what  are  the 
possible  evils  of  the  present  system,  and 
see  whether  they  are  tolerable,  or  whe- 
ther it  is  not  absolutely  necessary  that 
you  should  seek  for  some  efficient  remedy 
against  them.  The  possible  evils  in  the 
House  of  Commons,  under  the  present 
system,  are  that  the  House  of  Commons 
may  find  itself  absolutely  helpless  in  the 
hands  of  an  unpatriotic  and  unscrupu- 
lous minority.  The  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man considered  the  other  aspect  of  the 
case  from  the  point  of  view  of  what 
might  happen  if  you  had  a  tyrannical 
and  reckless  majoritv.  I  ask  you  to 
consider  what  would  be  the  position  of 
the  House  of  Commons  if  ever  you  should 
see  in  the  House  of  Commons  an  un- 
patriotic and  unscrupulous  minority,  who 
used  all  the  powers  they  possessed.  I 
will  ask  you  to  consider  what  the  Busi- 
ness of  the  House  of  Commons  is,  and 
how  it  can  be  dealt  with  by  such  a  mi- 
nority. In  the  transaction  of  the  Busi- 
ness of  the  House  you  have  the  part 
which  is  taken  by  private  Members; 
you  have  the  part  of  the  Business  which 
is  transacted  by  the  Government.  I  will 
not  say  much  about  the  part  which  is 
transacted  by  the  private  Members,  ex- 
cept this  —  that  nothing  is  more  true 
than  what  the  hon.  Member  for  Ayles- 
bury (Mr.  G.  Eussell),  in  his  able  and 
interesting  speech,  pointed  out — namely, 
that  private  Members  are  equally  the 
victims  of  this  system  of  Obstruction  by  a 
reckless  minority  as  are  the  Government 
themselves.  But  I  want  you  to  consider 
what  could  be  the  operation  of  such  a 
minority  as  this  upon  the  Business  of  the 
nation,  as  transacted  by  the  Govern- 
ment. We  know  very  well  here,  but  it 
is  not  very  well  known  outside,  that  al- 
though the  Government  is  held  respon- 
sible for  the  whole  time  of  Parliament, 
which  really  is  only  nominally  two-fifths 
of  the  time,  out  of  five  days  of  the  week, 
until  you  come  to  the  end  of  the  Ses- 
sion, private  Members  have  three  days 
of  the  week,  and  the  Government  two. 
I  say  the  Government  have  nominally 
twO|  because  they  may  have  none  at  all; 
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and  last  week  they  hardly  had  any  at 
all.  The  Business  of  the  Government 
consists  of  two  classes.  It  is  talked  of 
generally  as  if  it  was  only  legislative 
Business ;  but  the  Government  have  also 
g^eat  administrative  Business,  the  pass- 
ing of  Votes  of  Supply,  carrying  the 
Estimates  through,  and  passing  what, 
from  habit,  I  will  call  the  Mutiny  BilL 
The  legislative  Business  of  the  Govern- 
ment is,  no  doubt,  important  in  a  very 
high  degree  ;  but  the  administrative 
Business  of  the  Government  in  this 
House  is  absolutely  indispensable.  The 
machinery  of  the  State  cannot  g^  on 
without  it.  For  transacting  the  whole 
of  the  Business  during  the  early  part  of 
the  Session,  the  Government  have  eight 
days  in  the  month  at  its  disposal.  In 
that  period  they  have  to  transact  all  the 
varied  Business  of  the  complicated  society 
of  this  vast  Empire.  Now,  if  there  be 
suqh  a  minority  as  that  of  which  I  have 
spoken — a  minority  reckless  of  conse- 
quences, careless  of  the  opinion  of  this 
House,  utterly  indifferent  to  the  opinion 
of  the  country,  resolved,  if  it  can,  to 
disorganize  the  whole  fabric  of  Parlia- 
ment and  destroy  the  operation  of  the 
machinery  by  which  the  JBusiness  of  the 
country  is  transacted — I  have  a  right  to 
make  this  hypothesis  to-night,  as  right 
hon.  Gentlemen  opposite  have  a  right 
to  make  theirs  on  tne  other  side.  Let 
me  ask  the  attention  of  the  House  while 
I  endeavour  to  point  out  what  such 
a  minority  can  do.  In  the  fi.r8t  place, 
the  Government  have  to  propose  the 
Address  to  the  Crown.  In  the  name 
of  freedom  of  debate,  every  Member 
has  a  right  to  speak,  and  to  speak  at  any 
length  he  chooses,  either  on  the  Ad- 
dress, or  on  any  other  topic,  foreign  or 
domestic,  and  he  can  do  what  he  pleases. 
In  the  old  days,  on  great  occasions,  you 
had  two  or  three  days'  debates  on  the 
Address ;  recently  you  have  had  a  great 
many  more.  You  may  have  a  g^at  many 
more  ;  and,  without  such  a  power  as  this 
inherent  in  the  House,  there  is  no  reason 
why  such  a  minority  might  not  occupy 
the  greater  part  of  February  in  the  de- 
bate on  the  Address.  You  then  come  to 
March,  when  the  Government  have  the 
Supplementary  Estimates  and  the  Army 
and  Navy  Estimates,  which  they  must 
carry  before  the  end  of  March.  Look  at 
their  situation  in  the  presence  of  a  i  * 
nority  of  that  description.  I  will  8upp< 
the  Government  have  introduced  no  lei 
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lative  sohemeR  at  all,  but  have  devoted 
themselves  from  the  first  day  to  Votes 
of  Supply,  and  taken  the  first  Monday 
in  March  for  Supply.  The  minority  can 
cover  that  day's  Paper  with  any  number 
of  Motions  which  will  prevent  the  Go- 
vernment getting  into  Supply  at  all. 
The  minority  may  discuss  each  of  these 
Motions  separately,  and  at  any  length 
they  like,  and  the  Government  can  get 
no  Supply  on  that  Monday.  They  may 
do  a  little  more  than  they  did  on  Mon- 
day week  last.  The  Gt>vemment  get  no 
Supply,  and  the  House  is  helpless.  The 
Government  then  have  Thursday,  and 
they  put  down  Supply  again ;  but  the 
Paper  is  again  covered  with  Motions, 
and  the  Government  again  get  no  Supply. 
That  may  be  done  through  every  week 
in  March  on  each  Government  day ;  and 
the  minority,  if  they  choose,  have  the 
power  to  stop  Supplies.  The  power  of 
stopping  Supplies  was  in  old  days  a 
power  which  even  a  great  majority  in 
great  crises  shrank  from  exercising.  It 
is  impossible  to  conceive  that  there  may 
be  a  minority  who  may  desire,  and  who 
certainly  have  the  power,  to  stop  Sup- 
plies in  the  month  of  March,  until  the 
financial  year  has  expired.  If  they 
choose,  there  is  no  man  in  the  House 
who  would  not  find  that  they  have  ample 
power  to  do  that  by  covering  the  Paper 
with  Motions  on  each  Government  day. 
It  is  useless  to  speak,  as  the  right  hon. 
Baronet  did,  of  personal  action  against 
these  men.  Tou  can  take  no  personal 
action.  Their  proceedings  would  be 
perfectly  legitimate. 

SiK  MICHAEL  HICKS-BEAOH: 
The  point  I  took  on  the  question  to  which 
the  right  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman 
has  alluded  was  that  there  is  a  Resolu' 
tion  on  the  Paper  which  will  enable  the 
Government  to  get  into  Supply,  notwith- 
standing these  Motions. 

Sib  WILLIAM  HAECOURT :  I  am 
bound  to  state  the  things  as  they  actually 
exist ;  and  I  say,  as  matters  now  exist, 
the  minority  have  perfect  power  to  stop 
Supply.  I  come  now  to  the  next  point. 
Wnen  the  month  of  March  is  gone  we 
come  to  the  month  of  April.  When 
you  come  to  the  month  of  April,  even  if 
you  had  no  Vacation  at  all,  the  Mutiny 
Bill  has  to  be  passed.  There  are  nu- 
merous stages  of  the  Mutiny  Bill,  every 
one  of  which  can  be  opposed ;  and  to- 
night I  see  by  the  Paper  that  the 
Mutiny  Bill  is  blocked  by  the  hon.  Mem- 


ber for  Limerick.  Yon  may  oppose  and 
debate  every  stage  of  the  Mutiny  Bill. 
You  may  propose  any  number  of  Amend- 
ments in  Committee  on  the  Bill,  and  it 
will  be  perfectly  easy  for  such  an  oppo- 
sition as  that  which  I  have  sketched  out 
to  prevent  the  passing  of  the  Bill  before 
the  period  for  passing  it  expires ;  and, 
if  so,  the  whole  fabric  of  your  military 
position  would  be  destroyed,  and  the 
Army  would  be  disbanded.  Is  the 
House  of  Commons  to  be  helpless  in 
such  a  situation  as  that  ?  Is  it  to 
have  no  power  of  saying  it  will  take 
measures  to  prevent  the  Opposition 
being  allowed  to  disintegrate  the  whole 
of  our  political  system  by  stopping 
Supply,  and  even  to  disband  our  Army? 
1  venture  to  say  nobody  in  this  House 
can  disprove  that,  without  some  protection 
of  this  character,  it  is  perfectly  possible 
for  a  position  such  as  1  have  described 
to  occur.  Then,  after  you  have  dealt  in 
the  month  of  April  with  the  Mutiny  Bill, 
you  come  to  the  ordinary  Estimates. 
In  the  face  of  a  minority  like  this  you 
have  to  deal  with  the  ordinary  Esti- 
mates ;  and  the  same  thing  that  I  have 
pointed  to  in  regard  to  Supply  before 
Easter  may  be  done  after  Easter,  and 
still  more  efifectually,  without  any  possi- 
bility of  operating  against  the  individual. 
You  may  nave  every  item  discussed,  and 
the  whole  time  of  Parliament  occupied ; 
and  you  may  reach  Aug^t  without  the 
Government  being  able  to  command  a 
single  day  for  the  consideration  of  any 
measure.  Nobody  can  say  those  are  not 
possibilities  actually  within  your  exist- 
ing Bules.  Now,  I  want  to  know  whe- 
ther there  is  any  Leg^lative  Assembly 
that  is  without  some  means  of  protecting 
itself  against  things  of  that  description  ? 
Then  consider  the  position  with  reference 
to  legislative  measures  themselves.  The 
Government  of  the  day  has  some  con- 
siderable measures — it  is  generally  ex- 
pected that  the  Government  shall  submit 
two  or  three  considerable  measures.  If 
the  Opposition  desire  to  block  and  de- 
stroy the  measures  which  are  to  follow, 
it  is  not  necessary  to  operate  on  these 
measures.  Scientific  Obstruction  has 
gone  much  too  far  for  that.  It  is  like 
the  game  of  curling ;  a  stone  is  placed 
not  to  win,  but  to  prevent  others  from 
getting  in.  The  thing  has  been  brought 
to  scientific  perfection,  and  all  you  have 
to  do  to  destroy  all  the  measures  pro- 
posed by  the  Government  is  to  extend 
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the  disoasBion  on  the  first  measure  until 
you  waste  the  whole  time  of  the  House ; 
and,  what  with  that  and  the  discussions 
on  Supply  and  the  ordinary  Estimates, 
you  may  take  care  that  only  one  measure, 
or  not  eyen  one,  shall  he  passed  hy  the 
Government.  Is  that  a  state  of  things — 
I  will  not  say  with  which  the  Govern- 
ment can  he  satisfied ;  hut  with  which 
the  country  which  has  placed  the  Go- 
vernment here  is  going  to  he  content  ? 
My  opinion  is  that  it  certainly  is  not. 
All  this  is  to  be  done  in  the  name  of 
freedom  of  debate  and  freedom  of  dis- 
cussion. I  do  not  think  respectable 
terms  were  ever  so  badly  abused  as 
when  these  were  employed  to  justify 
such  a  state  of  things  as  this.  Freedom 
of  debate  and  freedom  of  discussion  for 
whom  ?  Why,  for  a  reckless  minority ; 
there  is  no  freedom  of  debate  and  free- 
dom of  discussion  for  the  majority.  As 
the  hon.  Member  for  Aylesbury  (Mr.  G. 
Bussell)  has  said,  over  and  over  again 
the  majority  are  silenced ;  they  are 
obliged  to  be  silent  because  they  want 
to  see  something  done.  They  hold  their 
peace  simply  because  a  small  minority 
have  occupied  the  whole  of  the  time  for 
discussion ;  and,  therefore,  it  is  a  proceed- 
ing not  in  favour  of  freedom  of  debate 
and  freedom  of  discussion,  but  adverse 
to  freedom  of  debate,  when  you  allow  a 
minority  to  exercise  such  a  power  as 
that.  Hon.  Gentlemen  opposite  object 
to  the  eldture,  but  they  have  a  eldture  of 
their  own.  I  remember  the  other  night 
that  an  hon.  Member  opposite  spoke — 
I  had  not  the  patience  to  count,  but  a 
Friend  counted  that  the  hon.  Gentleman 
spoke  15  times  three  or  four  nights  a^o. 
[**Name!"J  No;  I  will  not  give  his 
name;  he  might  speak  16  times  to-night. 
But  he  spoke  15  times,  and  that  was  a 
practical  eldture  against  14  other  Gentle- 
men who  might  have  occupied  the  time 
in  useful  discussion.  The  truth  is  that 
the  minority  shut  the  mouths  of  the 
ma^'ority  by  occupying  all  the  time  the 
majority  might  occupy  in  the  useful  dis- 
cussion of  important  questions.  There- 
fore, when  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
opposite  said  we  ought  not  to  punish 
the  many  for  the  offences  of  Ihe  few,  I 
agree  in  that ;  but  what  we  are  doing  is 
that  we  are  punishing  the  many  by  the 
offences  of  the  few,  by  depriving  the  ma- 
jority of  the  time  they  might  usefully 
occupy  in  the  transaction  of  Public 
Bosbess. 

Sir  WUUam  Harcourt 


Sib  R.  ASSHETON  OBOSS  said,  he 
had  stated  that  the  restraint  placed  on 
the  licence  of  the  few  ought  not  to  be 
the  standard  for  restraining  the  liberty 
of  the  many. 

Sib  WILLIAM  HARCOURT :  Sir, 
I  say  that  the  offences  now  committed 
by  the  few  practically  punish  the  many. 
k]l  that  is  necessary  in  order  to  produce 
the  evils  which  I  have  indicated  is,  that 
you  should  some  day  or  other  see  an 
organized  body  constituting  the  minority 
with  no  respect  for  the  traditions  of  the 
House,  no  regard  for  its  influence,  and 
no  sympathies  with  its  functions.  And 
then,  I  say,  such  a  body  can  use  its 
powers,  with  the  effect  I  have  described. 
You  may  say — ''  Oh,  but  this  does  not 
exist,  and  we  do  not  believe  that  it  will 
ever  exist."  We  may  not  believe  that 
this  House  will  be  set  on  fire  to-night; 
but  that  does  not  prevent  our  having  in 
readiness  in  every  part  of  it  the  hy- 
drants and  hose  necessary  to  exting^sh 
a  fire  in  case  it  should  break  out. 
Therefore  I  oppose  my  picture  of  the 
possibility  under  the  existing  state  of 
thinffs  to  the  possibility  under  the  too- 
posfid  made  on  the  other  side.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  opposite  said  that 
the  majority,  if  they  misused  their 
power,  would  be  exposed  to  retribution. 
That  is  perfectly  true,  and  I  am  glad 
that  it  is  so.  But  that  is  your  safe- 
guard. The  majority  would  know  very 
well  that  in  such  a  case  they  would  be 
exposed  to  the  retribution  of  public 
opinion.  They  will  be  restrained  by 
their  sense  of  fairness,  by  their  sense  of 
honour,  and  by  their  knowledge  of  retri- 
bution, because  otherwise  they  would 
lose  the  power  which  belongs  to  the 
majority.  But  you  have  not  that  safe- 
guard in  the  case  of  a  minority ;  it  has 
not  the  same  responsibility,  and  it  is  not 
exposed  to  the  same  retribution.  What- 
ever it  does  it  will  be  a  minority  still, 
and  therefore  there  are  circumstances 
which  exist  in  connection  with  the 
powers  of  a  minority  which  do  not  exist 
in  the  case  of  a  majority.  Well,  Sir, 
these  are  the  reasons,  or  some  of  the 
reasons,  which  have  convinced  Her 
Majesty's  Government  that  it  is  abso- 
lutely necessary  that  this  House  should 
have  within  itself  the  power  of  protect- 
ing itself  against  the  reckless  and  im- 
proper use  of  the  rights  of  the  minority. 
jNobody  can  have  listened  in  this  Hoose 
for  the  last  three  or  four  years  withoat 
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feeling  that,  so  to  speak,  it  has  been 
afflicted  with  something  in  the  nature  of 
a  creeping  palsy,  and  that  unless  we 
take  some  measures  to  defend  ourselves 
from  the  paralysis  which  is  gaining  upon 
the  House,  and  preventing  the  transac- 
tion of  the  Business  of  the  nation,  I 
believe  there  will  follow  some  great 
public  catastrophe.  Did  anyhon.  Mem- 
ber deny  that  r  The  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man opposite,  in  a  speech  which  he 
made  the  other  day,  said  that  the  House 
of  Commons,  which  we  have  always 
looked  up  to  in  former  times  as  the  glory 
and  honour  of  the  country,  has  now 
become  a  bye-word  and  a  sham.  Are 
we,  then,  to  do  nothing  to  cure  this  evil, 
or  shall  we  take  measures  which  will 
make  it  unnecessary  for  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  to  repeat  that  observation  ? 
If  so.  Her  Majesty's  Government  are 
bound  to  recommend  to  the  House  a 
measure,  which,  in  their  opinion,  will 
alone  be  .efficacious  for  that  purpose. 
Gentlemen  opposite  say — **  Take  action 
against  the  individual ; "  but  I  am 
quite  certain  that  anybody  who  con* 
siders  this  matter,  and  has  observed 
the  way  in  which  Obstruction  has 
worked,  will  see  that  the  plan  of  action 
against  individuals  is  utterly  useless, 
because  they  have  become  adepts  by 
careful  practice,  and  can  easily  avoid 
such  action.  It  is  only  an  occasional 
outburst  of  bad  temper  or  unbecoming 
language  that  can  ever  expose  the  in- 
dividual to  action  on  the  part  of  the 
House.  Sir,  it  is  not  at  ail  necessary 
that  the  minority  should  employ  violent 
means.  They  can  kill  the  unfortunate 
patient  secundum  artem — they  can  kill 
the  House  of  Commons  by  means  of  its 
own  Bules,  and  that  is  an  operation 
which  is  being  gradually  and  certainly 
performed.  This  is  my  answer  to  the 
contention  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
opposite  as  I  understand  it.  It  is  ad- 
mitted now  by  the  Leader  of  the  Oppo- 
sition that  they  will  assent  to  no  form 
of  the  eldture  whatever,  and  that  they 
will  give  the  House  no  power  in  the 
form  of  eldture  to  defend  itself  from  this 
system  which  is  destroying  its  vitality; 
which  will  defend  the  House  of  Com- 
mons from  that  which  it  is  partially 
Buffering  from,  and  from  which,  in  my 
judgment,  it  is  destined,  unless  our  pro- 
posal is  adopted,  still  more  to  suffer  in 
the  future.  There  are  Gentlemen  who 
do  not  agree  with  that  opinion,  who  feel 


the  nature  of  the  evil  we  are  exposed  to, 
and  who  say  they  will  assent  to  a  ma-  ^ 
jority  of  two-thirds  or  three-fourths  for  * 
the  purpose  we  have  in  view.  It  is  not 
necessary  that  I  should  detain  the  House 
by  arg^ng  that  point  at  any  length, 
because,  as  I  ventured  in  the  early 
part  of  my  remarks  to  point  out,  that  is 
not  in  the  proposition  with  which  we 
have  to  deal,  nor  can  it  be  made  under 
any  conceivable  circumstances  the  ques- 
tion before  the  House.  I  say  the  Go- 
vernment did  not  propose  it,  the  Leader 
of  the  Opposition  does  not  propose  it, 
Members  below  the  Gangway  do  not 
support  it,  and  the  hon.  Member  oppo- 
site, who  appears  to  approve  it,  says 
that  somebody  on  the  o&er  side  of  the 
House  approves  it.  I  say,  therefore, 
that  it  is  not  a  practical  proposition 
which  there  is  any  chance  of  dealing 
with  in  the  House  of  Commons.  No 
doubt  it  is  on  the  Paper ;  but  no  one,  I 
think,  wiU  deny  that  if  the  Amendment 
of  the  hon.  and  learned  Member  for 
Brighton  be  carried  it  cannot  be  put. 
I  should  like  to  state  in  a  few  words 
why  it  is  that  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment did  not  propose  a  two-thirds  ma- 
jority. There  is  one  very  good  reason 
given,  I  think,  by  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man opposite,  and  those  who  sit  near 
him — namely,  that  if  it  had  been  pro- 
posed, it  would  not  have  been  accepted 
by  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite.  The  whole 
question  relates  to  the  disposal  of  the 
time  of  the  House,  and  the  time  of  the 
House  is  its  most  valuable  commodity. 
It  is  quite  as  valuable  as  the  Estimates 
of  which  the  House  disposes,  because  it 
belongs  to  the  nation,  and  in  that  time 
the  national  Business  has  to  be  done. 
All  other  questions  of  the  time  of  the 
House  are  decided  by  a  bare  majority. 
If  it  be  a  question  whether  the  House 
shall  sit  on  a  Saturday ;  whether  there 
shall  be  Morning  Sittings,  or  whether 
the  Government  shall  occupy  the  time 
allotted  to  private  Members — all  these 
matters  are  decided  by  a  bare  majority. 
In  short,  wherever  the  time  of  the  House 
is  involved,  the  question  is  always  de- 
cided by  a  bare  majority.  Further,  as 
the  Prime  Minister  has  pointed  out,  the 
gravest  measures  are  disposed  of  in  the 
same  way.  As  a  consequence  of  that, 
you  may  turn  out  one  Qt)vemment 
and  introduce  another  by  a  majority 
of  1  ;  you  may  support  a  declaration 
of    war    by    a    small    majority;    but 
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tlien  jovL  say  that  after  you  have  in- 
stalled a  GoYemment  by  a  small  majo- 
rity, and  after  you  have  made  war  by  a 
small  majority,  you  must  bay e  a  majority 
of  two-thirds  in  order  to  carry  out  the 
measures  of   that  GoYemment,  or  the 
measures  which  may  be  necessary  to 
carry  on  the  war.     What  can  be  more 
ridiculous  than  such  a  proposition  ?    To 
state  it  is  to  show  how  preposterous  is 
its  character.     The  basis  of  your  whole 
Parliamentary  system  is  that  the  will  of 
the  majority  shall  prevail ;  and,  there- 
fore, you  say  that  the  will  of  the  majority 
shall  prevail  whenever  a  question  is  put. 
But  the  preceding    question,   whether 
that  question  shau  be  put,  is  to  be  in 
the  hands  of  the  minority ;  and  a  small 
minority    may   practically  decide    that 
neither  Question  shall  ever  be  put  at  all. 
If  that  be  so,  then  the  power  is  abso- 
lutely in  the  hands  of   the  minority, 
which  can  prevent  the  question  being 
put  to  the  House.     Why,  this  is  giving 
to  the  minority  what  used  to  be  called  in 
a  foreign  country  the  minority  veto ;  you 
give  them  the  opportunity  of  vetoing  the 
proceedings  of  the  whole  House.     At 
the  end  of  the  Session  the  country  had  a 
right  to  ask  the  Gt>vemment,  which  was 
the  representative  of  the  majority,  the 
question — **  What  have  you  done  with 
the  time  of  the  nation ;  what  has  become 
of  the  time  which  belonged  to  the  House 
of  Commons,  in  which  our  Business  was 
to  be  transacted?"     And   the  answer 
must  be — **  Oh,    the  minority  of  one- 
third  would  not  let  us  have  it."     The 
responsible  majority  gives  this  answer 
to  the  nation — **  We  did  our  best  to  pre- 
vail with  the  minority  of  one-third,  which 
said  we  should  not  employ  that  time  as 
vou  and  we  thought  we  ought  to  employ 
it ;  but  we  were  not  successful."     Sir,  I 
ask,  could  any  position  be  more  absurd 
than  that?     How  can  you  make  that 
one -third   minority  responsible  to  the 
country  for  the  employment  of  the  time 
of  the  House  of  Commons  ?    It  is  im- 
possible to  do  so ;  and,  therefore,  if  you 
are  g^ing  to  embody  the  principle  of  a 
two-third's  majority  in  a  Rule,  I  say  you 
will,  in  my  opinion,  consecrate  the  ope- 
ration of  Obstruction,  because  you  de- 
clare that  the  minority  of  one-third  has 
the  right  to  obstruct.  Tou  would  declare 
that  this  minority  were  in  their  right  in 
using  all  the  powers  which  the  Forms  of 
the  House  gave  them  for  preventing  the 
majority  carrying  out  the  measures  which 
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they  desired  to. carry  out.  Then,  Sir, 
there  are  objections  made  to  the  Bule 
which  we  propose  upon  arithmetical 
grounds.  Some  Gentlemen  have  thought 
it  worth  their  while  to  construct  a  series 
of  what  I  may  call  arithmetical  puzzles 
in  connection  with  it ;  but  this  can  always 
be  done  with  regard  to  any  question  into 
which  numbers  enter.  During  the  pas- 
sage of  the  Reform  Bill  it  used  to  be 
said — '*  What  an  absurdity  it  is  that 
a  place  of  under  5,000  inhabitants 
should  lose  its  Member,  while  another 
with  one  more  than  5,000  inhabitants 
keeps  its  Member."  But  the  principle 
of  our  Rule  is  not  a  question  of  propor- 
tionate majority  with  reference  to  num- 
bers. It  is,  as  my  right  hon.  Friend  the 
Prime  Minister  explained,  altogether  a 
question  of  quorum.  We  have  thought 
that  this  power  would  not  be  exerdaed 
in  a  thin  or  empty  House,  but  in  a  foil 
House — one  capable  of  properly  con- 
sidering the  question,  and  aple  to  deal 
with  it  according  to  its  importance.  I 
will  now  pass  from  the  subject  ot  the 
Rule  itself;  but,  before  sitting  down,  I 
should  like  to  say  a  few  words  upon  the 
statement  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
opposite  with  reference  to  this  being  a 
Party  question.  Well,  Sir,  I  believe  it 
is  desirable  that  no  question  should  be 
made  a  Party  question.  That,  however, 
is  one  of  those  hopes  which  people  con- 
fidently express,  but  which  are  seldom 
fulfilled.  If  I  desired  to  recriminate, 
which  I  do  not — and  I  wish  to  say 
nothing  that  may  g^ve  offence  to  hon. 
Gentlemen  opposite — I  should  say  it  was 
not  we  who  first  made  this  a  Party  ques- 
tion. On  every  Conservative  platform 
throughout  the  country  our  plan  has 
been  denounced,  and  that,  too,  even 
before  it  was  bom.  Therefore,  I  say  we 
do  not  teke  to  ourselves  the  whole  of  the 
responsibility  in  that  matter.  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for  Preston 
(Mr.  Raikes)  has  brought  a  charge 
against  the  Prime  Minister  of  want  of 
courtesy,  for  not  having  oooununicated 
with  the  Leader  of  the  Opposition  can- 
didly and  frankly  upon  this  subject.  But 
surely,  if  that  right  hon.  Gentleman  had 
thought  that  any  modification  of  the 
Government  proposal  would  have  ren- 
dered it  more  agreeable  to  those  whom 
he  represented,  he  could  have  made  a 
suggestion  to  that  effect.  But  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  did  not  think  fit  to  do 
so,  although  it  was  for  him  to  make  any 
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suggestion  of  the  kind  ;  and  it  is  quite 
plain  now  that  no  such  suggestion  could 
have  been  made  by  him,  because  the 
attitude  of  the  Opposition  is  resistance  to 
the   proposal  in  every  shape.     In  my 
opinion,  it  was  inevitable  that  this  should 
become  a  Party  question,  not  in  a  bad 
sense  of  the  word,  but  because  it  sym- 
bolizes and  defines  the  principles  which 
distinguish  the  two  Parties  in  this  House. 
The  Liberal  Party  is  a    Party  which 
desires  activity  and  progress  in  legisla- 
tion ;  while,  without  wishing  to  say  any- 
thing at  all  offensive  to  hon.  OenUemen 
opposite,  the  Conservative  Party,  I  should 
say,    represent    a  principle    rather  an- 
tagonistic to  that  activity  and  progress. 
A  noble  Lord,  addressing  his  supporters 
the  other  day  in  Lancashire,  said  they 
wanted  the  House  of  Commons  to  per- 
form the    ^eat  work    of   legislation ; 
and,  in  order  to  do  that,  they  must 
make  it — what  it  was  not  at  present 
— capable    of  doing    its  work.      That 
seems  a  very  natural  and   sound  pro- 
position ;  but  it  shocks  the  right  hon. 
Qentleman   the    Member    for    Preston 
(Mr.  Haikes).    Why  ?  Because  he  does 
not  want  to  see  that  work  done ;   and 
nothing  would  shook  or  disgust  him  more 
than  that  the  House  of  Commons  should 
be  made  capable  of  doing  that  work. 
He  says  the  cat  is  let  out  of  the  bag. 
No,  Sir;  that  cat  has  always  been  out 
of  our  bag.     We  have  never  concealed 
that    there    were    great    measures    we 
wanted  to  carry ;    and    that    we  want 
the  House  of  Commons  to  be  capable  of 
doing  great  work  for  the  good  of  the 
nation.     But,  according  to  the  conten- 
tion of  some   Gentlemen,  it  is  not  for 
the  majority  of  the  country,  or  for  the 
majority  in  this  House,  which  represents 
the  majority  of  the  country,  to  determine 
whether  that  great  work  shall  be  done. 
It  is  to  be  a  minority  of  two-thirds  that 
is  to  have  a  veto  as  to  whether  that  work 
is  to  be  done  or  not.     That  is  a  very  in- 
genious plan,  and,  I  have  no  doubt,  is 
perfectly  satisfactory  to  hon.  Gentlemen 
opposite.     It  is — **  Heads,  I  win;  tails, 
you  lose."     When  they  are  in  a  ma- 
jority   they   have    the   initiative ;    and 
when  they  have  got  the  initiative,  they 
do  just   as  much  or  as  little  as  they 
please,  and  generally  rather  the  latter 
than  the  former.     WeU,  nobody  has  a 
right  to  complain  of  that.     The  country 
has    put  them  in   power;    and  if  the 
country  wishes  that  nothing  shall  be 
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done  it  keeps  them  in  power.    But  then 
the  time  comes  when  the  country  wishes 
a  great  deal  to  be  done,  and  it  puts  the 
other  Party  in  power,  with  a  majority ; 
and  then  the  Conservatives,  who,  when 
they  were  in  Office,  had  the  initiative, 
think,  when  they  are  in  Opposition,  they 
ought  to  have  the  veto;  so  that,  when 
the    Conservative    Government    are  in 
power,  and  when  the  Liberal  Govern- 
ment are    in    power,   nothing  will   be 
done;  because  when  the  Conservatives 
have  the  initiative  they  do  nothing,  and 
when  they  have  got  the  veto  they  pre- 
vent the  Liberals  doing  anything.     And 
that  is  the  meaning  of  the  veto  of  the 
minority,  and  of  the  rights  of  the  Oppo- 
sition ;   and,   therefore,  qui  cunque  via, 
nothing  is  to  be  done  at  all.     That  is 
the  question.     It  is  necessarily  a  Party 
question,  and  one  upon  which  the  con- 
tending and  rival  Parties  in  the  country 
will  probably,  some  day  or  other,  have 
to  decide.     I  cannot  look  at  it  otherwise 
than  as  a  Party  matter.     I  believe  the 
Government  of  this  country  can  only  be 
conducted  by  Party.     If  you  have  not 
organized  Party,  what  have  you  got? 
Tou  have  got  the  caprices  and  fancies 
of  individuals  in  a  chaos,  and  the  public 
good  perishes  in  the  midst  of  it.     The 
organization  of  Parties  is  nothing  less 
than  the  predominance  of  the  counsels  of 
those  who  are  chosen  by  the  Party  to 
advise  them,  because  they  think  they  are 
the  fittest  advisers.     That  is  what  is  the 
meaning  of  Party  Government.     I  am 
bound  to  say  that  hon.  Gentlemen  oppo- 
site act  loyally  and  cordially  upon  those 
principles  themselves  ;   but  they   have 
great  objection  to  our  acting  upon  them. 
Disloyalty  to  the  natural  Leaders  of  the 
Tory  Party  is  an  offence  unheard  of,  and 
not  to  be  forgiven  ;  but  if  there  is  Party 
loyalty  on  this  side  of  the  House,  it  is 
slavish  submission   and  coercion.     The 
Party  which  expects  to  hold  power,  or 
accomplish   anything,  always  must  ac- 
cept the  advice  of  those  whom  they  have 
placed  in  the  position  they  hold  for  the 
express  purpose  of  advising  them  ;  they 
have  made  them  their  leaders  for  that 
purpose.     To  talk  of  coercion  seems  to 
me  the  most  absurd  thing  in  the  world. 
Why,  a  Leader  of  a  Party — and  espe- 
cially the  Leader  of  the  Government — 
is  there  by  the  free  choice  of  those  with 
whom  he  acts.   At  any  time  their  breath 
can  unmake  him,  as  their  breath  has 
made  him.      He  is  their  champion,  it  is 
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true ;  but  he  is  also  their  creature.  You 
say  to  him — "We  have  made  you  our 
Leader  because  we  have  confidence  that 
you  will  advise  us  properly ; "  but  it  is 
open  to  them  any  day  to  say — "We 
have  no  longer  confidence  in  you  as 
Leader,  and  we  will  no  longer  take  your 
advice."  He  ceases  to  be  their  Leader, 
and  the  Government  ceases  to  be  a  Go- 
vernment. It  is  the  most  reasonable 
and  natural  thing  in  the  world  that  it 
should  be  in  the  power  of  any  Party  to 

five  to  those  whom  they  have  chosen  as 
leaders  notice  to  quit  at  any  moment 
they  please.  At  this  moment  there  are 
two  pieces  of  advice  upon  this  Paper  be- 
tween which  the  Liberal  Party  have  to 
choose.  There  is  the  advice  of  the  Prime 
Minister  in  the  Eesolution  before  the 
House — the  advice  of  a  statesman  who 
has  a  Parliamentary  experience  of  50 
years  as  to  the  only  manner  in  which  it 
is  possible  to  conduct  the  Business  of 
the  House  —  and  there  is  the  other 
advice,  the  advice  of  the  hon.  and  learned 
Member  for  Brighton  (Mr.  Marriott),  a 
Gentleman  with  18  months'  experience 
of  Parliamentary  life,  as  to  the  best  way 
of  conducting  the  Business  of  the  nation. 
It  is  perfectly  free  for  the  Liberal  Party 
to  choose  between  these  two  pieces  of 
advice.  No  one  can  talk  of  coercion ; 
it  is  the  freest  thing  in  the  world  for 
anyone  to  choose  their  advisers  and 
select  the  advice  they  will  follow.  But, 
talking  of  Parties,  I  think  if  this  issue 
were  to  be  decided  solely  between  the 
Conservative  and  Liberal  Parties  there 
would  be  very  little  doubt  as  to  the 
issue  of  it.  But  there  is  another  Party, 
a  Party  which  does  not  profess  to  follow 
the  advice  of  the  Prime  Minister  or  the 
Leader  of  the  Opposition.  Tes ;  within 
the  last  day  or  two  we  have  seen  the 
sentiments  of  that  Party  expressed  in 
a  more  definite  way  than  the  opinions 
of  Parties  are  generally  expressed. 
Talk  of  Caucus,  coercion,  and  Birming- 
ham manifestoes !  I  have  never  seen 
anything  equal  to  the  published  Whip 
of  the  Party  represented  by  Gentlemen 
below  the  Gangway  opposite.  I  have 
never  before  seen  a  Whip  printed  and 
published  in  the  newspapers,  signed 
oy  the  Leader  of  the  Party,  counter- 
signed by  the  Whips,  and  again  counter- 
signed by  the  Secretaries.  That  Party 
is  a  very  important  contingent.  Yes  ; 
they  are  the  allies  of  the  Conservative 
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Party  on  this  question.  I  "  No !  "]  They 
say  so  in  their  political  arithmetic,  for 
in   this  very  Whip  they  say — '*  How 
many  are  the  Conservative  Party  ?    We 
are  so  many,  and  if  we  can  only  get  a 
few  more,  then  we  shall  turn  out  the 
Government."     It  is  a  very  natural  cal- 
culation, and  I  perfectly  understand  it. 
I  understand  perfectly  the  principles  of 
the  combination  which  we  have  to  face. 
Sir,  they  avow  their  object  to  turn  out 
the  Government.     I  do  not  complain  of 
that.     They  avow  another  object,  and  it 
is  that,  if  they  can  only  defeat  this  pro- 
position, they  will  never  be  again  ex- 
posed to  such  action  as  that  which  you. 
Sir,  took  last  year;   but  they  will  be 
enabled  to  renew  the  character  of  the 
opposition  with  which  we  had  to  deal. 
[^'No,   no!"    and    *' Eead  !  "]      I  am 
sorry  to  say  the  Whip  was  not  sent  to 
me.     I  am  sorry  if  I  misrepresent  hon. 
Gentlemen  opposite  ;  but  that  was  what 
I  read  to  be  the  second  object.     At  all 
events,   they  will  not  deny  that  they 
oppose  the  cldture  because  they  think  it 
will  interfere  with  that  character  of  op- 
position which  they  consider  legitimate. 
[An  hon.  Member  :  Coercion  11     Ah,  it 
applies  to  a  good  deal  else.    ['*No!"] 
Well,  I  must  be  allowed  to  reserve  my 
opinion  on  that  subject.     There  is  one 
thing  in  this  manifesto  which  is  clear, 
and  that  is  that  hon.  Gentlemen  below 
the  Gangway  opposite  claim  the  power 
of  determining  what  is  to  be  adminis- 
tration in    this    country.     They  make 
their  calculations,  and  if  those   calcu- 
lations are  correct  they  have  that  power, 
and   they   will   overthrow    the   present 
Government.  Yes ;  but  have  the  Govern- 
ment which  is  to  succeed  us  considered 
what  is  to  be  their  situation?     Have 
they  thought  that  their  allies  to-night 
will  be  their  masters  to-morrow  ?     Sir, 
in  my  opinion,  the  principles  stated  in 
that  manifesto,   and    the    combination 
which  exists  to  defeat,  if  possible,  the 
Government  on  this  Motion,  form  one 
of  the  gravest  dangers  that  this  country 
has  ever  known.     I  am  not  speaking  of 
the  fate  of  the  present  Government.   I 
do  not  hold  that  so  dear  as  some  hon. 
Gentlemen  opposite  may  think ;  but,  Sir, 
it  is  not  a  question  of  the  fate  of  the 
present  Government,  but  it  is  a  question 
of  the  fate  of  all  future  Gk>yemmenf8, 
if  hon.  Gentlemen  below  the  Gangway 
opposite,   acting    upon    the   principles 
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which  they  profess,  and  by  the  means 
which  they  pursue,  are  to  determine  the 
fate  of  the  Administration  in  this  country. 
Sir,  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  late 
Secretary  of  State  for  the  Colonies  (Sir 
Michael  Hicks-Beach)  expressed  the 
confident  opinion  that  this  Hesolution 
would  not  be  carried.  I  suppose  he 
knows  it  is  not  going  to  be  defeated  by 
the  strength  of  the  Conservative  Party. 
I  suppose  he,  like  the  Whips  of  the 
Party  below  the  Gangway,  has  confi- 
dence in  the  power  of  that  combination. 
Sir,  it  is  because  I  know  that  the 
Liberal  Party  has,  if  it  chooses,  the 
power  to  defeat  that  combination,  that 
I  believe  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  is 
wrong  in  his  prediction.  I  believe.  Sir, 
that  when  you  announce  the  decision 
upon  this  Eesolution,  you  will  announce 
to  this  House  and  to  the  country  that 
the  majority  of  the  House  of  Commons 
has  placed  in  your  hands  the  power  and 
the  right  to  vindicate  the  ancient  fame 
of  the  House  of  Commons. 

Sib  HARDINGE  GIFFAED  begged 
to  move  the  adjournment  of  the  de- 
bate. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
''  That  the  Debate  be  now  adjourned." 
— (5/r  Hardinge  Oiffard.) 

Me.  GLADSTONE  said,  he  thought 
that,  in  assenting  to  the  adjournment,  he 
might  express  the  hope  that,  after  this 
adjournment,  the  House  would  beg^n  to 
think  seriously  of  the  expediency  of 
bringing  the  debate  to  a  close. 

Mb.  O'DONNELL  hoped  that  the 
Irish  Members  would  not  oe  practically 
excluded  from  participation  in  the  de- 
bate. It  unfortunately  happened  that 
none  of  them  had  as  yet  succeeded  in 
catching  the  Speaker's  eye ;  but  the 
advantage  of  following  the  speech  of 
the  Home  Secretary  was  one  which 
would  be  availed  of  by  Irish  Bepre- 
sentatives.  There  was  no  advocate  of 
the  Government  whose  speech  would 
g^ve  them  so  large  facilities  for  an  Irish 
reply  as  the  speech  of  the  Home  Secre- 
tary. For  many  reasons,  the  Irish  Party, 
in  a  special  sense  of  the  coercionist 
policy  of  the  Government  in  this  and 
other  matters,  had  a  complete  right  to 
examine  the  conduct  of  the  Government, 
and  to  examine  the  allegations  by  which 
it  was  attempted  to  justify  that  conduct. 
It  must  be  remembered  that  they  had 


peculiar  reasons  for  examining  the  con- 
duct of  the  Government,  considering 
that  they  were  now  in  the  position  of 
the  discarded  associates  of  the  Obstruc- 
tionists on  the  Ministerial  Benches.  There 
was  one  historical  parallel  for  the  con- 
duct of  the  Premier  towards  the  Irish 
Party  in  this  matter,  and  it  was  that 
famous  scene  in  Boman  history  where 
CsBsar  reoog^iized  his  champion,  his 
friend,  and  his  devoted  admirer  amongst 
the  foremost  of  those  who  conspired 
against  Cessar's  life.  The  Irish  Party, 
like  Caasar,  were  entitled  to  exclaim 
'*  Et  tu  Brute  r'  He  did  not  wish  to 
delay  the  House  at  this  time ;  but  he 
must  say  that  the  Irish  Party  would 
consider  it  incumbent  upon  them  to 
examine  the  extraordinary  series  of  mis- 
statements which  had  fallen  from  Minis- 
terial lips  in  the  course  of  the  present 
debate.  It  might  cause  them  some  na- 
tural pain  to  speak,  as  they  would  have 
to  do,  with  severity  of  those  who  stood 
by  them  in  many  an  ardent  struggle 
against  the  majority.  The  fault  was  not 
theirs;  it  was  the  Government — the 
Premier — who  had  severed  the  sacred 
ties  of  old,  and  he  could  no  longer 
hope  for  respect  from  those  he  had  dis- 
carded. 

Mb.  SEXTON  said,  he  could  not  now 
encourage  the  hope  of  the  early  termina- 
tion of  the  debate.  Such  termination 
was  much  more  likely  before  the  Home 
Secretary  addressed  the  House  than  it 
was  at  the  present  moment.  So  long  as 
Ministerial  orators  confined  themselves 
to  the  probable  effect  of  the  measure  of 
cldture  on  the  House,  Irish  Members 
were  content  to  remain  silent  or  to  inter- 
fere but  slightly  ;  but  as  the  Home 
Secretary  had  chosen  to  represent  both 
the  Conservative  and  Irish  Parties  in 
the  House  in  a  manner  likely  to  lead  to 
unjust  and  inconsiderate  opinions  in  the 
country  with  regard  to  both  those 
Parties,  it  would  be  their  duty,  as  Mem- 
bers of  the  Irish  Party,  to  expose  the 
fact  that  if  they  happened  to  be,  on 
the  present  occasion,  fortuitous  allies 
of  the  Conservative  Party,  it  was  be- 
cause each  Party,  acting  upon  its  sepa- 
rate interests,  had  been  led  to  a  common 
fusion. 

Mb.  CALLAN  said,  the  Irish  Mem- 
bers owed  a  deep  debt  of  gratitude  to 
the  Home  Secretary.  The  Irish  people 
would  read  with  great  interest  and  in- 
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.taiolioB  ai«  report  of  hi.  .p<»oh  whioh     ^j^^g^  H4BB0TO  BILL._rB,u  9a.l 
would  appear  to-morrow  in  the  Insh  ,  „    „  i   ,  „,  ^ ,       ,    j  J'^   ■  i 

_ '        x" ii c 1   t:™«    .;..«»  (Mr.  Btrirrt  Giaottniu,  Lard  Friderttk 

newepapers.  ior  the  hret  time  eince  ^  ■  ■ 
the  eUturi  Reeolution  was  introduced.  Ca^duh.) 
the  Irish  people  would  know  what  the  azcoin)  RBADnro. 
real  intentione  of  the  Qoreniment  were.  Order  for  Second  Beading  read. 
They  would  now  know  that  a  more  TipnRlTnT  aTAnsTONIT  :« 
iniq.iitoo.  Coercion  Bill  wa.  intended  ".«■  HEEBEBI  GLADSTONE,  in 
forlreland-and  intended  to  bo  pa.«>d  ""''"B.  ,*•  ??<»?''  '"^V'  »'  J" 
when  the  gag  could  ho  applied  to  th.  J*  •"■>•■'■  "'j"'  »"  ^  'mprove  the 
Irieh  Membra.  And  they  thanked  th.  harbour  of  Arklow.  The  mea.ure  wa. 
Premier  al.o  for  hi.  de.oiiption  of  th.  before  tho  Hou.e  .n  1876,  when  it  wa. 
•■baker',  dozen"  who  .at  below  th.  SS""*'?  '"  'V^V'^S'"!  ¥?"''"  '" 
Gangway  on  the  Mini.t.rial  nd»-foi  We,tmin.ter  (Mr.  W.  H.  Smith)  and  the 
hi.  ao«inalion  of  them,  which  would  .mior  Member  for  Ea.tGlonce.ter.hire 
.tick  anl.tink  in  th.  no.tril.  of  th.  Iri.b  (?■'  Michael  Hiok.-Beiuili).  read  .  »cond 
people,  "the  nominal  Home  Eulen."  time  a„d  referred  to  a  Select  Committee. 
ViSiin  the  n«l  week.  e.en  though  The  Bill  fell  threugh  then  owing  to  local 
they  might  In  oon.oquenco  be  caal  into  di»greoment.-jhieflyi»oon»juem»ot 
Kilmainhnm  a.  poAon.  "roaMnably  the  oppo.ition  offered  to  it  by  tho  Wi.k- 
.u.pocted"  under  the  Coercion  Bill,  the  low  Copper  Mming  Company.  That 
Bietp.  and  prieet.  of  Ireland  would  b.  oppo.ition  h^  now  W  overcome,  and 
able  to  doelio  what  tho  lato  of  the  the  Mining  Company  had  agreed  to  mII 
nominal  Home  Eulen  below  the  Gang-  ^"'  "Bk"  ?»■■  'he  .um  of  £5.000.  The 
way  would  be  if,  after  th.  .peecb  of  th.  '»"'  juthonti..  were  completely  unable. 
Home  Secretary,  they  .acriSced  the  in-  »»'  <•'  "^'  rMource.  to  undertake  the 
tereet.  of  thoir  country  to  the  intere.t.  uece..ary  work,  and  to  deal  with  tho 
of  their  Party.  To-day.  as  be  wae  en-  eacroacbm.nt.  of  the  sea;  and  the  Bill, 
tering  the  Hou.e,  he  had  met  one  of  the  therefore,  wa.  brought  forward  in  orier 
renowned  Party,  who.  for  th.  pr..enl.  *»  authorize  the  Board  of  Work,  to  pro- 
abould  be  namele.s-["  Ob  !  "}_woll.  ^"^  "">  'l"'  nec.Mry  repair.,  rh. 
the  cliquo-and  ho  had  asked  him  how  T'.a.my,  recognizing  the  work  to  be  of 
he  wa.  going  to  vote?  He  had  said  to  •  national  character,  had  granted  the 
him— "Are  you  going  to  rote  for  tho  ?""  "'  il',000  toward,  the  propo«id 
MUnf"  And  the  reply  wa.—"  Well,  improvom.nt.  ;  and.  in  addition,  had 
if  I  rote  again,!  it.  I  might  torn  out  the  ■•'■ononed  a  loan  of  £20.000.  There 
Government."  "  But."  he  (Mr.  Callan)  wa.  no  nece.sity  for  him  to  trouble  the 
Mid,  "do  you  think  the  fate  of  the  Go-  S""^''  "t  any  length  upon  the  Bill,  b.- 
vemment  wor.e  than  the  renewal  of  a  ^^o^o  ho  propoaed,  to-morrow,  to  mov. 
Coercion  Bill  for  Ireland  ? "  And  thi.  ''^  reference  to  a  Select  Committee- 
Gentleman  anewered— "  Oh  !  I  never  There  wae  considerable  di.tre..  amongst 
thought  of  that."  Well,  it  was  to  be  'n?  fishermen  in  the  Arklow  locality, 
hoped  that  the  prieet.  of  thi.  Gentle-  .".me  chiefly  from  the  bad  .tato  of  the 
man',  borough  and  tbo  Bishop  of  his  harbour  ;  and  taking  this  into  con.idora- 
dioce...  and  the  people  of  Ireland  would  '^on,  together  with  tho  fact  that  further 
teach  him  before  that  day  week  to  think  ^""^y  ^ould  only  increase  the  cost  of 
of  his  country  as  much  a.  he  did  of  the  making  good  the  harbour,  the  Govern- 
intereets  of  bis  Party.  He  (Mr.  Callan)  ment  wished  to^^preea^c 
again  thanked  the  Home  Secretary  for  quickly  e- 
his  plain  ezpo.ition  of  hi.  principle,  and  f?re,  mov 
of  the  intentionoftheOovernment,  under  time. 

covw  of  the  cldtur>,  t«  inflict  upon  the        jf^y^^  ^^^     ^^^  Question  proposed, 

Insh  people  a  more  m.qu.touaCoerc.oii  ..ih^t  ^^8  Bill  be  now  read  a  ^o^d 

Bill  than  that  which  disgraced  Parha-  Ume."-(i'''.  If^h^rt  Okdttone.) 
ment  last  year.  ' 

Question  put,  and  agrttd  to.  ,  *f«-  ^-  POWER  said,  he  did  not  rise 

*^  to  oppose   the   second   reading  of  the 

Debate  fwthtr  a^'ourrud  till  Monday  measure,  but  to  ask  the  hon.  Qentleman 

next.  why  the  Bill  should  be  referred  to  a 
Select  Committee  ?    He  agreed  that  thQ 
Jfr.  Cailan 
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Bill  should  be  pushed  on  with  all  pos- 
sible speed ;  but  he  had  never  known 
that  the  best  way  to  push  on  a  Bill  was 
to  refer  it  to  a  Select  Committee.  If  it 
were  referred  to  a  Committee  nothing 
would  be  done  ;  but  if  the  ]ion.  Member 
carried  the  Bill  through  a  second  read- 
ing to-night,  and  then  proposed  to  take 
the  Committee  stage  in  the  ordinary 
way,  he  (Mr.  R.  Power)  was  sure  there 
would  be  no  objection  on  the  Opposi- 
tion side  of  the  House,  for  all  the  Irish 
Members  were  anxious  that  the  Bill 
should  pass. 

Lord  FREDERICK  CAVENDISH 
said,  this  partook  of  the  nature  of  a 
Private  Bill,  and  must,  by  the  Standing 
Orders  of  the  House,  be  referred  to  a 
Select  Committee. 

Mr.  WILLIAMSON  said,  that,  unlike 
the  hon.  Member  who  had  just  sat  down, 
he  rose  for  the  purpose  of  expressing  the 
opinion  that  the  Bill  should  not  only  be 
referred  to  a  Select  Committee,  but  should 
be  subjected  to  a  searching  scrutiny.  If 
this  Bill  were  part  of  a  national  system 
of  aiding  fishery  harbours  on  the  ex- 
posed coasts,  not  only  of  Ireland,  but 
also  of  England  and  Scotland,  then  he 
approved  of  it,  contingent  on  that  search- 
ing scrutiny.  But  if  it  were  a  mere  sop 
to  an  ungrateful  and  undeserving  Cer- 
berus, he  most  emphatically  objected  to 
it.  He  recently  applied  to  a  Cabinet 
Minister  for  aid  to  a  fishery  harbour  of 
refuge  on  the  East  Coast  of  Scotland, 
and  he  was  told  that  the  Government 
did  not  give  such  grants.  He,  therefore, 
should  be  pleased  if  the  Bill  passed, 
if  it  were  a  step  in  the  direction  of  a 
great  national  system  of  aids  to  fishery 
harbours  on  all  our  exposed  coasts,  not 
only  of  Ireland  but  also  of  Scotland  and 
England,  and  he  should  not  oppose  the 
second  reading.  At  the  same  time,  there 
were  many  grave  considerations  con- 
nected with  this  special  Bill  which  would 
need  very  searching  scrutiny.  It  was 
proposed  to  pay,  in  the  first  instance, 
£5,000  for  this  harbour — a  useless  asset 
of  a  bankrupt  Company — then  to  make 
a  free  grant  of  £10,000,  and  to  give  a 
loan  of  £20,000  besides,  on  very  dubious 
and  undefined  security.  There  were, 
moreover,  further  and  subsequent  liabi- 
lities. The  harbour,  he  believed,  was 
exposed  to  be  silted- up  by  the  sands, 
driven  by  easterly  winds,  from  the 
Arklow  banks,  so  that  not  only  must 
there  be  economic  inquiry,  but  also  the 


very  best  scientific  investigation  before 
the  Bill  could  be  allowed  to  pass.  He 
should  not  oppose  the  second  reading ; 
but,  as  far  as  he  was  concerned,  he 
should  insist  upon  a  searching  investi- 
gation by  the  proposed  Committee. 

Mb.  MARJX)RIBANKS  said,  he  did 
not  wish  to  stand  in  the  way  of  the 
second  reading  of  the  Bill ;  but  he  heul 
always  thought  that  such  grants  as  this 
grant  of  £15,000  in  aid  of  harbour  con- 
struction were  against  the  policy  of  the 
present  Government.  The  Harbour  and 
Passing  Tolls  Act  was  passed  in  1861 
for  the  purpose  of  discouraging  and  pre- 
venting such  grants;  and  he  did  hope 
that  when  the  working  of  that  Act  was 
brought  up  the  Government  would  re- 
member this  grant  of  £15,000,  and  the 
other  similar  grants  made  for  the  benefit 
of  Ireland.  This  question  was  a  press- 
ing one  to  those  who  lived  on  the  coast 
of  the  North  Sea,  where  harbours  were 
very  much  needed.  They  did  not  grudge 
this  grant  to  Ireland ;  but  they  did  press 
on  the  Government  to  do  something  for 
them  on  the  East  Coast  of  Great  Bri- 
tain also. 

Lord  FREDERICK  CAVENDISH 
said,  the  Government  had  done  some- 
thing for  the  people  referred  to  in  1876, 
and  at  other  times.  For  himself,  he 
thought  it  only  fair  and  proper  that  a 
Committee  should  examine  into  the  ques- 
tion most  carefully.  The  loan  which 
the  Bill  would  grant  was  secured  on 
sufficient  guarantees. 

Motion  agreed  to. 

Bill  read  a  second  time,  and  committed 
to  a  Select  Committee. 

MOTIOIf^a. 


PARLIAMENT— CALL  OF  THE  HOUSE. 

RESOLUTION. 

Mb.  sexton,  in  rising  to  move  that 
this  House  be  called  over  on  Thursday, 
the  30th  March,  said,  in  making  the  Mo- 
tion at  that  advanced  hour  of  the  night, 
he  would  endeavour  to  be  very  brief.  He 
acknowledged,  at  the  outset,  that  his 
Motion  was  one  of  a  kind  which  had 
not  often  been  resorted  to  in  the  recent 
proceedings  of  Parliament;  but,  at  the 
same  time,  he  was  entitled  to  say  that 
it  was  embedded  in  tha  ■^\»j55.\Kr.<^  ^H.*^^ 
House,  nuflL  ^\\»X»  \\.  ^^o^^TiJsk^  wg^j«w.^^ 
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the  C&ll  hai  Taried  from  one  iitj 
waekB.  If  It  be  really  intended  to  enforce 
the  Call,  not  laaa  th&n  a  week  or  10  dajra  ihoold 
intervene  bntween  the  Order  and  the  daj  nunftd 


on  theRecoriia.  He  found,  on  refereDCt  J^^9';^^, 
to  thfl  Joumala,  that  in  10  yoars— from  "  °"  """ 
1822  to  rR32— a  Call  of  the  House  wac 
moTed  and  ordered  as  often  aa  Bsren  oi 
mghk  timnn ;  indeed,  he  found  that  the 
only  oncanion  on  which  the  House  re- 
fused to  accede  to  the  Motion  was  on 
the  lOih  Jiilv,  1855,  when  Mr.  Hoebuci 
endf^avoured  to  ^et  a  Gall  of  the  Houae 

for  the  purpone  of  obtain!  njf  a  Vote  on  a  ..        ,..,       i.i,  .. 

Moti™  intmduoed  by  him  condemning  J™*™,  to  deo.d.  which  he  reqaixed  . 
the  Orimran  policy  k  the  Oovernmenl  «""  "lend.nce  ot  Member.,  wonld  pro. 
of  the  day.  He  (Mr.  Serton)  amid  JnUj  oome  to  a  dm«on  m  a  week ;  on 
well  nnderilnnd  the  Hon.,  reftinioK  thai  ""  other  hand  the  interval  wonld  be 
Motion,  bec,n«  it  wa.  merely  a  Party    '"*  •?ffl'»»'  g  ""'W?  hon.  Membor, 

_   ^       .  '      *  ^i_  1-  I*  n       ,-T  "1  utrftTid  in  the   HmiRA   fpnm  nil  n&rfd  fkf 

movement  afi;ainat  the  policy  of  the  Qo- 
vernment.      He  found  that  in  1833, 


for  the  Call." 

Well,  the  interval  contemplated  b;  his 
Motion  was  a  week  ;  and  he  might  sa;, 
on  the  one  hand,  that  why  he  could  not 
allow  a  longer  interval  was  because  clr- 
cumatancBs  did  not  admit  of  it,  for  the 


to  attend  in  the  House  &om  all  parte  of 
the  country.  What  was  the  ocoasioo  for 
which  he  desired  to  have  recourse  to  thii 


connection  vrith  the  repeal  of  theCoiu  ,  ,  o     »t    ». 

Laws,  a  Call  of  the  Houee  was  moved    fomewhat  unusual  meaeure?     No  Mem- 


and  ordered,  and  in  the  same  yi 
Call  of  the  House  was  ordered  in 
nectton  with  National  Education. 
1852  there  was  a  similar  Motion 


ber  of  the  House  would  deny  that  the 
crisis  which  the  House  was  now  ap- 
proaching was  the  greatest  which  had 
ever  challeng'ed  its  attention  in  tbe  whole 


neolion  with  th.  .ubj.ct  of  the  repeal  oi  P"l™ent.ry  hi.tor,  of  Engluid.     It 

the  Com  Law..     Ho  wa.  enlitlod  to  .a,  ""  "'?.''  ""?  q""'™  of  Dopartmenud 

that  whenerer  any  M.mber  h»i  made  i  P."'"?  hk.Nal.onal  Education,  in  oonni.. 

Motion  for  a  Call  ot  th.  Hoo.e,   not  V"?."       which  the  Ml  wa.  made  in 

merely  upon  a  que.tion  of  fir.t-rate,  or  '''':  ■'°'  "  qof'loo.of  Stat,  policy  like 

Mcond-mte,  or  third-rate    importance;  tbat  in  connection  with  which  the  Hon« 

bnt  .„n  on  a  que.tion  that    did   not  »"  <«11»J  m    »52.     It  w...  que.tion 

oonoem  the  general  poKcy  of  the  Stale,  °'°"'  P,™/"""*'?  .fr«.l.ng  th,  Oon.titn. 

--    «>me   Departmental    qa«,tion,    the  '■o»,of,  th.  country_a  que.tionwhich 


on    .ome  Departmental    queetion,    the "*  ;"" J     -  i--""""  " "'"' 

Hou«,hadreaday|(rantedit.  Onlholaet    »"M  the  very  ei»ence  of  the  Con.ti. 


occasion  that  a  Call  was  enforced,  it 

in   connection   with   a  Motion  by  Mr. 

Whittle  Harvey,   the  terms  of  which 


tution — a  queatiou  affecting  its  vital 
power — a  question  concerning  its  most 
material  function.  Without  endeavour- 
ing, aa  he  should  not  be  entitled  to  do, 
to  notice  for  a  moment  the  merits  of  the 
proposal  that  would  be  presently  before 
the  House,  he  thought  he  was  entitled 
to  aay  that  it  touched  not  only  tb« 
ilanccs  ancient  Constitution  of  the  country,  but 
of  the    {))g  inalienable  and  most  valuable  rights 


"  That  a  Select  Committee  be  appointed  to 

reTise  each  pension  specified  in  a  Itetum  ordered 
to  be  printed  on  the  28th  June,  1836,  with  a 
view  to  ascertain  whether  the  continued  pay- 
ment thereof  ia  justified  hy  th<      ' 
of  the  oriRioal  erant,  or  the  o  _  

isst "^"h?S3.'"  ""■• "" '° "''°"  5"ey"e^-"pri;;;e'M.mb;r  of  "tirriiv.; 

_  from  the  greatest  to  the  least.     No  one, 

It  would  be  said  that  the  question  of  t^  thought,  would  deny  that,  this  being 

pensions,  oneconcemingtheeipenditure  the   case,  it   was  desirable  that  there 

of  a  very  email    portion  of  the  public  should  be  the  fullest  possible  attendance 

money,  waa  one.  at  least,  of  secondary  of  Members,  on  whatever  side  they  sat. 

imtMirtanceiandtheconcluMonhewished  or  whatever  might   be   their    political 

to  deduce  from  this  bnef  reference  to  opinions ;  and  he  should  wait  with  curi- 

Motions  of  this  kind  was  simply  that,  osity  to  hear  whether  the  Government 

whenever  It  was  deemed  proper  to  make  of  this  country,  in  view  of  the  precedents 

one.  the  House  r.-adi]y  acceded  to  it.    In  he  had  cited,  had  any  reaaon  to  allege 

Sir  T.  Erekine  May  ^  Praetit*  Sf  froci-  against  the  reasonable  demand  he  now 

J*.  ^'"■'"'"'*"''  *''^   foUowing   oc-  made.    He  should  make  one  more  quo- 

curred:—  tation  from  the  learned  author  ho  had 

"  When  the  Hous«  of  Commons  is  ordered  to  already  referred  to.     The  author  s&ld — • 
be  called  over,  it  is  usoal  to  name  a  day,  vhich 

vrill  enable  Members  to  attend  from  all  parta  ot       "Inlateryear«CalIi  wereenforoedlMSitiioUj. 

the  coDntry.    The  interval,  however,  hetween  Hie  attendance  of  Mmb«n  ia  gonanUly  aapH^ 
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and  a  Gall  is  of  little  avail  in  taking  the  sense  of 
the  House,  as  there  is  no  compulsory  process  by 
which  Members  may  be  obliged  to  vote." 

But  the  learned  author  did  not  deal  with 
the  contingency  which  had  now  arisen, 
and  he  could  not  be  blamed  for  not 
dealing  with  that  contingency,  because 
it  was  unprecedented  in  the  Parliamen- 
tary history  of  this  country.  He  said 
there  was  no  compulsory  process  by 
which  Members  could  be  obliged  to 
vote;  but  the  House  had  now  to  con- 
sider a  compulsory  process  by  which 
Members  were  to  be  prevented  from 
voting.  It  was  well  known  to  the 
House  that  three  Members  of  the  House 
were  now  detained  by  main  force  in 
Ireland.  One  of  them  was  the  recog- 
nized Leader  of  a  Party  in  the  House, 
and  was  as  familiar  as  any  Member  of 
the  House  with  the  Bules  and  Procedure 
of  the  House ;  and  no  man,  whatever 
his  political  opinions,  would  deny  that 
the  non.  Member  for  the  City  of  Cork 
(Mr.  Pamell),  if  allowed  to  take  part  in 
this  debate,  on  this  great  and  important 
question,  would  be  able  to  contribute 
valuable  matter  for  the  guidance  of 
public  opinion.  He  was  one  of  the 
Members  detained  by  main  force  else- 
where, and  there  were  two  other  Mem- 
bers detained.  The  hon.  Member  for  the 
City  of  Cork  was  on  the  Select  Committee 
appointed  to  inquire  into  the  best  method 
of  conducting  Business  in  the  House,  and 
his  masterly  knowledge  of  the  subject 
was  universally  recognized  on  that  occa- 
sion. These  three  hon.  Members  repre- 
sented :  one  of  them  a  very  great  county, 
another  one  of  the  most  important 
counties,  and  another  one  of  the  most 
important  cities  in  Ireland ;  and  the 
question  the  Irish  Members  had  to 
raise  was  whether  the  Government,  by 
virtue  of  the  mere  will  of  an  official 
of  the  Irish  Executive,  were  entitled, 
in  the  opinion  of  the  House,  to  keep 
these  three  Members  out  of  the  Division 
Lobbies,  and  to  prevent  their  taking 
part  in  the  final  decision  of  the  House 
upon  a  question  of  such  momentous  im- 
portance, by  the  mere  will  of  the  Chief 
Secretary  for  Ireland?  He  wished  to 
point  out,  with  all  gravity,  that  these 
hon.  Members  had  been  detained  in 
prison  for  six  months,  not  in  pursuance 
of  any  judicial  process,  or  the  verdict  of 
any  jury,  or  sentence  following  upon  a 
trial,  not  even  because  of  a  committal 
by  the  humblest  magistrate  in  the  Bealm. 


They  were  detained  upon  reasonable 
suspicion  working  in  the  brain  of  the 
official  servant  of  the  Head  of  the  Go- 
vernment. And  why  were  they  detained  ? 
Because  they  were  reasonably  suspected 
of  having  incited  to  intimidation  or 
violence,  or  of  one  of  the  acts  specified 
in  the  Coercion  Act  of  last  year.  The 
policy  of  release  under  the  Coercion  Act 
was  by  no  means  novel.  There  had  been 
two  classes  of  release  up  to  the  present 
time.  Persons  had  been  released  on 
giving  an  undertaking  not  to  take  any 
share  in  a  certain  social  movement  which 
was  at  present  agitating  the  people  of 
Ireland ;  and  others  on  undertaking  to 
leave  the  country.  He  wished  the  House 
to  understand  that  in  making  this  Motion 
he  was  acting  upon  his  sole  responsi- 
bilit}',  for  he  had  not  communicated 
with  the  hon.  Members  for  the  City  of 
Cork,  or  Tipperary,  or  Boscommon.  He 
was  not  aware  whether,  if  the  Govern- 
ment adopted  this  Motion,  and  the  House 
confirmed  it,  those  hon.  Members  would 
be  willing  to  attend  in  the  House ;  but 
it  would  be  to  the  honour  of  this  House, 
and  to  the  good  name  and  credit  of  the 
Government,  that  they  should  be  afforded 
the  opportunity  of  attending  in  their 
places.  For  was  it  to  be  said  that  by 
reason  of  mere  suspicion  operating  in 
the  mind  of  an  official  of  the  Executive, 
the  counties  of  Tipperary  and  Ros- 
common and  the  City  of  Cork  were  to 
be  deprived  on  this  great  question  of 
their  Constitutional  right  to  express  their 
opinion  on  the  question  of  the  cldture, 
and  of  their  Constitutional  force  in 
the  vote  ?  That  was  the  question  he 
submitted  to  the  Government.  If  his 
Motion  were  adopted  and  affirmed,  what 
would  bo  the  probable  consequence  ? 
He  had  already  shown  that  persons  had 
been  released  on  the  simple  undertaking 
to  go  out  of  Ireland.  He  believed  he 
did  not  go  too  far  in  saying  that  any  one 
of  the  600  men  now  in  prison  would  be 
released  by  the  Lord  Lieutenant  upon 
that  undertaking.  If  the  three  hon. 
Members  now  detained  were  allowed  to 
come  and  represent  their  constituencies 
on  this  question  they  might  pursue  either 
of  two  courses.  If  they  were  released 
either  in  obedience  to  the  vote  of  this 
House,  or  by  virtue  of  a  visit  of  the 
Serjeant-at-Arms,  they  might  decline  to 
attend  the  House  and  remain  in  Ireland; 
or  they  might  immediately  com^  t»  iV^^Sk 
HouBQ  and  al\«ix'9L  \.o  Mlicksjvx^  ^i^\\ixsi<svs^ax^ 
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duties.  He  was  unaware  wbat  course 
they  would  adopt ;  but  if  they  adopted 
the  former  course,  the  powers  of  the 
Coercion  Act  remained  unimpaired,  and 
it  would  be  open  to  the  Chief  Secretary 
for  Ireland  to  re-arrest  them.  If,  on  the 
other  hand,  as  he  considered  it  highly 
probable,  they  would  come  to  the  House 
— for  he  could  not  thiuk  they  would  dis- 
regard the  desire  of  their  constituents  to 
be  heard  upon  this  question — he  sup- 
posed it  could  not  be  contended  that 
their  presence  in  the  House  could  lead 
to  further  intimidation  and  violence  in 
Ireland.  That  was  the  position  he  took 
up.  If  the  hon.  Members  refused  to 
avail  themselves  of  the  opportunity  to 
take  part  in  this  debate  and  the  Division, 
the  Lord  Lieutenant  would  know  how 
to  deal  with  them  ;  if,  on  the  other  hand, 
they  did  avail  themselves  of  the  oppor- 
tunity which  he  hoped  would  be  given 
to  them,  it  could  not  be  contended  that 
from  such  a  course  of  action  any  danger 
would  arise  as  to  incitement  to  intimida- 
tion. As  an  Irish  Member,  he  thought 
he  was  entitled  and  bound  to  offer  this 
Motion  to  the  House,  because  he  could 
not  conceive  that  the  drastic  measure 
now  pending  before  the  House,  which 
might  not  merely  affect  the  present  Par- 
liament and  change  the  whole  character, 
constitution,  and  efficacy  of  the  Commons 
Chamber,  but  which  might  have  a  domi- 
nant and  far-reaching  effect  on  the  future 
legislation  of  the  country,  was  directed 
against  the  Irish  Members.  The  only 
difference  between  the  two  great  Parties 
was  that  the  Party  in  power  wished  to 
apply  this  power  to  every  other  Party  ; 
and  the  Party  out  of  power  wished  to 
apply  it  to  the  Irish  Party.  They 
were  both  agreed  that  to  the  Irish 
Party  it  must  and  should  be  applied ; 
therefore,  because  the  three  hon.  Mem- 
bers detained  by  main  force  were  Irish, 
and  because  their  constituencies  were 
Irish,  he  felt  that  he  had  a  special 
right  and  duty  to  entreat  the  House 
to  give  impartial  consideration  to  the 
question.  From  the  point  of  view  of 
the  Government  there  was  another 
serious  question  arising  in  connection 
with  this  Motion.  According  to  the 
public  prints  estimates  of  the  pro- 
bable vote  on  the  eldture  had  been 
made;  and  while  the  noble  Lord  the 
Member  for  Flintshire  (Lord  Bichard 
Gh*08venor),  according  to  his  desire  and 
the  impulse  of  Office;  formed  a  san-l 
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guine  estimate,  there  were  other  people 
who  were  less  confident  of  a  majority. 
Some  estimates  placed  the  majority  of 
the  Government  at  a  figure  as  low  as  6, 
and  others  anticipated  that,  by  one  of 
those  fluctuations  which  sometimes  oc- 
curred at  the  last  moment,  the  vote 
might  be  a  matter  of  equipoise,  or  even 
leave  the  Government  in  a  minority. 
But  by  the  law  of  suspicion,  involving 
no  judicial  process,  and  by  the  exercise 
of  the  law  vested  in  the  will  of  the  Noble- 
man  who  was  the  official  servant  of  the 
Head  of  the  present  Government,  on  a 
question  of  vital  gravity — on  a  question 
upon  which  the  duration  of  this  Parlia- 
ment and  the  existence  of  the  Govern- 
ment depended  —  the  Gt>vernment  did 
not  seem  to  be  ashamed,  in  a  great  Par- 
liamentary conflict  which  might  deter- 
mine their  existence,  to  keep  out  of  the 
Opposition  Lobby  the  votes  of  these 
three  Members.  He  asked  the  Consti- 
tutional Party  in  the  House  and  in  the 
country  to  taxe  note  of  this — that  on  the 
presence  or  absence  of  the  Members  for 
Tipperary,  Eoscommon,  and  Cork  might 
depend  the  success  or  defeat  of  the  Go- 
vernment upon  this  momentous  ques- 
tion. The  keeping  away  of  votes  on 
mere  suspicion,  without  proof  and  with- 
out sentence  of  defined  duration,  was  a 
mean  course,  unworthy  of  any  civilized 
Government,  and  especially  unworthy 
of  the  Government  of  a  great  country 
and  a  great  community  like  this  ;  and  it 
was  not  only  unworthy,  but  unmeaning 
and  foolish,  when  pursued  by  a  Govern- 
ment so  boastful  of  its  strength  and  so 
confident  of  its  success.  The  question  he 
had  raised  was  one  which  might  well 
excite  deep  feeling  in  himself,  for  he 
could  not  refer  to  this  angerine  enact- 
ment without  every  fibre  in  his  body 
being  aroused  ;  but  he  had  preferred  to 
k^ep  himself  within  proper  limits.  He 
had  preferred  to  treat  the  question  as  one 
of  Constitutional  freedom,  and  he  trusted 
he  had  said  nothing  which  was  not  en- 
tirely in  accordance  with  that  view. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
''  That  this  House  be  called  over  on 
Thursday,  the  30th  March."  —  {Mr. 
Sexton.) 

The  Marquess  of  HAETINGTON: 
Sir,  with  reference  to  the  last  observa- 
tion of  the  hon.  Member,  I  have  no  com- 
glaint  to  make  of  the  tone  in  which  he 
as  brought  this  Beaolution  forward,  or 
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the  arguments  by  which  he  has  sup- 
ported it.  I  do  not  deny  that  the  prac- 
tice of  enforcing  a  Call  of  the  House  has 
been,  in  the  few  cases  which  the  hon. 
Member  has  quoted,  a  common  one  in 
former  times ;  but  I  think  the  hon. 
Member  has  failed  to  show,  among  the 
precedents  he  has  quoted,  that  this  prac- 
tice has  ever  been  resorted  to  for  any 
other  purpose  than  to  secure  a  full 
attendance  of  Members ;  and  he  has  not 
been  able  to  bring  forward  any  case  in 
which  this  proceeding  has  been  adopted 
for  an  ulterior  motive  such  as  he  has 
described  in  the  concluding  portion  of 
his  speech.  The  hon.  Member  quoted 
liberally  several  passages  from  the  work 
of  Sir  Erskine  May,  and  also  quoted 
fairly  the  statement  contained  in  that 
work,  that  this  practice  has  now,  for 
many  years,  fallen  into  desuetude,  for 
the  reason  that  the  attendance  of  Mem- 
bers is  generally  so  good  that  it  is  un- 
necessary to  resort  to  any  procedure  of 
this  kind  to  secure  a  good  attendance. 
It  is  quite  unnecessary  for  me  to  discuss 
the  relative  importance  of  the  present 
Motion,  and  the  vote  we  shall  be  called 
upon  to  give  at  the  close  of  the  cldture 
debate,  which  has  just  been  adjourned. 
I  do  not  think  there  is  any  reason  to  an- 
ticipate that  the  attendance  on  that  occa- 
sion will  be  deficient,  or  that  a  Call  of  the 
House  would  tend  to  increase  it  in  any 
way,  because,  as  has  been  pointed  out  in 
the  work  referred  to,  a  sufficient  excuse 
offered  for  the  absence  of  a  Member  is 
accepted  by  the  House ;  and  I  have  no 
reason  to  suppose  that  any  Member  of 
this  House  will  be  absent  on  this  occa- 
sion whose  attendance  can  possibly  be 
secured  by  resorting  to  this  proceeding. 
But  the  hon.  Member  has  perfectly 
fairly  acknowledged  that  bis  principal 
reason  in  submitting  this  Motion  is  to 
call  the  attention  of  the  House  to  the 
question  of  the  arrest  of  the  hon.  Mem- 
bers for  the  City  of  Cork  and  the  Coun- 
ties of  Tipperary  and  Boscommon.  I 
am  under  the  impression  that  the  case  of 
their  arrest  has  sdready,  on  several  occa- 
sions, been  discussed  in  this  House,  and 
that  the  opinion  of  the  House  has  been 
given  upon  it.  If  that  is  not  so,  and 
there  are  any  further  circumstances  con- 
nected with  the  policy  of  the  Govern- 
ment in  the  arrest  of  those  Members,  I 
think  the  proper  method  for  the  hon. 
Member  to  take  would  be  to  raise  a 
direot  question  upon  the  conduct  of  the 


Lrish  Executive,  who  have,  under  the 
Act  of  last  Session,  acted  on  their  re- 
sponsibility in  the  arrest  of  these  hon. 
Members.  With  regard  to  this  Motion, 
I  have  only  to  point  out  that  I  fail  to  see 
that  the  proceeding  which  is  recom- 
mended by  the  hon.  Member  would  in 
any  way  raise  the  question.  The  hon. 
Member  spoke  of  the  Government  as- 
senting to  this  Motion  and  the  House 
agreeing  to  it,  and  I  think  he  spoke  of 
the  Serjeant-at-Arms  proceeding  to  Kil- 
mainham  to  release  these  hon.  Mem- 
bers. But  I  do  not  suppose  that  any 
such  proceeding  would  take  place.  If  a 
Call  of  the  House  were  ordered  the 
names  of  the  three  hon.  Gentlemen 
would,  no  doubt,  be  called,  and  when 
they  were  called  an  explanation  would, 
no  doubt,  be  offered  eimer  by  their  own 
Friends,  or  from  some  other  quarter,  as 
to  the  cause  which  prevented  their  attend- 
ance ;  and  the  House  would,  no  doubt, 
accept  that  explanation  as  sufficient. 

Mr.  sexton  :  It  has  been  the  in- 
variable consequence  of  a  Call  of  the 
House  that  defaulting  Members  are  sent 
for. 

The  Mabquess  o^  HARTINGTON  : 
As  I  have  said,  the  hon.  Member,  in 
the  course  of  his  observations,  quoted 
from  the  work  of  Sir  Erskine  May.  I 
find,  on  reference  to  that  work,  that 
upon  the  occasion  of  a  Call  of  the  House 
being  made,  the  names  of  Members  who 
did  not  attend  were  called  and  taken 
down  by  the  Clerk  of  the  House ;  they 
were  afterwards  called  over  again,  and 
if  the  absent  Members  appeared  in  their 
places,  it  was  usual  to  excuse  them  for 
their  previous  default ;  but  if  not,  they 
were  ordered  to  attend  on  a  future  day. 
It  was  also  customary  to  excuse  them  if 
they  afterwards  attended,  or  if  a  reason- 
able excuse  were  offered  for  their  non- 
attendance  ;  and  it  was  only  if  a  Member 
did  not  attend,  and  no  such  excuse  was 
offered,  that  he  was  liable  to  be  com- 
mitted to  the  custody  of  the  Serjeant- 
at-Arms.  I  apprehend  that  the  excuse 
that  would  be  offered  for  those  Gentle- 
men to  whom  the  hon.  Member  for  Sligo 
referred  would  be  considered  ample ; 
and  that,  therefore,  the  House  of  Com- 
mons has  no  power,  by  any  Order  of  its 
own,  to  release  them  from  detention  in 

Eursuance  of  an  Act,  not  of  one,  but  of 
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When  the  hon.  Member  concluded  his 
speech,  he  referred  to  the  different  esti- 
mates which  had  been  formed  with  re- 
gard to  the  probable  majority  for  Her 
Majesty's  Government  upon  the  question 
of  Procedure  ;  and  he  charged  the  Qo- 
yernment  not,  by  any  action  of  theirs,  to 
detain  from  the  approaching  Division 
Members  who  might  possibly  exercise 
any  influence  upon  the  vote.  On  the 
part  of  the  Government,  I  must  say  that 
we  absolutely  decline  to  be  in  any  way 
influenced  by  that  suggestion.  What 
would  be  said  of  the  conduct  of  a  Go- 
vernment who  should  release  Members 
of  the  House,  who  were  detained  by 
virtue  of  an  Act  of  Parliament,  because 
a  Division  was  about  to  be  taken,  on 
which,  had  they  not  been  so  detained, 
they  might  have  exercised  an  influence  ? 
For  my  own  part,  I  do  not  think  any 
words  could  be  used  that  would  be  too 
strong  to  reprobate  such  a  course.  If  the 
release  of  the  Members  in  question  were 
improper  in  one  sense,  it  would  be  im- 
proper in  the  other — that  is  to  say,  if 
there  is  sufficient  reason  of  a  political 
character  for  their  detention,  they  ous^ht 
to  be  detained  altogether,  without  re^r- 
ence  to  any  Parliamentary  consequences 
which  might  ensue.  On  the  other  hand, 
if  there  is  no  sufficient  political  reason 
for  their  detention,  then  Parliament 
ought  to  be  called  upon  to  reconsider 
the  whole  question.  Sir,  I  deny  that  the 
Government  oueht  to  be  influenced  in 
any  degree  by  the  question  whether  the 
vote  of  these  Members  would  have  any 
effect,  one  way  or  the  other,  on  the  ques- 
tion to  be  submitted  to  the  House.  It 
has  been  over  and  over  again  admitted 
that  no  distinction  ought  to  be  made 
with  regard  to  the  Parliamentary  or 
non-Parliamentary  position  of  persons 
who  might  be  arrested  under  the  Act. 
For  these  reasons,  I  cannot  accept  the 
argument  put  forward  by  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber in  support  of  the  position  he  has 
taken  up  with  regard  to  the  detention  of 
the  Members  of  this  House  now  under 
detention ;  and  I  must,  therefore,  op- 
pose the  Motion  which  he  has  made  for 
a  Call  of  the  House. 

Mb.  JUSTIN  M'CARTHY  said,  the 
noble  Marquess  had,  in  the  course  of  his 
observations,  only  dealt  with  one  of  the 
suggestions  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
Sligo.  But  it  was  difficult  to  find  a 
good  precedent  which  would  apply  in 
the  present  case,  for  there  never  was  so 

TAe  Marquess  of  Eair%%i\giism 


absurd  an  example  of  the  arrest  or  de- 
tention of  Members  of  that  House,  with- 
out even  a  charge  being  made  against 
them.  The  present  situation  was  abso- 
lutely without  precedent  and  without 
example.  But  there  was  an  example  of 
the  House  exercising  authority  over  the 
person  of  absent  Members,  who  were 
brought  there  under  a  warrant  by  the 
Serjeant-at-Arms.  He  perfectly  well 
recollected  a  Member  of  the  Houne  being 
sent  for,  taken  into  custody,  and  brought 
back  by  the  Serjeant  because  he  had 
failed  to  attend  upon  one  of  the  Private 
Committees.  Again,  in  the  famous  case 
of  Stockdale,  the  Serjeant-at-Ams  took 
the  Sheriffs  of  London  out  of  one  of  Her 
Majesty's  Courts,  and  brought  them, 
under  a  kind  of  duresse,  into  that  House. 
He  did  not  pretend  to  say  that  this 
course  should  be  followed  now  ;  but  his 
hon.  Friend  thought  that  one  effect  of 
the  adoption  of  his  Motion  might  be 
that  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord 
Lieutenant  should  of  his  own  motion 
release  the  Members  of  the  House,  now 
absent  from  its  deliberations,  from  cus- 
tody. The  noble  Lord  could  not  pre- 
tend to  say  that  this  would  not  be  a 
reasonable  outcome  of  the  adoption  of  a 
Motion  such  as  this;  and  if  that  were 
its  result,  it  would  solve  the  whole  ques- 
tion in  the  most  practical  iand  easy  way. 
The  Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland,  under 
the  circumstances,  would  simply  bend 
to  the  wish  of  the  House  in  allowing 
those  Members  to  vote ;  and  when  that 
had  been  done  he  had  no  doubt  they  would 

Eut  no  difficulty  in  the  way  of  the  right . 
on.  Gentleman  as  to  re-consigning  them 
to  custody.  He  asked  the  House  to  con- 
sider what  must  be  the  effect  upon  the 
public  mind  of  the  proceedings  of  the 
Government  in  this  matter.  How  many 
persons  were  there  in  this  country  or  in 
Ireland  who  would  not  believe  that  an 
arbitrary  power  was  made  use  of  to  get 
rid  of  dangerous  opposition,  or,  at  least, 
to  get  rid  of  three  hostile  votes  at  a 
crisis  of  great  importance  to  the  Govern- 
ment ?  If  the  Government  were  willing 
to  expose  themselves  to  the  consequences 
of  that  policy,  he  could  point  out  to 
them  an  easy  way  of  securing  a  sub- 
stantial majority  on  the  forthcoming 
Division.  For  instance,  the  question 
which  had  been  the  subject  of  debate 
that  evening  had  been  adjourned,  and  it 
might,  by  some  possibility,  be  carried 
over  the  Easter  M<^days*    Indeedi  ht 
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was  bound  to  say  that,  after  the  speeoli 
just  deliyered  by  the  right  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  the  Home  Secretary, 
the  possibility  of  delay  arising  between 
that  time  and  the  taking  of  the  division 
appeared  to  him  to  have  considerably 
increased.  In  the  by  no  means  impos- 
sible event  of  the  debate  upon  the  eldture 
being  continued  after  Easter,  and  as  it 
was  very  likely  that  a  considerable  num- 
ber of  Irish  Members  might  be  able  to 
visit  their  constituencies  during  the  Ee- 
cess,  he  suggested  to  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Ohief  Secretary  for  Ire- 
land that  he  should,  from  a  sense  of 
public  duty,  issue  his  warrant  for  their 
arrest,  and  the  desired  majority  would 
be  assured.  If  the  policy  which  now 
detained  the  three  hon.  Members  in 
prison  were  persisted  in,  the  country 
would  certainly  regard  the  Government 
as  taking  the  course  he  had  indicated ; 
and  the  Government  would  reallv  have 
established  a  method  of  carrying  a  vote 
something  like  that  of  which  the  famous 
Marshal  0*Donnell,  Prime  Minister  of 
Spain,  once  boasted,  when  he  said  he 
could  carry  any  vote  in  the  Spanish 
Cortes,  because  he  would  take  care  to  have 
all  the  Leaders  of  the  Opposition  shot. 

Mr.  LABOUCHERE  said,  he  cer- 
tainly thought  that  the  House  of  Com- 
mons was  a  more  fitting  place  than  a 
gaol  for  persons  who  had  been  elected 
to  serve  their  country  in  Parliament. 
He  was  in  favour  of  a  Call  of  the  House, 
inasmuch  as  there  was  another  Gentle- 
man who  would  make  his  appearance  on 
the  occasion,  and  w\o  mi^ht  possibly 
vote  for  the  Rule  proposed  oy  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Government.  He  referred  to  the 
hon.  Member  tor  Northampton  (Mr. 
Bradlaugh),    his    Colleague,    v(ho   was 

grevented  from  discharging  his  duty  to 
is  constituents,  not,  as  the  noble  Mar- 
quess had  said  of  the  three  Irish  Mem- 
bers detained  in  prison,  by  the  Act  of 
the  whole  Parliament,  but  in  defiance 
of  the  law.  His  hon.  Friend  was  pre- 
vented from  attending,  not  in  pursuance 
of  any  Act  of  Parliament,  but  in  conse- 
quence of  the  act  of  one  House  of  Par- 
liament; and,  were  the  Motion  for  the 
Call  of  the  House  agreed  to,  he  would 
have  an  opportunity  of  explaining  why 
he  was  required  to  take  his  seat  outside 
the  Bar  instead  of  within  the  House; 
and  perhaps,  also,  he  would  have  the 
opportunity  he  had  long  sought,  of  con- 
vincing the  House  that  he  was  as  fit  a 


person  to  take  part  in  its  proceedings  as 
any  Member  now  sitting  m  it.  For  this 
reason  he  should  support  the  Motion  of 
the  hon.  Member  for  Sligo. 

Mr.  O'DONNELL  said,  he  had  been 
very  much  struck  by  one  of  the  remarks 
which  had  fallen  from  the  noble  Mar- 
quess.   He  had  contested  the  request  of 
Irish  Members  for  a  Call  of  the  House, 
which  was  founded  on  the  consequence 
of  not  bringing  into  the  House  three 
Members  who,  m  all  probability,  would 
vote  against  the   Government    on  the 
question  of  the  eldture,  by  the  opposite 
supposition  of  the  case  of  three  Members 
incarcerated,  who,  it  was  known,  would 
vote  for  the  Government  proposal,  under 
similar  circumstances.  Now,  he  thought 
that  the  way  in  which  Her  Majesty's 
Government  regarded  this  matter  ought 
to  be  entirely  apart  from  the  considera- 
tion as  to  how  the  Members  in  question 
would  vote,  and  not  only  the  Govern- 
ment, but  the  House  ought  to  look  at  the 
question  entirely  apart  from  any  con- 
sideration of  the  kind.    It  would  be  just 
as  legitimate  for  the  House  to  call  upon 
three  absent  Members  who  would  vote 
for  the  Government,  as  upon  three  ab- 
sent Members  who  would  vote  against 
the  Government.     He  contended  that, 
whether  they  voted  with  or  against  the 
Government,   they  ought  to    have  an 
opportunity  of  giving  their  vote  on  be- 
half of  their  constituents  on  so  important 
a  question  as  that  which  was  now  engag- 
ing the  attention  of  the  House  of  Com- 
mons.    With  regard  to  the  Motion  of 
the  hon.  Member  for  Sligo,  it  was  en- 
tirely a  vote  of  the  House,  apart  from 
that  of   the    Government,    which   was 
solicited.     He  should  hardly  have  ex- 
pected that  the  Government  would  have 
met  that  Motion  with  any  opposition, 
for  the  reason  he  had  stated  ;  and  if,  as 
would  no  doubt  be  the  case,  the  question 
again  presented  itself,  it  could  be  shown 
that  there  were  many  reasons  present  in 
the  minds  of  the  Government  in  order- 
ing the  arrest  of  the  three  Irish  Mem- 
bers which  might  be  absent  from  their 
consideration  of  the  matter  now.  Amongst 
other  things,  the  position  taken  up  by 
the  Government  with  reference  to  the 
incarcerated   Members  was  that    they 
consumed  a  great  deal  of  time,  and  that 
their  action  was  purely  vexatious. 

Mr.  speaker  :  I  must  point  out  to 
the  hon.  Member  that  he  is  travellin.^ 
beyond  the  CL>io^\ioii  Xi^iot^  ^^  ^wiaa .  ^ 
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Mb.  O'DONNELL  said,  he  re- 
gretted  that  his  observations  should 
be  considered  out  of  Order,  and  would, 
therefore,  not  trouble  the  House  with 
any  further  remarks. 

Mr.  WAETON  said,  he  trusted  that 
the  Government  did  not  wish  to  get  any 
advantage  from  the  fact  that  three  of 
their  opponents  were  in  prison ;  and  he 
suggested  that  the  way  out  of  the  pre- 
sent difficulty  was  extremely  simple.  He 
did  not  see  why  the  Prime  Minister 
should  not  pair  with  the  Leader  of  the 
Irish  Party,  while  the  Home  Secretary 
and  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord 
Lieutenant  paired  respectively  with  the 
hon.  Members  for  Tipperary  and  Ros- 
common. 


of  the  Haute. 
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Question  put. 

The  House  divided  .-—Ayes  22  ;  Noes 
90 :  Majority  68.— (Div.  List,  No.  69.) 

PUBLIC  OFFICES  SITE  BILL. 

LEAVE.      FIRST   BEADIKQ. 

Mr.  SHAW  LEFEVRE  hoped  the 
House  would  allow  him  to  introduce  a 
Bill  for  the  acquisition  of  property  and 
the  provision  of  new  buildings  for  the 
Admiralty  and  War  Office,  and  to  defer 
an  explanation  of  it  until  a  future  stage. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed^ 

"  That  leave  be  given  to  bring  in  a  Bill  for  the 
acquisition  of  property  and  the  provision  of  now 
buildings  for  the  Admiralty  and  War  Office." 
— {Mr.  Shaw  Lefevre.) 

Mr.  HEALY  pointed  out  that  if  the 
Irish  Members  had  continued  the  last 
debate  the  Government  would  have 
counted  them.  When,  however,  their 
own  Business  was  to  be  done  the  Go- 
vernment kept  a  House.  Lrish  Eepre- 
sentatives  had  just  ground  of  complaint. 

Mr.  E.  power  said,  he  did  not  in- 
tend  to  do  so ;  but  if  he  did  oppose  the 
introduction  of  the  Bill  he  would  be 
quite  justified.  He  found  that  the  hon. 
Member  for  Sligo  had  two  Notices  on 
the  Paper,  and  both  were  opposed  by 
the  Government  Whips. 

Motion  agreed  to. 

Bill  ordered  to  be  brought  in  by  Mr. 
Shaw  Lbfevre  and  Lord  Fredebick 
Cavendish. 

Bill  presented,  and  read  the  first  time. 
[Bill  111.] 

House  adjourned  at  a  quarter  after 

Two  o'clock. 


HOUSE    OP    LORDS, 
lyidap,  24th  March,  1882. 


BilKTJTES.]— Public   BuAj^Firtt  E$adi\ 
Consolidated  Fund  (No.  2)  •. 

PRIVATE  BILLS. 

Ordered,  That  no  Private  Bill  brouglit  from 
the  House  of  Commons  shall  be  read  a  second 
time  after  Thursday  the  16/A  day  of  Jutu  next : 

That  no  Bill  originating  in  this  House  autho- 
rising any  inclosure  of  lands  under  special 
report  of  the  Inclosure  Commissioners  for  Eng- 
land  and  Wales,  or  confirming  any  scheme  of 
the  Charity  Commissioners  for  England  and 
Wales,  shall  be  read  a  first  time  after  ThurtdMy 
the  30M  day  of  March  instant : 

That  no  Bill  originating  in  this  House  con- 
firming any  provisional  order  or  provisional 
certificate  shaU  be  read  a  first  time  after  Thuri' 
day  the  30M  day  of  March  instant : 

That  no  Bill  brought  from  the  House  of  Com- 
mons authorising  any  inclosure  of  lands  under 
special  report  of  the  Inclosure  Commissionen 
for  England  and  Wales,  or  confirming  any 
scheme  of  the  Charity  Commissioners  for  Eng- 
land and  Wales,  shall  be  read  a  second  time 
after  Tuesday  the  20th  day  of  June  next : 

That  no  Bill  brought  from  the  House  of  Com- 
mons confirming  any  provisional  order  or  pro- 
visional certificate  shsdl  be  read  a  second  time 
after  Tuesday  the  20/A  day  of  June  next : 

That  when  a  Bill  shall  have  passed  this  House 
with  amendments  these  orders  shall  not  apply 
to  any  new  Bill  sent  up  from  the  House  oi 
Commons  which  the  Chairman  of  Committees 
shall  report  to  the  House  is  substantially  the 
same  as  the  Bill  so  amended  : 

Ordered,  That  the  said  orders  be  printed  and 
published,  and  afiSxed  on  the  doors  of  this  House 
and  Westminster  Hall.     (No.  60.) 

PARLIAMENT— BUSINESS  OF  THE 
HOUSE.— RESOLUTION. 

The  Earl  of  OAMPERDOWN,  in 
rising  to  move — 

'*That,  in  the  opinion  of  this  House,  the 
sittings  for  public  business  should  commence  at 
4  P.M.  instead  of  at  6  p.m./' 

said,  his  Motion  was  not  now  proposed 
for  the  first  time,  as  it  was  originaUy 
moved  in  1867  by  the  noble  Earfoppo* 
site  (the  Earl  of  Shaftesbury),  whose 
name  was  associated  with  so  many  salu- 
tary reforms,  and  he  nearly  succeeded 
in  carrying  it.  The  Motion  was  renewed 
in  1878  by  the  noble  Viscount  opposite 
(Viscount  Midleton),  and  it  received  a 
large  measure  of  support  from  Peers  on 
both  sides  of  the  House,  representing 
every  shade  of  politioftl  opinioiL     On 
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that  occasion  the  Motion  was  opposed 
by  the  late  Earl  of  Beaconsfield,  though 
in  an  indirect  manner.     He  said — 

^*  There  should  not  be  a  fixed  Kale,  like  the 
Laws  of  the  Medes  and  Persians,  that  the  House 
should  meet  at  5  o* clock.  As  the  Session  ad- 
vances, as  Business  increases,  it  is  in  the  power 
of  the  House  to  apply  the  remedy  that  is  wanted 
by  meeting  earlier.  I  do  not  know  whether 
my  noble  Friend  will  ask  for  a  more  decided 
opinion  by  the  House,  or  whether  he  will  be 
satisfied  with  the  debate— leaving  those  who 
have  the  management  of  Public  Business  to 
consider  whether  the  Rules  may  be  relaxed 
without  inconvenience  to  the  Public  Service.'* — 
[3  Sansardj  ccxxxviii.  630.] 

On  that  occasion  the  Mover  acceded  to 
the  request  of  the  noble  Earl,  and  did 
not  take  the  opinion  of  the  House.  A 
short  time  afterwards,  in  the  course  of 
an  important  debate,  he  moved  that  the 
House  should  meet  at  4  o'clock  in  order 
to  renew  it ;  but  he  was  told  that  it  was 
an  important  Motion  of  which  Notice 
ought  to  have  been  given,  and  that  the 
hearing  of  an  important  appeal  would 
be  interfered  with,  and  he  therefore 
withdrew  the  Motion.  Next  year  it  was 
renewed  by  a  noble  Earl  near  him  (the 
Earl  of  Dunraven),  and  it  met  with  con- 
siderable support  from  both  sides  of  the 
House.  On  that  occasion  the  opinion  of 
the  House  was  tested  by  a  division ;  and, 
although  Lord  Beaconsfield  renewed  his 
opposition,  yet  the  Motion  was  supported 
by  64  to  101  against.  On  both  occasions 
the  present  Leader  of  the  House  spoke 
for  tne  Motion,  and  on  the  latter  occa- 
sion he  gave  it  the  support  of  his  vote. 
The  noble  Earl  then  said  that  he  be- 
lieved the  younger  Members  of  the 
House  were  in  favour  of  the  Motion, 
and  he  felt  sure  it  would  be  brought 
forward  again.  There  was  a  strong  and 
growing  feeling  among  their  Lordships 
that  important  subjects  were  sometimes 
passed  over  without  adequate  debate, 
and  without  the  Members  of  the  House 
generally  having  the  opportunity  of  ex- 
pressing their  opinions  upon  them. 
Owing  to  the  customs  of  their  Lord- 
ships' House,  and  the  somewhat  lax 
observance  of  Bules,  it  sometimes  hap- 
pened that  important  debates  arose  in 
the  course  of  conversation ;  and,  if  the 
subject  of  conversation  was  not  the 
first  Order  of  the  Day,  it  not  un- 
frequently  happened  that  the  speeches 
were  limited  to  the  occupants  of  the  two 
Front  Benches.  He  said  limited,  and  it 
was  necessarily  so,  because  the  House 


had  a  strong  objection  to  sitting  after 
half-past  7  o'clock,  especially  if  the 
Leaders  on  the  two  Front  Benches  had 
spoken.  For  this  the  Leaders  were  not 
to  blame ;  and  both  the  present  and  the 
late  Leaders  of  the  House  had  frequently 
stated  their  desire  that  the  general  body 
of  Members  should  participate  freely  in 
debate,  and  more  especially  the  younger 
Members.  But  it  was  absolutely  neces- 
sary that  occupants  of  the  Front  Benches 
should  at  some  time  express  their  opi- 
nions on  subjects  of  importance;  and 
when  a  conversation  arose  at  a  some- 
what late  hour,  it  became  impossible 
for  them  to  abstain  for  any  length  of 
time  from  addressing  the  House ;  and 
after  they  had  done  so,  and  the  ma- 
gical hour  of  7  had  passed,  it  was 
practically  impossible  for  any  of  the 
younger  Members  of  the  House  to  com- 
mand a  hearing.  A  very  important  in- 
stance of  this  occurred  so  recently  as 
this  Session,  when  the  House  was  asked 
to  appoint  a  Select  Committee  to  inquire 
into  the  Lish  Land  Act  of  1881.  After 
the  leading  Members  of  the  House  had 
spoken  there  was  no  opportunity  for 
those  sitting  on  the  Back  Benches  to 
express  their  opinions.  The  natural  in- 
ference to  be  drawn  by  the  outside 
public  was  that  on  such  an  important 
occasion  only  five  Peers  cared  to  take 
any  part  in  the  proceedings.  He  would 
ask  their  Lordships  to  consider  whether 
such  an  impression  was  calculated  to 
uphold  the  dignity  of  the  House  in  the 
feelings  of  the  people  of  this  country  ? 
It  was  not  only  on  such  occasions  that 
there  was  not  time  for  the  Business.  It 
was  quite  true  that  in  the  early  part  of 
the  Session  there  was  comparatively 
little  on  the  Paper ;  but  in  the  later 
months  of  the  Session  Notices  of  Motion 
became  more  frequent,  and,  in  addition 
to  subjects  for  discussion,  several  Bills 
were  brought  forward  for  considera- 
tion. What  was  the  result  ?  Why, 
either  the  Business  was  rapidly  hurried 
over,  or  it  was  postponed,  because  the 
time  had  been  exhausted,  or  a  later 
Order  was  considered  of  importance, 
and  thus  Bills  in  Committee  escaped  that 
revision  they  were  supposed  to  receive 
at  their  Lordships'  hands.  The  most 
familiar  argument  against  the  proposal 
was  that  there  was  comparatively  little 
Business  early  in  the  Session.  In  com- 
mon with  others  of  their  Lordships^  h^ 
regretted  \t\  \>\x\.  \Xi».\.  ^\\  XksA.  ^sjl  ^>»:^ 


1787        Parltammt^Buatness  (LOSDS) 


ofih  n^me. 


1788 


way  touch  his  position  as  to  the  lack  of 
time  when  there  was  Business  to  do. 
Although  the  House  had  sometimes 
little  or  no  Business,  yet  that  did  not 
affect  the  fact  that  when  they  had  Busi- 
ness they  had  not  sufficient  time  in  which 
to  do  it  properly.  He  admitted  that  de- 
bates arising  out  of  conversations  did  not 
frequently  occur ;  but  if  there  were  only 
one  occasion  during  the  whole  Session 
on  which  a  subject  was  brought  forward 
which  there  was  not  sufficient  time  to 
discuss,  owing  to  their  hour  of  meeting, 
that  was  an  ample  reason  for  its  being 
altered.  With  respect  to  the  convenience 
of  the  Lord  Chancellor,  he  believed  that 
he  was  in  favour  of  the  proposed  change. 
But  if  the  convenience  of  the  noble  and 
learned  Lord  was  in  any  way  interfered 
with,  they  already  had  a  Deputy  Speaker 
in  the  person  of  the  noble  Earl  (the  Earl 
of  Bedesdale),  who  had  held  the  position 
of  Chairman  of  Committees  with  great 
advantage  to  the  House  for  many  years. 
As  regarded  any  interference  with  the 
Appeal  Business  of  the  House  by  reason 
of  the  proposed  change,  he  wished  to 
hear  the  opinion  of  the  noble  and  learned 
Lord  on  the  Woolsack.  At  the  same 
time,  he  would  wish  their  Lordships  to 
consider  the  relative  importance  of  Ap- 
peal Business  compared  with  Public 
business.  He  believed  that,  in  the 
opinion  of  the  country,  the  importance 
of  the  Public  Business  of  the  House  far 
outweighed  that  of  any  appeals  brouglit 
before  it.  As  respected  the  convenience 
of  Ministers,  he  was  fortified  by  the 
opinion  of  the  noble  Earl  the  Leader  of 
the  House,  who,  in  1879,  declared  that 
the  convenience  of  Ministers  would  not 
be  seriously  interfered  with  if  the  House 
met  at  4,  and  expressed  himself  in  favour 
of  the  proposed  change.  So  far  as  the 
majority  of  their  Lordships  was  con- 
cerned, he  thought  that  their  convenience 
would  be  met  by  the  House  sitting  at 
4.  Many  of  their  Lordships  served  on 
Select  Committees,  which  adjourned  at 
4  o'clock,  and  if  they  desired,  to  remain 
for  the  Public  Business  in  the  House  they 
must  remain  within  the  precincts  of  the 
House  and  occupy  the  intervening  hour  in 
the  best  way  they  could.  If  they  met  at  4 
for  Public  Business  that  time  would  not 
be  wasted.  When  this  proposition  had 
been  made  on  previous  occasions  it  had 
been  opposed  by  the  late  Lord  Beacons- 
field  in  his  lighter  and  more  airy  man- 
ner,   without  addressing  himself  very 

J7i$  Earl  of  Camperdotcn 


seriously  to  the  real  merits  of  the  ques- 
tion. It  was  also  opposed  by  the  ex- 
Lord  Chancellor  (Earl  Cairns).  He  did 
not  pretend  to  say  that  the  proposed 
change  was  the  only  reform  which  it 
was  desirable  to  make  in  their  proceed- 
ings ;  but  he  believed  that  if  they  were 
to  meet  an  hour  earlier  for  the  despatch 
of  Public  Business  many  debates  would 
not  be  nipped  in  the  bud  as  they  now 
frequently  were,  and,  especially  towards 
the  close  of  the  Session,  the  Business  of 
the  House  would  be  conducted  in  a  much 
more  efficient  and  thorough  manner  than 
at  present.  The  noble  Earl  concluded 
by  moving  his  Resolution. 

Viscount  MIDLETON,  in  seconding 
the  Motion,  expressed  the  opinion  that 
its  adoption  would  be  of  very  great  ad- 
vantage to  the  House,  and  would  much 
facilitate  the  proper  conduct  of  Business. 
He  had  compiled  some  figures  respecting 
the  Sittings  of  their  Lordships,  with  the 
view  of  showing  the  effect  of  the  present 
hour  of  meeting  in  their  curtailment. 
In  1877  their  Lordships  sat  on  93  occa- 
sions, on  4  i^  of  which  the  debate  closed 
before  6.  On  41  occasions  the  House 
rose  between  6  and  9,  and  there  were 
six  cases  of  long  debate  followed  hy 
divisions.  In  the  following  year,  the 
House  sat  103  times,  and  on  47  occasions 
adjourned  before  6  o'clock.  On  52  occa- 
sions it  sat  till  between  6  and  9,  and  in 
four  cases  there  were  long  debates.  If 
their  Lordships  sat  at  4  o'clock  it  would 
entirely  suit  the  convenience  of  noble 
Lords  sitting  on  Select  Committees,  who 
would  be  enabled  to  proceed  at  once 
with  the  Public  Business  of  the  House, 
and  afterwards  have  greater  leisure  to 
attend  to  their  own  affairs.  Moreover, 
the  consequence  of  meeting  at  5  now 
was,  that  when  an  important  debate 
arose  only  Cabinet  Ministers,  or  noble 
Lords  who  had  been,  or  expected  to  be, 
Cabinet  Ministers  took  part,  and  those 
among  their  Lordships  whom  he  might 
call  private  Members  were  deprived 
of  the  opportunity  of  expressing  their 
opinions.  There  certainly  was  no  neces- 
sity for  the  cldture  in  that  House,  as  it 
was  enforced  in  a  verv  strict  form  already 
— that  was  to  say,  when  it  was  seen  that 
there  was  a  general  wish  to  close  the 
debate  at  the  important  hour  of  the 
evening  no  Peer  sitting  on  the  Back 
Benches  was  so  unwise  as  to  disreg^ard 
it.  He  know  they  would  hear  from  the 
noble  Earl  at  the  Table  (the  Earl  of 
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IRedesdale)  the  objection  that  Peers  could 
not  take  their  seats  at  5  o'clock  if  this 
Motion  were  carried.     From  the  time  of 
Charles  II.  down  to  the  passing  of  Lord 
Campbeirs  Act  Peers  could  not  take 
their    seats    at    5   o'clock ;    they  were 
obliged  to  take  their  seats    before    4 
o'clock.     If  it  was  necessary  that  clause 
of  Lord  Campbeirs  Act  might  be  re- 
pealed.     It  was  said  that    additional 
labour  would  be  cast  upon  the  noble  and 
learned  Lord  on  the  Woolsack  if  this 
Motion  were  carried ;  but  he  had  on  a 
former  occasion  made  an  excellent  speech 
in  favour  of  the  change.     It  was  per- 
fectly true  that  since  1853  their  Lord- 
ships had  commenced  their  Sittings  for 
Judicial  Business  at  half-past  10  o'clock 
instead  of  10.     If  it  was  necessary  to 
give  additional  time  to  the  Lord  Chan- 
cellor, there  was  not  the  slightest  reason 
why  their  Lordships  should  not  revert  to 
the  practice  which  prevailed  during  the 
whole  of  Lord  Eldon's  tenure  of  the 
Office  of  Lord   Chancellor  and  for  50 
years  previously,  and  commence  Judicial 
Business  at  10  o'clock  instead  of  half- 
past   10.     In  nine  cases  out  of  10  the 
first  Business  of  the  Legislative  Sittings 
was  purely  of  a  perfunctory  character. 
There  was  not  the  slightest  reason  why 
the  seat  of  the  noble  and  learned  Lord 
who  occupied  the  Woolsack,  if  he  felt 
fatigued  by  previous  Judicial  Business, 
should  not  be  admirably  filled  by  the 
noble  Earl  at  the  Table   (the  Earl  of 
Redesdale)  until  the  noble  and  learned 
Lord  was  able  to  take  his  seat  on  the 
Woolsack.     It  was  said  that  this  was  a 
question  which  required  a  great  deal  of 
examination  and  consideration.   But  ex- 
amination and  consideration  had  already 
been  given  to  it  on  the  Motion  of  the 
noble  Earl  the  Secretary  of  State  for  the 
Colonies  fthe  EarlofKimberley).  What 
was  the  result  of  that  deliberation  ?  The 
Committee  actually  passed  a  Hesolution 
that  the  House  should,  if  desirable,  sit 
at  a  quarter  past  4  o'clock.     That  was 
carried  by  9  to  8,  though  it  was  true 
that  it  was  subsequently  reversed  by  8 
to   7.     On  the  recent  occasion  of  the 
debate  on  the  Irish  Land  Act  several  of 
his  noble  Friends  would  have  taken  part 
in  it  if  there  had  been  time  for  doing  so. 
This  Motion  now  came  on  for  the  third 
time.     He  should  support  it  on  every 
possible  ground,  and  he  did  not  believe 
that  any  valid  reason  could  be  assigned 
against  it.    If  it  were  carried  it  would 


add  to  the  dignity  and  efficiency  of  the 
deliberations  of  their  Lordships'  House. 

Moved,  "  That,  in  the  opinion  of  this  House, 
the  sittings  for  pubb'c  business  should  com- 
mence at  Four  p.m.  instead  of  at  Five  p.m."— 
{The  Earl  of  Camperdoum) 

Earl  GRANVILLE  said,  that  an  ap- 
peal  had  been  made  to  him  by  the 
noble  Lords  who  had  just  spoken,  and 
they  had  said,  with  perfect  truth,  that 
he  (Earl  Granville)  had  spoken  and  voted 
on  previous  occasions  in  favour  of  this 
Motion  ;  but  he  was  not  quite  sure  that 
he  felt  so  keenly  on  the  subject  now  as 
when  in  Opposition.  Still,  he  thought 
that  he  had  no  very  good  reasons  why 
there  should  be  a  diminution  of  his  zeal 
in  this  matter.  Argument  had  been 
so  well  put  forward  by  his  two  noble 
Friends  in  favour  of  the  Motion,  and 
as  no  Peer  had  risen  to  express  an 
opposite  view,  he  thought  he  need  not 
make  any  observations  upon  the  merits 
of  the  question ;  but  he  would  suggest 
that  the  time  of  meeting  should  be  a 
quarter  past  4,  and  not  4  o'clock,  as  it 
would  cause  some  inconvenience  if  the 
time  devoted  to  hearing  Appeals  were 
shortened  by  the  alteration  proposed. 
He  could  not  help  pointing  out  to  un- 
official Peers  that  there  was  a  certain 
advantage  in  the  earlier  hour  of  meet- 
ing. On  those  occasions  when  the  House 
adjourned  soon  after  the  hour  of  meeting  ' 
the  greater  part  of  the  afternoon  was  at 
present  lost ;  but  supposing  that  they 
adjourned,  as  it  sometimes  happened,  at 
five  minutes  after  they  met — namely,  20 
minutes  past  4,. those  noble  Lords  would 
have  the  whole  afternoon  before  them, 
and  the  inestimable  advantage  of  being 
able  to  catch  the  5  o'clock  train,  even  if 
they  wished  to  go  into  the  country. 
With  the  greater  security  which  he  had 
suggested  in  regard  to  Appeals,  he 
should,  on  this  occasion,  cordially  vote 
with  his  noble  Friend. 

The  Makquess  of  BATH  was  of  opi- 
nion that  the  noble  Earl  opposite  would 
entirely  fail  in  the  object  which  he  had 
in  view  if  he  succeeded  in  carrying  his 
Motion.  The  idea  of  the  noble  Viscount 
(Viscount  Midleton)  was  that  if  the 
House  met  earlier  more  Peers  would 
take  part  in  the  debates  ;  but  he  would 
ask  their  Lordships  to  look  at  the  ques- 
tion like  men  of  common  sense.  The 
House  met  now  at  5,  and  commenced 
Business  at  a  quarter  paat^  aud  b^^^M- 
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noble  Lords  said,  in  proposing  this 
change,  that  there  would  be  longer  time 
for  discussion;  but  now,  if  there  were 
any  Business  of  importance  to  transact, 
their  Lordships  were  always  willing  to 
remain  at  the  House  even  till  a  late 
hour  of  the  night  to  dispose  of  it.  When 
there  was  no  Business  of  importance 
they  rose  early — namely,  at  half-past  5 
o'clock — and  the  effect  of  this  Motion 
would  be,  if  it  were  agreed  to,  that  on 
those  evenings,  instead  of  the  House  be- 
coming  impatient  at  half-past  7,  they 
would  become  impatient  at  5  o'clock. 
The  result  of  the  cnange  would  be  that 
they  would  rise  earlier. 

The  Earl  of  REDESDALE  (Chair- 
HAK  OF  OoMMiTTEEs)  said,  he  thought 
that  to  meet  three-quarters  of  an  hour 
before  the  time  they  now  met  would  be 
no  gain  to  anybody,  and,  in  fact,  a  per- 
fectly needless  occupation  of  their  time  ; 
while  the  inconvenience  would  be  ex- 
tremely great  to  the  noble  and  learned 
Lord  who  occupied  the  Woolsack,  and 
the  Legal  Jjords  engaged  in  the  exercise 
of  the  Appellate  Jurisdiction  of  the 
House.  The  arrangement  would  also 
materially  interfere  with  the  conduct  of 
the  Private  Business  of  the  House  in  his 
Department.  He  would  remind  their 
Lordships  that  from  a  quarter  to  4 
o'clock  to  a  quarter  to  5  was  the  most 
busy  period  of  the  day  with  many  of 
their  Lordships ;  and,  looking  at  all  the 
circumstances  of  the  case  and  the  incon- 
venience, he  saw  no  reason  for  making 
any  change. 

The  LORD  CHANCELLOR  re- 
marked,  that  the  noble  Lord  who  had 
made  the  Motion  had  truly  remarked 
that  when  he  (the  Lord  Chancellor)  was 
not  in  Office  he  had  supported  a  similar 
Motion.  He  had  held  the  Office  of  the 
Great  Seal  before  he  expressed  that  opi- 
nion, so  that  he  was  not  ignorant  of  the 
demands  which  an  earlier  hour  of  meet- 
ing would  make  on  the  time  of  the  Lord 
Chancellor,  or  of  the  inconvenience  which 
might  arise  unless  their  Lordships  made 
such  arrangements  as  would  prevent  the 
inconvenience.  But  he  thought  then, 
and  he  thought  still,  that  if  the  change 
would  conduce  to  the  more  adequate 
discharge  of  the  legislative  and  delibe- 
rative functions  of  the  House ;  if  it 
would  tend  to  induce  the  House  more 
frequently  to  take  the  part  which  be- 
came such  an  Assembly  in  connection 
with  the  discussion  of  important  public 

2^s  Marqueu  of  Bath 


questions ;  and  if  it  would  tend  to  in- 
crease the  number  of  speakers,  no  con- 
siderations connected  with  the  Appellate 
Business  of  the  House,  or  with  the 
official  position  of  the  holder  of  the 
Great  Seal,  could  be  of  sufficient  im- 
portance to  countervail  the  reasons  for 
the  change.  He  had  received  substan- 
tially the  same  impression  as  that  of  the 
Mover  and  Seconder  of  the  Resolution 
—  namely,  that  the  hour  at  which  the 
House  met  now,  when  considered  in 
connection  with  the  inevitable  effect  of 
other  circumstances  upon  the  habits  of 
their  Lordships,  did  operate  as  a  dis- 
couragement, and  had  a  tendency  to 
limit  the  proportions  of  discussions  pn 
important  public  affairs.  He  frankly 
confessed,  also,  that  this  discourage- 
ment was  not  absolutely  confined  to 
the  younger  Members  of  the  House, 
but  extended  even  to  the  occupants  of 
the  Front  Benches,  where  the  rule  that 
silence  was  golden  prevailed  to  a  greater 
extent  than  it  would  prevail,  or  ought 
to  prevail,  if  there  were  more  time  for 
debate.  A  good  many  subjects  which 
might  be  discussed  with  advantage  to 
the  country  were  often  only  touched 
upon  very  slightly  on  account  of  the 
sense  of  the  inconvenience  that  was 
caused  by  a  discussion  prolonged  be- 
yond half-past  7.  It  was  all  very  well 
to  say  that  on  occasions  when  Business 
was  continued  up  till  8  or  9  o'clock, 
noble  Lords  might  remain  and  prolong 
the  debate  if  they  should  think  fit ;  but, 
as  a  matter  of  fact,  they  did  not  like  to 
do  so,  because  their  Lordships  generally 
would  disapprove  that  course,  their  habit 
being  to  make  arrangements  and  enter 
into  engagements  in  the  expectation  that 
the  Business,  under  ordinary  circum- 
stances, would  not  last  beyond  a  certain 
hour.  Even  on  the  great  occasions  when 
the  House  did  make  the  necessary  effort, 
and  sat  for  some  length  of  time,  an  ad- 
ditional hour,  or  three-quarters  of  an 
hour,  would  often  be  useful  and  advan- 
tageous. For  these  reasons,  he  thought 
the  proposed  experiment  was,  at  least, 
worth  trying;  but  he  should  be  glad 
if  their  Lordships  would  also  make 
such  arrangements  as  would  obviate  the 
necessity  of  the  presence  of  the  Lord 
Chancellor  or  of  the  Chairman  of  Com- 
mittees upon  the  Woolsack  at  the  earlier 
hour  of  meeting.  If  his  noble  Friend 
should  agree  to  make  a  quarter  past  4 
the  hour  of  meeting  he  would  endeayoor 
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to  persuaide  the  noble  and  learned  Lords 
constituting  the  Appellate  Court  to  sit 
at  a  quarter  past  1 0  instead  of  half-past 
10,  and  rise  a  quarter  of  an  hour  before 
the  usual  time.  As  he  had  already  said, 
lie  had  voted  when  out  of  Office  for  a 
Bimilar  Besolution  ;  and  he  could  not 
now  refuse  to  support  the  present  Mo- 
tion without  laying  himself  open  to  the 
charge  of  having  less  care  for  the  con- 
venience of  his  Predecessor  in  Office 
than  for  his  own.  He  was,  therefore, 
prepared  to  vote  for  the  Motion. 

The  Marquess  of  SALISBURY 
said,  that  in  the  history  of  the  future 
it  would  be  a  singular  incident  in  the 
mode  of  conducting  Public  Business  in 
the  year  1882,  that  the  two  Houses  of 
Parliament,  abandoning  their  tedious 
practice  of  adding  Acts  of  Parliament  to 
the  Statute  Book,  occupied  themselves 
with  talking  about  their  own  discussions. 
In  the  House  of  Commons  the  virtue  of 
silence  was  strongly  enforced,  and  in  the 
House  of  Lords  the  virtue  of  loquacity 
was  being  encouraged.  His  impression 
was  that  the  Motion  was  not  a  very  im- 
portant one,  and  that  it  would  lead  to 
no  very  important  change.  He  did  not 
share  the  views  that  had  been  expressed 
as  to  the  motives  that  actuated  Peers 
when  important  matters  were  under  dis- 
cussion. A  terrible  picture  had  been 
drawn  of  the  importance  to  the  Public 
Service  of  an  adequate  discussion  on  the 
occasion  of  the  nomination  of  the  Com- 
mittee on  the  Land  Act,  and  their  Lord- 
ships had  been  told  how  the  debate  was 
closed  when  the  witching  hour  of  dinner 
was  in  view.  He  did  not  wish  to  de- 
preciate the  claims  of  dinner ;  but  he 
ventured  to  say  that  there  were  not 
many  Peers  upon  whom  the  pangs  of 
hunger  had  so  large  and  anticipatory  an 
effect  as  to  make  it  impossible  to  con- 
tinue a  debate  when  the  clock  showed 
that  the  time  was  within  60  minutes  of 
the  dinner-hour.  He  thought  there 
must  have  been  other  causes  than  the 
approach  of  dinner  to  account  for  the 
silence  of  their  Lordships  on  the  occasion 
referred  to.  He  had  always  felt  that 
this  question  was  really  one  for  the  de- 
cision of  those  who  were  in  Office.  It 
was  on  them  the  burden  would  fall ;  and 
if  the  noble  Earl  opposite  (Earl  Gran- 
ville) and  the  noble  and  learned  Lord 
on  the  Woolsack  felt  that  the  change 
could  be  effected  with  convenience  in 
connection  with  the  Public  Service,  it 
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would  be  ang^racious  in  those  who  were 
not  engaged  in  that  Service  to  put  any 
difficulty  in  the  way  of  the  Motion.  For 
those  noble  Ix>rds  who  were  engaged  on 
Committees  it  would  be  a  great  relief, 
because  it  was  difficult  for  them  to  know 
what  to  do  with  the  fragment  of  time 
between  the  rising  of  the  Committee  and 
the  present  hour  of  meeting  of  the 
House.  The  suggestion  of  the  noble 
and  learned  Lord  on  the  Woolsack  was 
one  of  considerable  weight.  There  had 
been  an  impression  among  the  younger 
Members  that  they  were  unfairly  dealt 
with  by  those  who  sat  on  the  Front 
Benches,  and  that  the  flood  of  their 
eloquence  was  unduly  checked.  He 
should  be  sorry  to  take  any  step  that 
would  confirm  that  belief ;  and  he  hoped, 
now  that  they  proposed  to  make  that 
change,  they  should  see  the  younger 
Members  spring  forward  into  the  arena 
of  debate.  In  that  case,  they  might 
congratulate  themselves  on  the  change. 

The  EarlofCAMPERDOWN  stated 
that  he  would  accept  the  change  in  his 
Motion  proposed  by,  the  noble  Earl  (Earl 
GFranvilfe),  and  substitute  a  quarter  past 
4  instead  of  4  o'clock. 

Earl  STANHOPE  said,  he  hoped 
that  when  the  change  took  place  the 
Government  would  give  their  Lordships 
something  to  do.  There  were  many  Bills 
which  might  be  introduced  into  the 
House  of  Lords;  but  they  had  been 
sitting  all  this  Session  with  their  arms 
folded,  because  the  Government  would 
bring  forward  nothing  in  their  Lord- 
ships' House. 

Motion  amended,  and  agreed  to. 

Retolvedj  That,  in  the  opinion  of  this  House, 
the  sittings  for  public  business  should  com- 
mence at  a  quarter  past  Four  p.m.,  instead  of  at 
Five  P.M. 

The  lord  CHANCELLOR  asked 
the  noble  Earl  (the  Earl  of  Camperdown) 
what  he  proposed  as  to  the  time  when 
this  change  was  to  commence  ?  Pro- 
bably it  would  be  more  convenient  to 
delay  any  change  until  after  Easter. 

The  Earl  of  CAMPERDOWN  said, 
that  he  would  consult  the  noble  and 
learned  Lord  on  the  Woolsack,  and  the 
Leaders  on  both  sides  of  the  House. 

THE  NEW  PUBLIC  OFFICES— THE  SITE 
AND  PLANS.— QUESTION. 

Lord  LAMINGTON  asked  Her  Me.-; 
jesty^s  GovexiimetiX.,  N^V^'Oiiwt  ^xc^  ^^x- 
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fiion  has  been  come  to  as  to  the  site  and 
plans  for  the  new  public  offices  ? 

Lord  8UDELEY:  The  Government 
have  given  the  most  anxious  and  careful 
consideration  to  this  question,  and  have 
decided  to  use  the  site  of  the  present 
Admiralty  and  Spring  Gardens  for  new 
buildings,   in    which   the    War    Office 
and  Admiralty  will  be  concentrated.     It 
is  proposed  to  purchase  a  few  houses 
fronting  Charing    Gross,   and  to  take 
over  from  the  Office  of  Works  the  whole 
of  New  Street,  Spring  Gardens  Terrace, 
and  one  side  of  Spring  Gardens,  and  to 
pull  down  the  existing  Admiralty.     By 
this  means  space  will  be  obtained  for  a 
large  quadrangle  between  the    Horse 
Guards  and  Spring  Gardens,  on  which 
both  War  Office  and  Admiralty  can  be 
built.  This  scheme  has  the  great  advan- 
tage of  bringing  the  War  Office  and 
Admiralty  under  one  roof,  and  of  plac- 
ing the  War  Office  next  to  the  Horse 
Guards.     It    will    give    about    69,000 
square  feet  to  the  War  Office,  and  about 
62,800   square  feet  to  the  Admiralty, 
which  is  considered  to  be  ample.     The 
noble  Lord  complains  that  land  will  be 
taken  from  the  Park.     It  is  true  that  a 
small  piece  of  land  will  be  taken  from 
the  Park ;  but,  on  the  other  hand,  the 
much  larger  area  of   the   gardens  in 
Spring  Gardens  Terrace  will  be  thrown 
into  the  Park   and   given   up    to    the 
public.     As  regards  the  cost  of  the  site, 
it  is  estimated  that  the  private  property 
to  be  purchased  and  Crown  land  will 
together    amount  to   something  under 
£500,000.     A  large  portion  of  this  sum 
will  be  merely  a  book  transaction  be- 
tween   two    Departments.     This    esti- 
mated amount    might  be    very    much 
reduced,   if  thought  desirable,   by  the 
sale   of  property  already  purchased  in 
Great  George  Street  and  by  Winchester 
House,  and  also  by  giving  up  all  the 
houses  in  Pall  Mall  now  rented  at  £7,500 
per  annum.     The  cost  of  building  these 
Offices,   taken  roughly,    will   be  about 
£670,000,  which  would  be  spread  over  a 
number  of  years.    Next  year  the  large 
amount  of  £160,000  a-year  now  spent 
on  erecting  public  buildings  will  cease, 
owing  to  their  completion  ;  and  the  Go- 
vernment think  the  time  has   arrived 
when  this  great  improvement,  so  long 
delayed,  may  fairly  oe  undertaken.  The 
noble  Lord,  who  was  Chairman  of  the 
Committee  which  sat  in  1877,  and  who 

Zord  Lamingtan 


has  always  taken  great  intereet  in  this 
subject,  will  at  once  perceive  that,  while 
giving  the  accommodation  required,  this 
plan  will  be  carried  out  at  a  very  eco- 
nomical rate.  The  noble  Lord  complains 
that  this  site  has  been  adopted  amtrary 
to  the  recommendations  of  all  the  Com- 
mittees which  have  ever  sat.  He  must 
remember,  however,  that  the  Committee 
over  which  he  presided  had  a  proposal 
somewhat  similar  to  this  before  them, 
only  in  a  more  expensive  and  extended 
form,  and  that  it  was  one  of  the  three  sug- 
gested schemes  embodied  in  their  Report. 
The  noble  Lord  must  also  remember  that 
that  Committee,  after  sitting  a  great 
many  times,  were  unable  to  come  to  any 
definite  decision,  and  merely  submitted 
the  proposals,  throwing  the  onus  of  de- 
termining what  was  best  on  the  Govern- 
ment. A  Bill  was  introduced  last  night 
by  the  First  Commissioner  of  Works  in 
the  other  House  for  acquiring  the  neces- 
sary lands ;  so  the  noble  Lord  will  have 
further  opportunities,  when  the  Bill 
comes  up  to  this  House,  of  discussing 
the  question. 

The  Eabl  of  REDESDALE  (Chaib- 
MAN  of  Committees)  expressed  some 
disappointment  that  it  was  not  proposed 
to  continue  the  public  buildings  to  the 
end  of  Parliament  Street,  thereby  secur- 
ing a  fine,  wide,  handsome  approach 
from  Charing  Cross  to  the  Houses  of 
I*arliament  and  Westminster  Abbey. 
He  had,  more  than  30  years  ago,  advo- 
cated the  purchase  of  all  the  freeholds 
between  Downing  Street  and  Great 
George  Street,  the  interests  of  the  occu- 
piers to  be  dealt  with  from  time  to  time 
as  new  offices  were  to  be  erected.  Many 
of  the  houses  were  those  of  a  poor 
description,  and,  consequently,  the  cost 
would  have  been  comparatively  incon- 
siderable. The  opportunity  had  been 
neglected,  those  buildings  had  been  re- 
placed by  new  ones,  and  the  whole  pro- 
perty had  greatly  increased  in  value. 

Lord  TKURO  urged  that  one  of  the 
first  duties  of  the  Government  was  to 
elevate  the  character  of  our  public 
Offices. 

Earl  STANHOPE  asked  whether  the 
Government  had  determined  to  take  any 
steps  with  a  view  of  relieving  the  block 
of  traffic  at  present  experienced  at  Hyde 
Park  Corner ;  and,  if  so,  if  they  would 
state  what  was  the  nature  of  their 
scheme  ? 
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Lord  SIJDELET  said,  he  was  sorry 
he  was  unable  to  g^ve  the  noble  Earl  any 
promise  as  to  the  plans  being  submitted 
for  inspection  ;  but  he  believed  it  was 
usual  to  lay  similar  plans  on  the  Table 
of  the  Library,  and  he  would  make 
further  inquiry.  As  regarded  the  Hyde 
Park  Corner  question,  he  was  unable, 
without  Notice,  to  give  the  noble  Earl 
any  information  about  it,  as  the  whole 
matter  was  still  under  consideration.  In 
respect  to  the  Question  of  the  noble 
Earl  the  Chairman  of  Committees,  as  to 
Great  George  Street,  he  was  afraid  he 
had  been  misunderstood.  What  he  said 
was,  that  if  thought  desirable  to  sell  it, 
the  sale  of  the  property  purchased  on  the 
Great  George  Street  site  would  meet,  to 
a  very  large  extent,  the  cost  of  the  new 
site ;  but  he  did  not  say  that  it  had  been 
so  decided. 


CONSOLIDATED   FUWD   (»0.    2)   BILL. 

Read  1» ;  to  be  read  2*  To'tnorrow ;  and 
Standing  Order  No.  XXXY.  to  be  considered 
in  order  to  its  being  dispensed  with.— (TA^  Rarl 
Oranvills.) 

House  a^oumed  at  half  past  Six 

o'clock,  till  To-morrow,  half 

past  Twelve  o'clock. 


HOUSE    OF    COMMONS, 
Friday,  24th  March,  1882. 


MINUTES.]— Supply— rowtf/if^rtfrf  in  Committee 
—Civil  Services,  Classes  I.,  II.,  III.,  IV., 
v.,  VI.,  Vn.,  AND  Revenue  Depaetments. 

Pbivate  Bill  (6y  Order)— Third  Beading— 
Lower  Thames  Valley  Main  Sewerage  Board. 

Public  Billb— Ordered — First  Reading — Duke 
of  Albany  (Establishment)  •  [112]. 

Second  Reading — Partnerships  [27]. 

Select  Committee — Arklow  Harbour  [96],  nomi- 
nated ;  BiUs  of  Exchange  •  [70],  Mr.  Asher, 
Mr.  Orr  Ewing,  Mr.  Armitstead,  Sir  Edmund 
Lechmere,  and  Mr.  Qibson  added. 

Report — Drainage  (Ireland)  Provisional  Order* 
[94]  ;  Metropolitan  Commons  Supplemental  * 
[92]. 

r^»W  JeMMr%^Consolidated  Fund  (No.  2),  and 
pamd. 


PRIVATE    B  U8INES8. 

LOWER  THAMES  VALLEY  MAIN 
SEWERAGE    BOARD    BILL   (*y   Order). 

THIRD  BBADnrO. 

Order  for  Third  Beading  read. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"That  the  Bill  be  now  read  the  third 
time."— (i/r.  Bodds.) 

Mb.  BAIKEIS  said,  he  proposed  to 
take  a  course  which  was  not  frequent 
in  that  House,  and  which,  he  hoped, 
would  never  become  frequent,  for  it  was 
most  undesirable  that  questions  con- 
nected with  the  details  of  a  Private  Bill 
should  be  re-opened  on  the  third  read- 
ing. It  might  be  presumed  that  the 
details  of  such  a  Bill  had  been  carefully 
examined  by  the  Committee  to  which  it 
had  been  referred  upstairs ;  but  he  did 
not  think  this  objection  could  be  fairly 
taken  now,  seeing  that  the  present  mea- 
sure was  one  for  the  purpose  of  pro- 
viding for  the  payment  of  certain  costs 
incurred  by  a  District  Board  in  promoting 
legislation  in  the  year  1879,  and  really 
the  question  which  the  Committee  up- 
stairs had  to  decide  was  one  which 
hardly  admitted  of  such  a  tribunal  deal^ 
ing  with  it  in  more  ways  than  one. 
The  Bill,  under  ordinary  circumstances, 
would  have  been  an  unopposed  Bill, 
because  the  parties  whose  interest  it 
was  chiefly  to  oppose  it  were,  by  the 
recognized  practice  of  the  House,  ex- 
cluded from  a  loetts  standi  to  oppose  the 
Bill,  because  they  were  constituents  of 
the  District  Board  which  promoted  it. 
That  being  so,  a  Bill  of  this  sort  gene- 
rally went  to  the  Chairman  of  Ways 
and  Means  as  an  unopposed  Bill,  and 
was  adjudicated  upon  by  him  without 
calling  on  the  parties  to  be  heard.  In 
this  particular  case,  an  opposition  was 
offered  by  1 1  ratepayers  of  the  district, 
and  these  gentlemen  might  have  been 
excluded  from  hearing  before  the  (Com- 
mittee if  the  promoters  had  chosen  to 
take  an  objection  to  their  locus  standi, 
and  by  that  means  have  shut  thorn  out. 
But  the  promoters,  with  an  adroitness 
which  he  certainly  thought  did  them 
credit,  did  not  object  to  the  locus  standi 
of  these  11  unfortunate  ratepayers,  be- 
cause they  thought  that  it  would  tell 
much  more  in  their  favour  it  \^«:^^^'«t^^ 
that  the  "BiW  'WBkA  oxX^  o^^^'^^Xii  V\  ^^3^» 
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of  a  population  of  118,000.  But  every- 
body who  had  the  means  of  obtaining 
competent  legal  advice  in  the  district 
would  necessarily  have  been  informed 
by  every  counsel  they  consulted  that  it 
was  not  of  any  use  to  present  a  Peti- 
tion against  the  Bill ;  and  that,  if  they 
did,  their  loeua  standi  would  be  cer- 
tainly disallowed.  Therefore,  it  was 
only  left  to  these  1 1  persons,  who  could 
scarcely  have  been  able  to  obtain  expe- 
rienced advice,  to  come  before  the  Com- 
mittee, by  whom  their  case  was  certain 
to  be  rapidly  disposed  of.  Indeed,  the 
Committee  could  hardly  come  to  any 
conclusion  but  one,  because,  when  the 
promoters  pointed  to  the  circumstance 
that,  out  of  118,000,  only  11  persons 
were  found  to  oppose  this  particular 
measure,  it  was  a  very  reasonable  and 
natural  conclusion  that  the  bulk  of  the 
population  of  the  district  was  entirely 
in  its  favour.  Therefore,  he  did  not 
think  the  question  of  this  Bill  having 
been  before  the  Committee  really  bore 
at  all  on  the  issue  which  had  now  come 
before  the  House.  He  ventured  to  call 
the  attention  of  the  House  to  the  matter 
because  it  was  one  which  occupied  the 
attention  of  the  House  some  three  years 
ago,  and  certainly  was  to  him  a  matter 
of  very  great  interest  and  very  great 
anxiety.  At  that  time  he  had  the  honour 
to  hold  the  Office  which  his  right  hon. 
Friend  (Mr.  Lyon  Play  fair)  now  occu- 
pied, and  he  frequently  was  obliged  to 
make  up  his  mind  and  to  advise  the 
House  on  matters  in  regard  to  which 
the  arguments  on  either  side  were  very 
closely  balanced,  and  upon  which  it  was 
rather  difficult  to  arrive  at  a  satisfactory 
conclusion.  In  point  of  fact,  the  diffi- 
culties of  any  case  rendered  it  more  and 
more  anxious  and  doubtful  work  to  ad- 
vise the  House  satisfactorily  as  to  the 
conclusion  it  should  adopt.  But,  in  this 
particular  case,  he  had  felt  it  his  duty, 
after  hearing  all  the  arguments,  to 
advise  the  House  to  throw  out  the  Bill, 
and  the  ground  on  which  he  asked  the 
House  to  throw  it  out  was  simply  this. 
This  Board  for  the  Lower  Thames  Valley 
was  formed  under  the  Provisional  Order 
Act  of  1877,  for  the  purpose  of  carrjdng 
out  a  system  of  sewerage  for  the  dis- 
tricts, and  he  would  point  out  what  was 
the  method  that  was  adopted.  The  Act 
which  was  its  origin  provided,  in  the 
23rd  clause  of  the  Schedule  of  the  Act, 
that  they  should  get  their  expenses  in 

J/r.  Baikei 


a  certain  shape.  The  claufle  said  that 
the  expenses  incurred  by  the  Board 
in  pursuance  of  the  Provisional  Order 
should  be  defrayed  out  of  the  common 
fund  to  be  contributed  by  the  local  autho- 
rities of  certain  districts,  and  so  forth. 
By  the  Bill  of  1879  the  District  Board 
deliberately,  for  reasons  best  known  to 
themselves,  determined  to  take  action 
outside  the  powers  assigned  to  them 
under  the  Act  by  which  they  had  been 
created.  The  intention  that  was  clearly 
visible  throughout  the  whole  of  the  Act 
was  that  the  District  Board  should  act 
through  and  in  connection  with  the 
Local  Government  Board,  and  the  result 
of  an  application  to  the  Local  Govern- 
ment Board  for  a  Provisional  Order 
would  have  been  that  the  merits  of  the 
case  would  have  been  inquired  into  on 
the  spot  by  one  of  the  Inspectors  of  the 
Local  Government  Board.  He  would  have 
held  an  inquiry,  at  which  all  the  parties 
would  have  been  represented  and  would 
have  been  heard,  and,  after  his  inquiry, 
the  Local  Government  Board  would  or 
would  not  have  recommended  the  measure 
to  Parliament.  But  the  District  Board 
of  the  Thames  Valley  thought  they  knew 
better  than  that.  They  foresaw  that  if 
they  were  to  give  effect  to  the  scheme 
which  they  desired  to  carry  into  effect, 
and  attempted  to  submit  that  scheme  to 
an  inquiry  conducted  by  a  Local  Govern- 
ment Inspector,  all  parties  whose  rights 
were  affected  and  interests  concerned 
would  have  an  opportunity  of  being 
heard  on  that  inquiry.  And  they  were 
equally  well  advised  that  if  they  came  to 
Parliament,  it  would  be  in  their  power  to 
shut  the  mouths  of  every  single  person 
whose  interests  were  affected  or  whose 
rights  were  concerned  except  they  hap- 
pened to  be  the  owners  of  the  land  they 
proposed  to  deal  with.  He  remembered 
it  was  stated  in  the  debate  which 
occurred  upon  the  Bill  that  some  24  or 
25  schemes  were  submitted  to  the  Dis- 
trict Board,  and  that  23  of  those 
schemes — all  of  which  were  perfectly 
practicable  —  could  have  been  given 
effect  to  under  a  Provisional  Order  ;  but 
the  District  Board  rejected  every  one  of 
them,  and  selected  the  only  one  out  of 
24  schemes  which  came  before  them 
which  required  an  application  to  be  made 
to  the  House  of  Commons,  because  it 
touched  the  principle  of  water  rights. 
Ho  believed  that  their  sole  justification 
for  the  course  they  took  was  thf^t  their 
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Bill  of  1879  interfered  with  certain 
water  rights,  and  therefore  it  was  neces- 
sary to  make  an  application  to  Parlia- 
ment ;  but  he  ventured  to  state  that,  if 
the  District  Board  had  thought  it  pro- 
per to  adopt  any  of  the  23  schemes  sub- 
mitted to  them  by  competent  engineers, 
it  would  not  hare  been  necessary  to 
come  to  that  House  at  all.  It  was  urged 
with  great  force  in  1879  by  hishon.  ^nd 
learned  Friend  the  present  Solicitor 
General  that  a  gpreat  and  obvious  wrong 
would  be  done  if  the  House  allowed  its 
Rules  to  be  employed  as  a  means  of  ex- 
cluding from  a  fair  hearing  the  owners 
of  property  and  the  ratepayers  of  a  par- 
ticular district.  That  being  so,  the 
House  adopted  that  view,  and  the  Bill 
was  rejected.  It  was  rejected,  not  with 
any  regard  to  the  precise  merits  of  the 
particular  scheme,  but  distinctly  on  the 
ground  that  it  was  an  example  of  mala 
fides  on  the  part  of  the  promoters,  who 
sought  to  use  the  Forms  of  the  House  as  a 
means  of  excluding  from  opposition  the 
parties  who  were  most  interested  in  the 
scheme.  They  were  told  that  the  unfortu- 
nate District  Board  were  only  doing  what 
they  were  obliged  to  do,  because  they 
could  not  get  what  they  wanted  with  a 
Provisional  Order.  But,  subsequently, 
they  did  go  for  a  Provisional  Order,  and 
there  was  a  local  inquiry,  conducted  at 
considerable  expense.  But,  although  it 
was  expensive,  at  least  it  was  fair,  and 
the  persons  who  objected  to  the  Bill  of 
1879  were  successful  at  the  inquiry  be- 
fore the  Inspector  of  the  Local  Govern- 
ment Board,  and  hence  they  had  heard 
no  more  of  this  precise  scheme ;  it 
had  passed  to  the  limbo  of  many  other 
abortions.  Under  these  circumstances, 
he  did  not  think  the  House  would  do 
well,  without  a  word  of  inquiry,  to  con- 
sent to  the  proposal  to  alter  the  law  for 
the  benefit  of  certain  individuals  who 
had  been  detected  in  abusing  the  Forms 
of  the  House  and  in  trying  to  inflict  a 
substantial  injury  upon  persons  who  had 
a  right  to  bo  heard.  He  had  therefore 
felt  it  his  duty  to  bring  the  matter  at 
this  stage  before  the  House.  He  in- 
tended to  make  no  Motion  upon  it,  nor 
would  he  take  upon  himself  the  respon- 
sibility of  dividing  the  House  upon  the 
question.  He  had  rather  that  that  re- 
sponsibility rested  with  his  right  hon. 
Friend  the  Chairman  of  Ways  and 
Means.  But  he  did  think  that  he  had  a 
right  to  complain  with  regard  to  one  of 


the  Papers  that  had  been  sent  abroad 
on  that  occasion.  He  sometimes  wished 
that  there  was  some  Order  of  the  House 
to  prohibit  their  circulation.  He  would 
only  say  that  he  felt  it  his  duty  to  take 
exception  to  the  first  statement  which 
that  Paper  contained.  It  was  stated  by 
the  promoters  that  on  Friday,  the  24th 
of  March,  at  the  time  of  Private  Busi- 
ness, he  (Mr.  Baikes)  intended  to  move 
the  rejection  of  the  Bill  on  the  third 
reading.  He  called  attention  to  this 
paragraph  for  this  reason,  that  the  agent 
who  had  charge  of  the  Bill  spoke  to  him 
at  6  o'clock  yesterday,  and  asked  him 
if  he  intended  to  move  the  rejection  of 
the  Bill.  He  told  the  agent  that  it  was 
not  his  intention  to  do  so,  whereupon 
Mr.  Wyatt,  the  agent  in  question,  told 
him  that  that  was  very  satisfactory,  and 
went  away.  Nevertheless,  Mr.  Wyatt, 
in  that  Paper,  which  was  circulated  with 
a  number  of  others,  among  Members  of 
the  House,  made  a  statement  which  he 
knew  distinctly  to  be  untrue.  He  was 
sorry  to  express  himself  so  strongly  upon 
the  subject,  because  he  had  had  a  good 
deal  of  acquaintance  with  Mr.  Wyatt  at 
the  time  he  had  official  relations  with 
the  House,  and  it  was  a  very  pleasant 
acquaintance.  At  the  same  time,  he  felt 
bound  to  indicate  to  the  House  any 
statement  contained  in  a  document  sub- 
mitted to  Members  which  was  distinctly 
without  foundation,  and  which  might 
be  considered  to  prejudice  the  action  of 
any  hon.  Member  on  matters  of  this  sort. 
If  the  House  thought,  out  of  pity,  that 
it  was  desirable  to  pass  this  Bill,  and  if 
they  thought  that  the  District  Board  had 
suffered  sufficiently  for  their  rashness, 
and,  he  must  add,  for  their  sharp  prac- 
tice, in  the  year  1879,  he  should  have 
nothing  further  to  say ;  but  he  did  not 
think  he  should  be  doing  right — having 
a  knowledge  of  the  circumstances  of  the 
case — if  he  did  not,  at  all  events,  give 
the  House  an  opportunity  of  expressing 
an  opinion  as  to  whether  such  knowledge 
as  they  now  had  of  the  proceedings  of 
the  District  Board  rendered  them  de- 
serving of  the  favourable  consideration 
of  the  House. 

Mr.  SHIELD  said,  that,  in  the  absence 
of  the  hon.  Member  for  East  Cheshire 
(Mr.  Legh),  who  was  the  Chairman  of 
the  Committee  to  which  the  Bill  was  re- 
ferred, as  he  (Mr.  Shield)  had  had  the 
honour  of  sitting  on  the  GotELX3a\\X.^^>  Va 
hoped  t\i©  lioxiLft^  ^wsXi^  ^^nr  \^\a.  \.'^ 
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say  a  few  words  in  answer  to  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for  Preston 
(Mr.  Baikes).  The  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man passed  no  reflection  upon  the  action 
of  the  Committee.  Indeed,  it  was  ob- 
vious that  the  Committee  could  come  to 
no  other  conclusion  than  to  pass  the 
Bill ;  but  he  (Mr.  Shield)  was  anxious, 
if  the  House  would  permit  him,  to  state 
what  was  the  ease  presented  to  the  Com- 
mittee, especially  as  such  statement 
would  show  that  the  House  itself  could 
take  no  other  course  than  to  permit  the 
Bill,  passed  by  the  Committee,  to  go 
through  its  remaining  stages.  The  Bill 
originally  promoted  by  the  District 
Board  was  presented  in  the  year  1879, 
and  its  object  was  to  provide  for  the  dis- 
posal of  the  sewage  of  a  large  district 
m  the  Valley  of  the  Thames,  lying  just 
outside  the  limits  of  London,  without  al- 
lowing it  to  flow  into  the  Thames.  The 
Board  was  constituted  by  an  Act  of  Par- 
liament, and  Parliament  placed  upon  the 
Board  certain  statutory  obligations,  which 
obligations  it  was  their  duty  to  carry  out 
within  a  period  of  three  years.  That 
being  so,  how  did  they  set  about  this 
duty  ?  They  obtained  the  best  plans 
they  could  from  the  most  eminent  en- 
gineers of  the  day,  and  they  appointed 
a  superintendent  engineer  to  report 
upon  those  plans,  and  eventually,  after 
much  labour  and  consideration,  they 
adopted  one  of  them.  Th^  scheme  they 
adopted,  it  was  quite  true,  had  certain 
features  and  incidents  connected  with  it 
which  rendered  it  impossible  that  it 
could  be  authorized  by  the  Local  Go- 
vernment Board,  and  it  was  therefore 
necessary,  if  it  were  to  be  carried  into 
efi'eot,  that  the  promoters  should  make 
an  application  to  Parliament.  The  sug- 
gestion of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
was,  and  it  was  a  very  injurious  sug- 
gestion to  the  Board,  that  the  features 
of  the  scheme  which  rendered  it  in- 
appropriate for  a  Provisional  Order 
were  not  bond  fiie  inserted  in  it,  but 
that  there  were  patches  adroitly  foisted 
upon  the  scheme  by  the  promoters 
to  give  them  an  excuse  for  proceed- 
ing by  Bill  instead  of  by  Provisional 
Order.  It  would  take  far  more  time  to 
meet  that  suggestion  than  the  House 
would  probably  care  to  allow  him  ;  but 
he  certainly  thought  that  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  ought  not  to  have  made  such 
a  serious  accusation,  and  that  he  ought 
not  to  have  talked  about  the  "  sharp 

Mr.  Shuld 


practice"  of  these  geatlemen  who,  at 
all  events,  were  gentlemen  of  position, 
and  had  undertaken  the  dieoharge  of 
most  important  and  onerous  publio 
duties.  He  would  not  enter  into  the 
defence  of  these  gentlemen  ;  but  if  hon. 
Members  would  kindly  read  the  Papers 
which  had  been  circulated,  he  would 
be  quite  content  to  accept  their  judgment 
upon  the  question  whether  the  sugges- 
tion of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  was  or 
was  not  well-founded.  Eventually  the 
Bill  of  the  District  Board  came  before 
the  House  of  Commons,  and  it  was  re- 
jected on  the  second  reading,  notwith- 
standing that  the  then  President  of  the 
Local  Government  Board  expressed  a 
strong  opinion  that  these  gentlemen 
were  honestly  endeavouring  to  perform 
the  duty  that  Parliament  had  cast  upon 
them.  He  trusted  that  the  House 
would  not  entertain  any  Motion  now  for 
the  rejection  of  the  Bill.  If  thev  did 
they  would  set  a  very  bad  example,  as 
the  Bill  was  promoted  hondjide  and  was 
stiictly  within  the  precedents  of  Parlia- 
ment. Similar  Bills  had  been  passed  in 
the  interests  of  the  Metropolitan  Board 
of  Works,  that  Board  having  incurred 
very  heavv  expenses  in  promoting  Bills 
which  had  been  abortive,  and  they  had 
been  allowed  to  recoup  themselves  for 
the  expenses  they  had  incurred  by  a 
Bill  of  this  nature.  In  this  oase  it  must 
also  be  recollected  that  the  work  was 
being  done  gratuitously,  and  that  the 
Bill  had  already  passed  a  Committee 
upstairs. 

Mb.  GORST  said,  he  had  no  wish  to 
detain  the  House  for  more  than  a  few 
minutes;  but  he  wished  to  remove  an 
impression  which  must  have  been  pro- 
duced by  his  right  hon.  Friend  the  Mem- 
ber for  Preston  (Mr.  Baikes).  He  under- 
stood his  right  hon.  Friend  to  complain 
that,  after  having  last  night  g^ven  Notice 
to  the  promoters  of  the  Bill  that  he  did  not 
intend  to  oppose  it,  a  statement  had  been 
sent  out  to  the  Members  of  the  House 
to  the  efl*ect  that  he  intended  to  move 
the  rejection  of  the  Bill  at  4  o'clock 
that  day.  He  was  sure  that  his  right 
hon.  Friend  would  quite  understand 
that  printed  statements  of  this  kind 
were  not  got  up  at  the  last  minute,  but 
required  a  little  time  in  order  to  print 
and  circulate  them.  He  believed  the 
real  fact  was  that  the  statement  was 
sent  out  to  hon.  Members  some  time  be- 
fore his  right  hon.  Friend  iafonaed  the 
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agent  that  he  did  not  intend  to  move 
the  rejection  of  the  Bill.  His  right  hon. 
Friend  would  also  recollect  that  the 
Bill  was  to  have  been  considered  last 
Tuesday  instead  of  to-day,  and  that 
if  there  was  to  be  any  opposition  it 
would  have  been  unreasonable  to  expect 
that  the  promoters  would  not  take  all 
the  steps  they  could  for  the  protection 
of  their  own  interests. 

Mr.  spencer  said,  he  should  not 
have  obtruded  himself  upon  the  atten- 
tion of  the  House  if  it  had  not  been  for 
the  fact  that  he  had  been  also  a  Mem- 
ber of  the  Committee  with  his  hon.  and 
learned  Friend  (Mr.   Shield) ;    and  he 
wished,  therefore,   to  express  what  his 
view   was  when  the  gentleman   repre- 
senting the  Petitioners  came  before  the 
Committee.     They  heard  the  whole  of 
the  statement  for  the  promoters  of  the 
Bill,  and  nobody  appeared  to  oppose, 
until  at  length  a  gentleman  put  in  an 
appearance,    and    proceeded    to    make 
what  he  called  a  statement  against  the 
Bill.      Now,  he   thought  that  all    the 
Members  of  the  Committee  would  agree 
that  this  gentleman  brought  forward  no 
reasons  whatever  why  the  Bill  should 
not  be  passed,  but  rather  indulged  in 
an  acrimonious  discussion  with  the  pro- 
moters of  the  Bill,  which  was  totally 
irrelevant  to  its  primary  object.  Having 
listened  carefully  to  every  tiding  that  this 
gentleman  had  to  say,  the  Committee 
came  to  the  conclusion  that  they  ought 
to  pass  the   Bill;   and  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman    the    Member    for    Preston 
(Mr.  Eaikes)  admitted  that  they  could 
have  come  to  no  other  conclusion.     The 
right    hon.     Gentleman     himself    had 
brought  forward    no    reason   why  the 
Bill   should   be  rejected,    and   he   had 
stated  that  the   Local  Board   of  East 
Moulsley,  who  opposed  the  Bill  in  1879, 
had  withdrawn   their  opposition.      In- 
deed,  there  was  nobody  opposing   the 
Bill  at  all,   except   11   gentlemen  from 
East   Moulsley.     The   Committee   were 
acquainted   with    all    these   facts,    and 
having  talked  them  over  among  them- 
selves, they  came  unanimously  to  the 
conclusion  that  the  Bill  ought  to  pass. 
It  must  be  borne  in  mind  that  only  1 1 
persons,  with  a  very  small  interest  in 
the  district,  gave  notice  of  opposition  to 
the  Bill,  out  of  a  population  of  1 18,000. 
He  apologized  to  the  House  for  having 
troubled  them  with  these  few  remarks ; 
but  he  had  felt  that,  having  had  the 


honour  of  sitting  on  the  Committee,  it 
was  his  duty  to  make  them. 

Mr.  SCLATER-BOOTH  said,  that  as 
his  right  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for 
Preston  (Mr.  Eaikes)  had  made  no 
Motion  for  the  rejection  of  the  Bill,  it 
was  scarcely  worth  while  to  continue 
the  discussion;  but  as  he  (Mr.  Selater- 
Booth)  was  privy  to  all  these  compli- 
cated series  of  transactions,  he  thought 
it  right  to  say  that  although,  in  his 
judgment,  the  District  Board  took  the 
wrong  course,  and  selected  the  wrong 
mode  of  proceeding,  he  had  never  any 
reason  to  suppose  that  they  had  adopted 
that  course  with  any  mala  fidw^  nor  did 
he  think  that  their  object  in  proceeding 
by  Bill  was  to  prevent  an  investigation 
being  conducted  on  the  spot.  There 
was  no  reason  to  believe  that  it  was  so, 
although  he  must  repeat  that,  in  his 
judgment,  the  course  they  pursued  was 
wrong.  Under  the  circumstances,  he 
did  not  think  that  the  House  should 
hesitate  now  to  pass  the  Bill,  for  every- 
one would  be  willing  to  admit  that  the 
promoters  must  be  protected,  to  some 
extent,  in  regard  to  the  expenses  they 
had  incurred.  . 

Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Bill  read  the  third  time,  and  passed, 

Q  UE  8TI0N8. 

METROPOLIS— ELECTIONS  TO  AP- 
POINTMENTS IN  THE  CITY 
OF  LONDON. 

Mb.  FIBTH  asked  the  Secretary  of 
State  for  the  Home  Department,  Whe- 
ther his  attention  has  been  called  to  the 
fact  that,  on  Thursday  last,  the  Common 
Council  of  the  City  of  London  elected  a 
pawnbroker  of  advanced  age  to  the  office 
of  collector  of  wine  dues  for  the  Port  of 
London,  at  a  salary  of  £400  a-year ; 
whether  it  is  the  fact  that,  in  order  to 
such  election,  the  Common  Council  suc- 
cessively suspended  their  83rd  standing 
order,  which  prevents  the  election  of 
present  or  recent  members  of  the  Coun- 
cil to  offices  in  the  gift  of  that  body, 
and  the  69th  standing  order,  which  pro- 
vides that  no  bankrupt  or  insolvent 
person  shall  be  elected  to  office  under 
the  Corporation;  and,  whether,  in  the 
forthcoming  Local  Gove^nm^at  Bill,  he 
will  consider  the  propriety  of  excluding 
from  the  pension  ^xA.  ^^wvsv^^^&sJ^^^c^ 
i  clauses  oi  l\i^  "BWV  ^^v^oxi^V^^vi^Vv.^^  v^- 
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pointed  to  any  offices  .which  may  be 
thereby  modified  or  abolished  ? 

Sir  WILLIAM  HAECOURT:  Sir, 
I  have  no  authority  over  the  appoint- 
ments made  by  the  Corporation  of  the 
City  of  London,  and  I  ought  not  to  ex- 
press any  judgment  either  for  or  against 
them. 

RAILWAYS  (7  &  8  VICT.  c.  86)— 
ARTIZANS*  TRAINS. 

Mr.  BUXTON  asked  the  President  of 
the  Board  of  Trade,  Whether  the  Act 
7  and  8  Vic.  c.  85,  1844,  which  imposes 
obligations  on  Hailway  Companies  of 
running  cheap  Artizans'  Trains  (Clause 
6),  and  relieves  them  from  the  payment 
of  the  Eailway  Passenger  Tax  for  pas- 
sengers carried  by  such  trains  (Clause  9) 
is  still  in  force,  or  has  ever  been  re- 
pealed or  modified  by  subsequent  legis- 
lation ;  and,  whether  any  Eailway  Com- 
panies are  now  exempt  from  the  obliga- 
tions imposed  by  this  Act  either  from 
the  fact  of  their  incorporation  prior  to 
the  passing  of  the  Act,  or  from  the  exer- 
cise of  the  discretionary  powers  of  the 
Board  of  Trade,  as  provided  under  cer- 
tain, conditions  by  Clause  6  of  the  same 
Act? 

Mr.  CHAMBERLAIN  :  Sir,  the  Act 
referred  to  in  the  first  part  of  the  Ques- 
tion is  not  accurately  described,  because 
it  only  relieves  the  Railway  Companies 
from  the  Railway  Passenger  Tax  where 
the  passengers  are  carried  at  a  charge  of 
less  than  Id.  a-mile.  The  Act  is  still  in 
force,  and  has  not  been  repealed  or 
modified  by  any  subsequent  legislation. 
None  of  the  Railway  Companies  are 
exempt  from  the  obligations  imposed  by 
the  Act. 

STATE  OF  IRELAND— THE  COUNTY  OF 

WATERFORD. 

Mr.  R.  POWER  asked  Mr.  Attorney 
General  for  Ireland,  If  his  attention  has 
been  called  to  the  charge  of  Judge  Har- 
rison to  the  Waterford  County  grand 
jury,  in  which  he  said, 

**I  am  very  happy  to  be  able  to  tell  you,  on 
the  occasion  of  my  first  visit  to  your  beautiful 
county,  that  there  is  not  much '  business  of  a 
criminal  nature  to  come  before  you ;  the  num- 
ber of  cases  in  which  the  Crown  will  send  up 
bills  to  you  is  only  six,  and  they  are  of  a  very 
trivial  character.  These  cases  are  of  an  ordi- 
nary kind,  and  such  as  you  must  expect  in  a 
large  community  like  thu ;  " 

and,  why  he  still  considers  it  necessary 

Jfr.  Firth 


to  keep  so  peaceful  a  county  under  tho 
provisions  of  the  Coercion  Act  ? 

The  attorney  GENERAL  fob 
IRELAND  (Mr.  W.  M.  Johxson)  :  Sir, 
I  have  seen  the  report  in  two  news- 
papers of  the  learned  Judge's  charge 
to  the  Waterford  County  Grand  Jury. 
There  were  only  six  criminal  cases  tried. 
This,  however,  did  not  represent  the  re- 
ported but  undetected  crimes,  which  in- 
cluded firing  into  dwellings  and  maim- 
ing of  cattle.  At  present  the  proscrip- 
tion of  the  -county  of  Waterford  cannot 
be  revoked. 

WATER  SUPPLY  (METROPOLIS). 

Mb.  firth  asked  the  President  of 
the  Local  Government  Board,  Whether 
the  Reports  upon  the  London  Water 
Supply,  prepared  by  Dr.  Tidy,  Dr. 
Olding,  and  Dr.  Crookes,  and  wluch  are 
circulated  as  being  Reports  "  prf«ented 
to  the  President  of  the  Local  Gk)vem- 
ment  Board,"  are  prepared  with  the 
authority  or  at  the  request  or  expense 
of  the  Local  Government  Board  ? 

Mb.  DODSON:  Sir,  these  Reports 
are  not  prepared  with  the  authority  or 
at  the  request  or  expense  of  the  Local 
Gt>vemment  Board.  They  are  prepared 
at  the  request,  and  I  presume  at  the 
expense,  of  the  Water  Companies.  They 
are  addressed  to  the  Board ;  but  this  is 
a  purely  voluntary  proceeding  on  the 
part  of  their  authors. 

PROTECTION    OP   PERSON    AND    PRO- 
PERTY (IRELAND)  ACT,  1881— 
PATRICK  MURPHY. 

Mb.  sexton  asked  Mr.  Attorney 
General  for  Ireland,  Whether  Patrick 
Murphy,  of  Kerry,  has  now  been  nearly 
ten  months  imprisoned  under  the  Coer- 
cion Act,  and  has  only  once  received 
notice  of  remand,  at  the  end  of  the  first 
three  months;  whether,  immediately 
after  the  arrest  of  Patrick  Murphy,  the 
house  in  the  occupation  of  his  wife  and 
children  was  burnt  to  the  ground,  by 
order  of  the  agent  of  Lord  Kenmare, 
Patrick  Murphy's  landlord ;  whether 
the  Killarney  magistrates,  on  the  28th 
ultimo,  fined  Mrs.  Murphy  22«.  for  occu- 
pying a  hut  which  had  been  put  up  to 
shelter  herself  and  her  children ;  whether 
Patrick  Murphy  applied  for  six  days'  re- 
lease on  parole,  to  provide  a  shelter  for 
his  family ;  whether  the  said  parole  was 
granted ;  and;  whether,  conaiaeriiig  the 
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length  of  imprisonmenfc  and  the  circum- 
stancesdetailed,  the  Government  willnow 
order  the  release  of  Patrick  Murphy? 

The  attorney  GENERAL  for 
IRELAND  (Mr.  W.  M.  Johnson)  :  Sir, 
the  hon.  Memher  asks  me  six  Questions. 
As  to  the  first,  Patrick  Murphy  was  ar- 
rested on  the  2drd  of  May  last,  and  has 
been  since  detained.  His  case  was  re- 
considered every  three  months,  and  on 
each  occasion  the  decision  was  certified 
to  the  Clerks  of  the  Crown  for  Kerry 
and  Dublin,  in  compliance  with  the  pro- 
visions of  the  Statute.  As  to  the  second 
Question,  the  house  was  destroyed  nine 
months  before  Murphy  was  arrested,  and 
not  after  his  arrest.  As  to  the  third  Ques- 
tion, Lord  Kenmare's  property  was 
trespassed  on,  and  a  hut  built  there  by 
the  Land  League  for  Murphy's  wife,  who 
took  possession  of  it,  and  was  twice  sum- 
moned for  the  trespass,  convicted,  and 
fined,  in  each  case,  10«.,  with  2s.  costs. 
Notwithstanding  this,  the  trespass  was 
persistently  repeated  ;  and  she  was, 
therefore^  summoned  a  third  time,  con- 
victed again,  and  committed  in  default 
of  payment  of  the  fine.  As  to  the  last 
three  Questions,  Murphy  applied  to  be 
released  on  parole  for  12  days,  and  his 
application  is  now  before  his  Excellency. 
Of  course,  if  the  husband  and  wife  have 
been  arrested,  the  children  are  naturally 
deprived  of  the  protection  of  their 
parents. 

Mr.  ARTHUR  O'CONNOR  asked  if 
the  right  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman 
would  have  any  objection  to  lay  upon 
the  Table  a  Return  showing  the  number 
of  tenement  processes  brought  by  Lord 
Kenmare  against  his  tenants,  and  the 
number  of  houses  burned  down  on  the 
property  ?  ' 

The  ATTORNEY  GENERAL  for 
IRELAND  (Mr.  W.  M.  Johnson)  could 
not  see  the  exact  utility  of  such  a  Re- 
turn, but  he  would  ask  about  it. 


STATE  OF  IRELAND  (WICKLOW  CO.)— 
CARRICKBYRNE  LODGE. 

Mr.  REDMOND  asked  Mr.  Attorney 
General  for  Ireland,  Whether  it  is  a 
fact  that  for  some  months  past  Carrick- 
byrne  Lodge,  county  Wexford,  the  resi- 
dence of  Mr.  Browne  Clayton,  has  been 
occupied  by  police ;  and,  if  so,  what  is 
the  nature  of  their  duties  there,  and  if 
they  are  paid  for  as  extra  police  by  the 
county  ? 


The  ATTORNEY  GENERAL  fob 
IRELAND  (Mr.  W.  M.  Johnson)  :  Sir, 
since  the  16th  of  January  a  party  of 
Constabulary  has  been  stationed  in  Car- 
rickbyme  Lodge  for  the  purpose  of  pro- 
tection and  ordinary  constabulary  duty 
in  preserving  the  peace  of  the  district ; 
but  they  are  not  paid  for  as  extra  police 
by  the  county. 

Mb.  REDMOND  asked  whether  the 
district  required  to  be  protected  ? 

The  ATTORNEY  GENERAL  for 
IRELAND  (Mr.  W.  M.  Johnson)  :  I 
take  it  for  granted  that  that  is  so. 

RIVERS    CONSERVANCY  AND  FLOCJDS* 
PREVENTION    BILL. 

Mb.  HENEAGE  asked  the  President 
of  the  Local  Government  Board,  If  he 
will  introduce  a  Clause  in  Committee  on 
the  Rivers  Conservancy  and  Floods  Pre- 
vention Bill,  to  enable  the  Conservancy 
Boards  to  make  provisions  for  a  good 
supply  of  water  in  the  uplands  in  times 
of  severe  drought,  should  it  be  decided 
to  include  uplands  within  the  rateable 
area? 

Mb.  DODSON:  Sir,  the  Bill  intro- 
duced  by  the  Government  in  the  House 
of  Lords  last  year  contained  a  clause  to 
the  effect  indicated  in  the  Question. 
That  clause  was  omitted  by  the  Lords' 
Committee,  and  was  not  re- inserted  by 
the  Committee  of  the  Commons.  Under 
these  circumstances,  I  do  not  propose  to 
introduce  such  a  clause  in  the  present 
BiU. 

THE  ROYAL  IRISH   CONSTABULARY— 
SUB-CONSTABLE  FORBES. 

Mb.  METGE  asked  Mr.  Attorney 
General  for  Ireland,  Whether  his  atten- 
tion has  been  called  to  the  case  of  Sub- 
Constable  Forbes,  of  the  Kells  police 
force,  who,  on  the  21st  of  October  last, 
was  fined  £3  for  being  drunk,  by  a  court 
of  inquiry  held  at  Kells,  which  fine  was 
afterwards  confirmed  by  the  Inspector 
General,  notwithstanding  the  evidence 
given  by  two  medical  doctors  of  high 
standing  to  the  effect  that  Forbes  was 
not  drunk,  but  suffering  from  "  ear 
vertigo,"  a  complaint,  the  symptoms  of 
which  are  of  a  similar  character  to  those 
manifested  by  a  person  under  the  in- 
fluence of  drink;  and  whether,  under 
the  circumstances,  he  will  have  the  fine 
remitted  ? 

The    attorney    GENES.kSa  ^^^ 
IRELAND  ^Ut.^  .^."Xovwk^OT^N  '^x^. 
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the  Court  of  Inquiry  into  this  charge  exa- 
mined several  witnesses.  Among  those 
called  for  the  defence  were  two  medical 
gentlemen,  one  of  whom,  having  seen 
the  defendant  one  hour  and  25  minutes 
after  the  charge  was  made,  gave  it  as 
his  opinion  that  the  defendant  was  then 
sober ;  the  other,  having  seen  the  defen- 
dant two  hours  after  the  charge  was 
made,  gave  it  as  his  opinion  that  the 
swaying  motion  and  staggering  gait 
were  caused  by  '*ear  vertigo."  The 
Court,  however,  on  consideration  of  the 
whole  evidence,  came  to  the  conclusion 
that  the  charge  was  established ;  and 
the  Inspector  General,  on  reviewing 
the  proceedings  of  the  Court,  confirmed 
them.  Under  the  circumstances,  the  fine 
cannot  be  interfered  with. 

Mb.  METGE  asked  whether  the  right 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  had  seen 
the  evidence  of  the  doctor  ? 

The  attorney  GENERAL  for 
IRELAND  (Mr.  W.  M.  Johnson)  :  I 
have  only  seen  the  extract  which  I  have 
read  to  the  House. 

Mb.  METGE  said,  this  was  a  matter 
of  great  importance  to  the  Police  Force. 
One  of  the  doctors  was  a  most  eminent 
man,  and  he  had  examined  the  constable, 
and  found  him  to  be  sufiPering  from  ear 
vertigo,  and  not  from  drink.  He  had 
found  his  pulse  quite  feeble,  and  his 
hands  bloodless. 

Mb.  SPEAKER:  Does  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber wish  to  ask  another  Question  ? 

Mr.  METGE  said,  he  wished  to  ask 
the  right  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman 
whether  he  had  seen  that  portion  of  the 
evidence  ? 

The  attorney  GENERAL  for 
IRELAND  (Mr.  W.  M.  Johnson)  :  Sir, 
I  have  not  seen  that  part  of  the  evi- 
dence ;  but  I  take  it  for  granted  that  the 
Court  was  satisfied  as  to  the  condition  of 
the  constable. 

PROTECTION  OF  PERSON  AND  PRO- 
PERTY (IRELAND)  ACT,  1881— OWEN 
BREHENY. 

Mr.  sexton  asked  Mr.  Attorney 
General  for  Ireland,  Whether  he  is 
aware  that  Owen  Breheny,  of  Geevagh, 
county  Sligo,  has  now  been  over  nine 
months  in  prison,  under  the  authority  of 
the  Coercion  Act,  on  suspicion  of  having 
been  concerned  in  an  illegal  assembly ; 
whether  Owen  Breheny  was,  in  the  first 
instance,  summoned  to  the    petty  ses- 

The  Attorney  Oen^alfw  IrtUni 


sions  on  the  charge  in  question,  to- 
gether with  a  number  of  other  persons  ; 
whether,  whilst  Brebeny  was  arrested 
under  the  Coercion  Act,  before  the  case 
came  on  for  hearing,  the  other  persons 
were  regularly  tried  and  acquitted; 
whether  a  person  arrested  under  the 
Coercion  Act  on  the  same  day  as  Owen 
Breheny,  and  in  the  same  neighbour- 
hood, was  released  some  months  ago ; 
and,  whether,  under  all  the  circum- 
stances, namely,  the  acquittal  of  the 
other  persons,  the  release  of  a  man  from 
the  same  neighbourhood,  arrested  at  the 
same  time,  and  the  length  of  time,  nine 
months,  that  Owen  Brebeny  has  been 
in  prison,  he  will  now  direct  his  re- 
lease  ? 

The  attorney  GENERAL  for 
IRELAND  (Mr.  W.  M.  Johnson):  Sir, 
the  hon.  Member  asks  me  five  Ques- 
tions. In  reply  to  the  first  three,  Bre- 
heny was  arrested  on  the  20th  of  June 
last.  He  was  not  summoned  to  Petty 
Sessions,  but  nine  other  persons  were 
summoned ;  they  were  not  acquitted, 
but  were  bound  over  to  keep  the  peace. 
As  to  the  fourth  and  fifth  Questions  of 
the  hon.  Member,  it  is  the  fact  that  a 
person  arrested  on  the  same  day,  and  in 
the  same  neighbourhood,  has  been  re- 
leased, and  Breheny's  case  also  is,  I  am 
informed,  at. present  under  his  Excel- 
lency's consideration. 

PROTECTION  OF  PERSON  AND  PRO- 
PERTY  (IRELAND)  ACT,  1881— JOHN 
RYAN. 

Mr.  sexton  asked  Mr.  Attorney 
General  for  Ireland,  Whether  he  is 
aware  that  John  Byan,  of  Ballykeating, 
county  Galway,  now,  and  for  some  time 
past,  imprisoned  in  Dundalk  Gaol  as  a 
suspect,  is  the  tenant  of  a  farm,  which, 
since  his  arrest,  has  been  left  in  the  care 
of  his  mother  and  sister  only,  he  having 
no  male  relative  to  attend  to  it;  and, 
whether  he  will  release  John  Byan  for 
ten  days  or  a  fortnight,  on  parole,  to 
enable  him  to  buy  seed  for  his  farm,  and 
enable  him  to  have  the  agricultural 
operations  proper  to  this  season  carried 
out  upon  his  holding  ? 

The  ATTOENEY  GENERAL  fob 
IRELAND  (Mr.  W.  M.  Johhsok)  :  Sir, 
I  have  made  inquiries  into  this  case,  but 
have  not  had  a  reply.  I  must  aak  the 
hon.  Member  to  postpone  the  Question 
until  a  future  day. 


\ 
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STATE  OK  IRELAND  —  ALLEGED  IM. 
PRI80NHENT  OF  A  BOY  FOH  PUR- 
CHASING A  COPY  OF  •'  UNITED  IRE- 
LAND." 

Mr.  sexton  aaked  Mr.  Attorney 
Oeoeral  for  Ireland,  Whether  it  ie  true 
that,  a  few  days  BiDce,  at  Bruff,  in  the 
oouDtjr  Limerick,  a  hoy  named  Ahi 


1814 

Sir,  hs  had  no  interest  in  the  paper, 
peouniaty  or  otherwise.  As  stated  to 
me,  his  interferenoe  was  purely  officious, 
and  in  defiance  of  law  and  authority. 


Mb.  dick  PEDDIE  asked  the  Finan- 


sent  by  the  Local  Bench  to  gaol  for    ^'^^  Secretary  to  the  Treasury   Whether 

,th  (in  default  of  finding  bail  fo.    '**«  .^,"?"y  }V%  C0''"dered  the  me- 

■    ■     the  r.l,B,«.   -^in-t.  k;,.    monal  of  the  8th  June  last,  by  the  third 


six   months),    the  charge   against  hii 
being  that  he    had  bought 

"  United   Ireland 

local  newavendor 
trates  acted  legally 

such  a  sentenoe ;  and,  whether  he  wilt 
release  the  boy  ? 
Tub   ATTOENEY   GENERAL   fob 


class  clerks  in  the  Sasine  Office,  Edin- 
burgh ;    and,   whether  they  intend  to 


laid  on  the  Table  of  the  House  on  the 
8tb  of  August  last,  on  the  Motion  of 
the  right  hon.  Member  for  South- West 
Lancaster  (Sir  B.  Assheton  Gross). 

THE  IRISH  LAND  COMMISSION. 
Mb.  M'COAN  asked  the  Chief  Secre- 


"    in   the   shop   of    a  """'K^    and,   whether  they  intend  to 

;  whether  the  magis-  oo«»plyw|th  the  requesto  made  by  the 

^'  memortahets  r 

Lord  FREDEEIOK  CAVENDISH: 
Sir,  the  Treasury  decision  upon  the  Me- 
morial of  the  third-class  clerks  in  the 

IRELAND  (Mr.  W.  M.  Johnson)  :  Sir,  ?'"'>%*??':*'  '^  communicated  to  the 

Ahearne  was  summoned  for  obstru.tLug  bead  of  their  Department  onUie  19th  of 

a  constable  in  the  discharge  of  his  duty  J«'y  l""*-    The  decision  was  that  the  re - 

He  was  ordered  by  the  Bench  to  enter  '•"«''?  °l  the  Memorialists  could  not  be 

into  his  own  reco^izances  in  £5.  with  poj^plied  with.  The Treasujry  Letter  was 
two  sureties  in  £2  10^.  each,  to  be  of 
good  behaviour  for  one  month,  and, 
in  default,  to  be  committed  for  a  like 
period.  He  refused  to  enter  into  recog- 
nizances, and  was  accordingly  com- 
mitted. Under  these  circumstances,  I 
cannot  recommend  bis  release  ;  he  has 

only  to  enter  into  the  recognizances  to  tary  to  the  Lord  Lieutonant  of  Ireland, 
behave  himself,  and  then  he  will  be  Whether  his  attention  has  been  called 
entitled  to  be  discharged  as  of  right.  to  the  action  of  the  Land  Commission 
Mb.  SEXTON  asked  the  right  hon.  in,  this  year,  colling  in  the  half-yearly 
and  learned  Gentleman  to  explain  the  tithe  rent-charges  a  month  earlier  than 
nature  of  the  obstruction.  The  only  has  hitherto  been  required  bythe  Ohurch 
evidence  against  the  boy,  as  he  was  in-  Temporalities  Commission,  that  is  to 
formed,  was  that  he  had  paid  a  penny  for  say,  on  the  3lBt  of  March  instead  of  the 
a  copy  of  the  Unittd  Ireland  newspaper.  30th  of  April ;  and,  whether  the  Govern- 
1  The  attorney  GENERAL  fob  ment  have  sanctioned  such  action,  in 
IRELAND  (Mr.  W.  M.  Johnsok)  :  Sir.  view  of  the  present  agricultural  depres- 
I  ani  informed  that  is  not  so,  nor  any-  sion  and  state  of  rent  payments  in  Ire- 
thing  like  what  occurred.     A  constable  laadF 

entered  the  shop  for  the  purpose  of  ob-        Lobd  FREDERICK  CAVENDISH : 

taining  a  paper,  and  this  person,  who  ia  In  the  absence  of  my  right  hon.  Friend, 

over  IT  years  old.  officiously  interfered  I  have  been  asked  by  him  to  answer 

and  snatehed  up  the  paper  in  a  defiant  this  Question.  The  Irish  Land  Commis- 

manuer,  and  contrary  to  law  and  autho-  sion  have  demanded  payment  of  tithe 

rity.      I  have  no  hesitation   in   giving  rent-charge  five  monthe  after  it  n      ' 


my  opinion  that  the  policeman  ' 
strutted,  and  I  think  the  Bench  would 
have  been  wrong  if  on  that  evidence 
they  did  not  bind  him  to  be  of  good  be- 
haviour. 


instead  of  six  months.     They  have  done 

3  because  their  accounts  are  now  made 

up   for  the   year   ending  the    31st    of 

March,  instead  of  for  that  to  the  Slst  of 

December,  as  heretofore  ;  and  they  did 

Mu.  SEXTON:  Had  the  boy  not  paid    not  wish  to  have  to  state  in  their  annual 

for  the  paper,  and  did  it  not  belong  to    accounts  that  the  bulk  of  moneys  due 

him  ?  five  months  previously  were  still  in  ar- 

ToB  ATTORNEY   GENERAL    for    rear.  For  this  reason  the3hiwadQ.«MK(S.- 

IRELAND  (Mr.  W.  M.  Johnsun)  :  No,    the  date  o£  ioiftmeiil.  Iot  vV-a'Swwii^'s* 
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tithe  rent-charre  from  the  30th  of  April  that  they  carry  clean  billa  of  health  duly 
to  the  Slet  of  March.  This  will  not  approved  and  ei^ed  by  the  Spanish 
cause  any  real  hardship,  aa  large  num-  Consul  at  that  place  ;  if  so,  whether  he 
bers  of  those  liable  have  already  paid  has  been  in  communicatioa  with  the 
their  November  rent-charge  without  Spanish  Gorernment  on  the  subject; 
question,  and  no  application  on  reason-  and,  in  that  case,  whether  he  has  re- 
able  grounds  to  defer  payment  until  the  ceived  a  satisfactory  explanation  of  the 
30th  of  April  will  be  refused.  very  uiiusual  course  that  Qoremment 
has  adopted  in  ignoring  without  notice 
AKMT  —  COLONEUS   OF  AKTILLEHY  ^«  ^''l*  "^  health  issued  by  their  own 

Mk.  MACLIVER  asked  the  Secretary  Majesty's  Government  have  received  no 

of  State  for  War,  If  it  is  intended  to  complaint  on  the  subject. 

confer  the  rank  of  Brigadier  General  Qolowel  OWEN  WILLIAMS  said, 

on  any  of  the  officers  commanding  the  ^^^  y^^  ^^^^  „       (  ^y^^  Question  in  a 

Eoytd  ArtiUery  and  Eoyal  Engineers  in  fo^  j            Perhaps,  in  the  meantime, 

the  Military  distacts  at  Home,  or  at  any  th«  hon.  Gentleman  would   obtain  the 

of  the  Stations  Abroad  ?  information  ? 

Mr.  OHILDERS:  No,  Sir,  it  is  not  SieCHAELES  W.  DILKE:  Sir,  I  am 
my  present  intention  to  confer  this  rank  ^,^^  ^^^^  ^^^^  ^^  records  of  the  sanitary 
on  colonels  of  Artillery  or  Engineers;  authority  have  been  searched,  and  that 
but  the  rates  of  consolidated  pay  for  ^^  complaints  have  been  received, 
colonels  on  the  Staff  belonging  to  these 
Corps  have  been  increased  under  the  re- 
cent Corrigenda  Warrant.     We  are,  as  PROTECrnON  OF  PERSON    AND   PHO- 
far  as  possible,  abolishing  the  rank  of  PERTY  (IRELAND)    ACT,    1881— PER- 
brigadier  general,  in  some  cases  snbsti-  SONS  ARRESTED  UNDER  THE  ACT. 
tuting  for  them  major  generals.  m^.  LEAMY  asked  the  Under  Secre- 
tary for  Foreign  Affairs,  Whether  it  is 
ARMY  (AUXILIARY  FORGES)— RETIRE-  true    that    representations     have    been 

MBNT  OF  VOLUNTEER  OFFICERS.  made,  on  the  part  of  the  Government  of 

Mn.  MAOLTVEB  asked  the  Secretary  '^^  ^°''f^  ?,^^'  ^L^.",^"^*?''  '^''■ 
of  State  for  War,  If  he  is  prepared  t^  ^ernment  with  regard  to  the  trial  or  re- 
recommend  that  officers  of  Volunteers,  ^^^  ^  American  citizens  imprisoned 
who  have  TiTOviouBlv  served  in  fho  "nder  the  Coercion  Act  in  Ireland  ? 
™h  r.l/S'.Z.'.dTlk»  Ee  8»  OHAELES  W  DILKE:  Sir, 
rtol.  or  .nj  portio.  of  such  .orvioo  '"li  "P«««'tMioii!  h.7e  bem  m.di,, 
toward,  ntiremmlf  "''  '1"J  «o  -o"  uoder  the  oonoder.- 

Mi.  0HILDEE8 :  Sir,  I  preiumo  that  "o"  °'  ""  M.jo.lj'.  OoYomm.iit. 
myhoii.  Friend  means  by  the  word  retire- 
ment "  honorary  ranlr  on  retirement."  C0KTAQI0DSDISEA8ES(ANIMAL8)  ACT, 
If  so,  I  can  only  eay  that  I  am  not  pre-  1878  —  SLAUGHTER    OF   FOHEIGX 
pared  to  alter  the  rule,  which  requires  CATTLE  AT  CBEWE  —  INTENDED 
for  honorary  ranlt  or  a  step  of  honorary  ABATTOIBS  AT  CBEWE. 
rank  a  certain  number  of  years  of  com-  jj,  HENEY  TOLLBMAOHE  aaked 
missioned  semce.  ,^^  ^.^^  Pro.id.nt  of  the  OouncU,  If  his 
,  „     ,.  attention  has  been  called  to  a  proposed 
SPAIN- QUARANTINE.  ^^eme  for  erecting  abattoirs  at  clwe. 

Colonel  OWEN  WILLIAMS  asked  in  the  centre  of  an  agricultural  district, 

the  Under  Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign  for  the  slaughter  of  foreign  cattle  ;  and. 

Affaire,  Whether  his  attention  has  been  if  he  is  prepared  to  give  his  consent  to 

called  to  the  vexatious   and  expensive  such  a  proposal  ? 

teetrictions  lately  imposed  on  British  Mb.MUNDELLA:  Sir,nosuchscheme 
vessels  trading  to  the  Spanish  Mediter-  has  been  brought  under  the  notice  of 
ranean  Ports,  inasmuch  as  ships  direct  the  Privy  Council,  and,  if  it  were,  we 
from  England  (should  they  have  called  should  refuse  our  sanction,  as  it  la  con- 
st Gibraltar)  are  subjected  to  a  delay  of  trary  to' the  provixiom  of  the  Aot  of 
three  days'  quarantine,  notwithstanding  187B. 
Lord  Frtdtruk  (Joxmiwh 
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RELIGIOUS  DISSENSIONS  (GIBRALTAR) 
—DR.  CANILLA. 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR  asked  the  Under 
Secretary  of  State  for  the  Colonies, 
Whether  the  Papers  promised  on  recent 
events  connected  with  the  Eoman  Catho- 
lic Church  at  Gibraltar  would  be  laid 
upon  the  Table  before  Easter  ? 

Mb.  COURTNEY :  Sir,  we  have  been 
promised  the  proofs  of  the  Papers  to- 
morrow if  no  unforeseen  circumstances 
occur. 

PARLIAMENT— THE  HOUSES  OF  PAR- 
UAMENT— MEETING  OF  THE  RE- 
FORM  CLUB. 

Captain  AYLMER  asked  the  First 
Commissioner  of  Works,  Whether  his 
attention  has  been  called  to  a  paragraph 
in  the  ** Times"  of  the  22nd  instant, 
stating  that  a  meeting  of  members  of 
the  Reform  Club  was  held  in  the  Com- 
mittee Room,  No.  15,  of  this  House, 
with  the  object  of  adjusting  certain 
differences  connected  with  the  election 
of  members  of  that  Club ;  whether  such 
meeting  was  sanctioned  by  himself,  or 
by  any  other  authority  of  the  House ; 
and,  whether  the  Committee  Rooms  of 
this  House  can  be  legitimately  employed 
for  such  a  purpose  ? 

Mr.  SHAW  LEFEYRE:  Sir,  the 
responsibility  for  the  use  of  the  Com- 
mittee Rooms  rests,  not  with  myself, 
but  with  the  Serjeant-at-Arms.  He 
informs  me  that  he  frequently  gives 
permission  to  Members  to  meet  in  these 
Rooms,  and  I  am  quite  sure  that  he 
does  so  with  a  wise  impartiality.  On 
the  occasion  in  question,  I  am  informed 
that  none  but  Members  of  this  House 
were  present. 

ENGLAND    AND    FRANCE  —  THE 
CHANNEL  TUNNEL  SCHEME. 

Sir  harry  YERNEY  asked  the 
First  Lord  of  the  Treasury,  What  action 
Her  Majesty's  Government  will  take 
with  regard  to  the  proposed  submarine 
tunnel,  uniting  England  with  the  Con- 
tinent, and  thus  destroying  the  insular 
position  of  our  Country,  which  it  is  im- 
portant to  maintain  for  Military  con- 
siderations, and  which  mi^ht  have  the 
effect  of  diverting  from  England,  now 
the  entrepot  of  commerce  between  the 
East  and  the  West,  a  trade  highly  bene- 
ficial to  her  commercial  and  shipbuilding 
interests  ? 


Mb.  GLADSTONE:  Sir,  the  hon. 
Member  is  no  doubt  aware  that  this 
question  has  been  referred  to 'a  scientific 
Committee  for  examination.  The  Re- 
port of  the  Committee  will  be  subjected 
to  the  consideration  of  the  military 
authorities.  It  will  be  the  duty  of  the 
Government  to  advise  the  House,  at  the 
proper  time,  what  course  they  should 
take ;  but,  in  the  meantime,  all  the  Bills 
are  postponed. 

Sir  harry  YERNEY:  But  the 
work  will  still  be  going  on  ? 

Mr.  GLADSTONE :  The  excavations 
are  proceeding  under  the  surface  of  the 
foreshore  ;  and  the  question  as  to  whose 
is  the  title  of  the  foreshore  is  in  dispute. 
The  Board  of  Trade  is  giving  attention 
to  the  subject. 

NAVY— LAUNCH  OF  H.M.S.  "EDIN- 
BURGH." 

Mb.  WILBRAHAMEGERTON  asked 

the  Secretary  to  the  Admiralty,  Whether 
he  could  give  the  House  further  informa- 
tion with  respect  to  the  stranding  of 
Her  Majesty's  ship  *'  Edinburgh  ?" 

Mr.  TREVELYAN:  Sir,  the  Edin- 
burgh  was  being  towed  from  the  dock- 
yard to  Hobb*s  Point,  where  she  is  to 
be  while  she  is  taking  in  her  engines. 
During  the  passage  the  vessel  ran  on  to 
what  is  known  as  the  Dockyard  Bank. 
She  was  moving  very  slowly  and  she 
ran  a  little  way  up  the  shelving  bank, 
said  to  be  soft  mud.  She  remained  there 
about  two  hours,  when  she  floated  off  with 
the  tide,  and  was  put  safe  alongside  the 
pier  at  Hobb's  Point.  In  a  private 
letter  from  the  Chief  Constructor  at 
Pembroke,  he  says — 

''  I  do  not  apprehend  the  slightest  damage. 
Every  single  compartment  has  been  minutely 
examined,  and  not  the  slightest  sign  of  weeping, 
or  bending,  or  buckling  of  plates  or  frames  la 
anywhere  visible,  nor  do  I  think  the  bilge- 
pieces  have  suflfered." 

This  refers,  of  course,  to  an  examination 
made  from  inside  the  ship.  Captain 
Parkin  tells  us  that  at  the  earliest 
opportunity  divers  will  look  over  the 
part  of  the  vessel  which  was  in  contact 
with  the  mud,  and  that  she  will  be 
again  thoroughly  overhauled  when  she 
is  placed  in  dock  in  the  course  of  a  few 
weeks. 

THE  MAGISTRACY  (IRELAND)— MR. 

ANCKETELL. 
Mh.    HEALY    asked    the    AtterDL^-^ 
General  iox  1t^\«ltl^,  \^  \vv^  ^^\jw!iavss\i. 
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hu  been  called  to  the  reported  oonvic- 
tion  ot  Mr.  Anebetell,  J.F.  oo.  Moiia> 
ghan,  for  aMBultJDK  a  bailiff;  and, 
whether  it  is  intended  to  maintain  thin 
magistrate  in  the  commisBion   of  the 

^Tra  ATTOHNET  GENERAL  foe 
IRELAND  (Mr.  W.  M.  Johkbon)  :  Sir, 
the  hon.  Member  asks  me  whether  it  is 
intended  to  maintain  the  magistrate 
named  in  the  Queatioa  in  the  Commis- 
uon  of  the  Peace?  The  hon.  Member 
has  not  been  correctly  informed.  This 
gentleman  is  not,  and  has  not  for  some 
Tears  been,  in  the  Commission  of  the 
Peace. 
PROTECTION   OF    PERSON    AND   PRO. 

PERTT  (IRELAND)  ACT,  1881— TREAT- 

MENT  OF  PERSONS  ARRESTED  UNDER 

THE  ACT. 

Mr.  HEALT  asked  Mr.  Attorney 
(General  for  Ireland,  Whether  it  is  true 
that  the  Governor  of  Limerick  Gaol 
stopped  a  letter  written  by  Ur.  M. 
Power  (suspect)  for  saying,  "if  I  was 
in  Casueteland  I  would  Tote  for  Ur. 
Knight  to  be  guardian ; "  and,  if  not, 
if  he  oould  state  on  what  ground  was 
the  letter  kept  back ;  whether  he  is 
aware  that  the  Limerick  suspects  com- 
plain that  the  pipes  through  their  cells 
hare  not  been  heated  for  some  time, 
although  some  of  them  have  had  to 
sleep  in  cells  which  were  quite  damp 
owing  to  being  newly  whitewashed ; 
and,  whether,  as  these  gentlemen  allege 
that  it  is  quite  useless  bringing  their 
complaints  before  the  Governor,  he  will 
afford  an  independent  inquiry  into  Mr. 
Eager's  general  treatment  of  prisoners? 

Thb  ATTORNEY  GENERAL  for 
IRELAND  (Mr.  W.  M.  Johkbon)  :  Sir, 
the  letter  referred  to  in  the  first  Ques- 
tion of  the  lioQ.  Member  was  stopped 
not  on  the  ground  suggested  in  ths 
Question,  which  is  a  statement  of  Mr. 
Power's,  but  because  it  was  not  oon- 
fined  to  business  or  personal  matters. 
There  has  been  no  such  general  com- 
{ilaint  as  suggested  in  the  second  Ques- 
tion of  the  hon.  Member.  One  person 
did  complain,  but,  as  the  Governor 
States,  without  grounds.  As  to  the 
third  Question,  the  Prisons  Board  have 
more  than  once  made  inquiries  into  com- 
plaints by  the  persons  detained  in  this 
prison,  and  their  Inspector  will  shortly 
be  there  again  and  investigate  any  com- 
plaints made  to  him. 
J/r.Staljf 


THE  HAOI8TRACT  (IRELAND)— UR. 

CLIFFORD  LLOTD. 
Mb.  HEALT  asked  Ur.  Attorney 
General  for  Ireland,  Whether  he  has 
seen  Ur.  Clifford  Lloyd's  letter  to  Mr. 
D.  Ualooey,  of  Ennistymon,  praising 
the  brave  manner  in  which  he  defended 
himeelf  against  bis  assailants,  and  re- 
gretting that  "  the  shots  he  fired  did  not 
take  effect ; "  whether,  as  Mr.  Lloyd 
refers  to  "  quivering  men  "  who  do  not 
defend  themselves  against  attack,  he  can 
state  the  number  of  Mr.  I^loyd's  refusals 
to  grant  arms  licences  to  farmers  in  the 
past  twelve  months  ;  and,  whether  any 
record  is  kept  of  the  number  of  such  re- 
fusals all  over  Ireland  F 

The  attorney  GENERAL  for 
IRELAND  (Mr.  W.  M.  Johnson)  :  Sir, 
it  was  only  while  Mr.  Clifford  Lloyd  was 
stationed  in  the  Silmallook  district  that 
he  was  licensing  officer  under  the  Arms 
Act.  I  cannot  state  the  number  of  in- 
stances in  which  arms  licences  were  re- 
fused there ;  bat  the  suppression  of  out- 
rage and  the  present  peaceful  state  of 
that  district  show  that  his  discretion  was 
properly  exercised  in  the  matter.  There 
IS  not,  I  understand,  any  record  kept  of 
the  refusals  of  arms  licences  all  over  Ire- 
land. 

PROTECTION  OF  PERSON  AND  PRO- 
PERTY (IRELAND)  ACT,  1881  —  MR. 
HODNETT. 

Mb.  HEALT  asked  the  Attorney 
General  for  Ireland,  Whether  the  case 
of  Mr.  Riohaid  Hodnett,  of  Ballydehoh. 
county  Cork,  who  hasspentlong  periods 
in  Limerick,  Dundalk,  and  Naas  Gaols, 
has  been  reconsidered  ;  and  if  it  is  the 
fact  that  the  district  where  he  was  ar- 
rested is  now  quite  peaceable  ? 

The  attorney  GENERAL  tob 
IRELAND  (Mr.  W.  M.  Johnson)  :  Sir, 
during  Mr.  Hodnelt's  detention  his  case 
has  been  re-considered  every  three 
months,  as  required  by  the  Statute.  The 
last  oooaeion  was  the  26th  of  January. 
His  Excellency  is  at  present  inquiring 
into  the  state  of  the  Ballydehob  district 

PARLIAMENT— PRIVILEGE-NEW 
WHIT  FOB  NORTHAMPTON 
(MR.  BRADLAUQH). 
Ma.  LABOUOHERE:    Sir.  I  beg, 
with  your  permission,  to  ask  the  follow- 
ing Questions: — First,  whether, having 
regard  to  your  ruling  of  the  Slet  FeV 
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maxy  last,  when  jou  allowed  me  to  move 
as  a  matter  of  Privilege  a  new  Writ  for 
Northampton,  I  am  now  entitled  as  a 
matter  of  Privilege  to  move  that  Mr. 
Speaker  do  make  out  his  Warrant  to  the 
Clerk  of  the  Crown  to  issue  a  Writ  for 
the  election  of  a  Member  to  serve  in  the 
present  Parliament  for  the  borough  of 
Northampton  in  place  of  Charles  Brad- 
laugh,  Esq.,  disabled  from  sitting  and 
voting  in  this  House  by  the  Besolution 
of  the  6th  of  March,  1882?  Secondly, 
Sir,  whether,  in  regard  to  a  petition  that 
I  have  this  day  presented  from  the  elec- 
tors of  Northampton,  having  regard  to 
the  proceedings  of  this  House  in  the 
matter  of  the  Middlesex  election  of  the 
29th  of  April,  1769,  I  am  entitled  as  a 
matter  of  Privilege  to  move  that  the 
electors  of  the  borough  of  Northampton 
be  heard  at  the  Bar  ? 

Mr.  speaker  :  In  reply  to  the  hon. 
Member's  Question,  I  may  say  that  Mo- 
tions for  new  Writs  are  ordinarily  made 
without  Notice,  ai^d  have  precedence  as 
concerning  Privilege.  Such  Motions  are 
founded  upon  certain  events  which  have 
recently  caused  a  vacancy — as,  for  ex- 
ample, the  death  of  a  Member,  his 
acceptance  of  Office,  or  the  report  of 
Election  Judges.  In  such  cases  there 
are  obvious  reasons  for  giving  prece- 
dence to  a  Motion  for  a  new  Writ.  The 
grounds  are  clear  and  of  recent  occur- 
rence, and  the  seat  ought  not  to  be  left 
vacant,  in  the  interest  of  the  electors. 
But  none  of  these  reasons  are  apparent 
on  the  present  occasion.  The  Motion, 
indeed,  can  scarcely  be  proposed  with 
the  serious  purpose  of  inducing  the 
House  to  issue  a  new  Writ  for  North- 
ampton ;  but,  like  a  similar  Motion  of  the 
hon.  Member  on  the  2 1st  of  February, 
seems  rather  designed  to  raise  a  discus- 
sion, indirectly  and  irregularly,  upon  the 
claim  of  the  junior  Member  for  that 
borough  to  take  the  Oath.  For  these 
reasons  the  Motion  of  the  hon.  Member 
is  clearly  not  entitled  to  Privilege.  With 
regard  to  the  second  Question  of  the 
hon.  Member,  I  have  to  say  that  there 
are  Standing  Orders  with  regard  to  Pe- 
titions which  were  not  in  existence  when 
the  Middlesex  Petition  referred  to  by  the 
hon.  Member  was  heard.  On  that  ac- 
count there  is  no  ground  for  dealing 
with  a  Petition  of  that  kind  stated  as  a 
matter  of  Privilege. 

Mr.  FIRTH :  I  beg  to  give  Notice 
that,  on  the  earliest  available  opportu- 


nity, I  will  move  that  the  electors  of 
Northampton  be  heard  by  themselves  or 
by  counsel  at  the  Bar  of  the  House  in 
pursuance  with  the  prayer  of  their 
Petition  presented  to-day. 

Mr.  LABOUCHERB  :  I  beg  to  give 
Notice  that  on  Tuesday  next  I  shall 
move  that  the  Petition  £rom  the  electors 
of  Northampton,  which  I  have  this  day 
presented,  be  printed  with  the  Votes  of 
the  House. 

Mr.  THOMAS  COLLINS  :  With  the 
kind  indulgence  of  the  House,  I  wish  to 
make  an  explanation.  Before  I  had 
taken  the  Oath,  the  hon.  Member  for 
Carlisle  (Sir  Wilfrid  Lawson)  wished  to 
have  certain  questions  put  to  me,  of 
which  he  had  informed  me  in  the  most 
kindly  manner,  and  I  then  stated  that  if 
the  House  insisted  I  was  prepared  to 
make  my  declaration  of  belief  in  the 
words  of  the  Nicene  Creed,  or  that  of 
St.  Athanasius.  Ever  since  that  speech 
of  the  hon.  Baronet  was  made,  I  have 
received  a  series  of  letters  week  by 
week,  requesting  to  know  if  I  do  not 
hold  Atheistical  opinions.  I  had  a  Pe- 
tition sent  to  me  from  a  town  not 
very  long  ago  in  favour  of  the  admission 
of  Mr.  Bradlaugh  to  the  House,  with  a 
request  that  I  would  present  it,  on  the 
ground  that  I  was  a  sympathizer  with 
him.  Now,  I  am  not  g^ing  to  weary  the 
House  by  reading  the  whole  series  of 
letters.  But  I  will  read  one,  and  an 
extract  from  another.  This  is  a  letter 
which  I  received  from  Rochdale — 

"Dear  Sir, — Excuse  me  the  liberty  I  am 
taking  in  writing  to  you  on  a  delicate  subject. 
It  being  constantly  asserted  by  the  admirers  of 
Mr.  Bradlaugh  that  you  are  an  Atheist,  I  shall 
be  very  glad  if  you  will  give  me  your  authority 
to  contradict  such  a  statement.  As  the  report 
is  generally  believed,  I  shaU  be  glad  if  you  will 
allow  me  to  publish  this  corresponaence. — 
Hamubl  Taylor," 

Well,  the  other  day  a  meeting  was  held 
near  Manchester,  at  a  place  called  Har- 
purhey.  It  was  a  meeting  of  a  Liberal 
Club,  and,  after  passing  a  resolution  con- 
demnatory of  the  conduct  of  this  House 
in  refusing  to  allow  Mr.  Bradlaugh  to 
take  the  Oath,  a  Resolution  was  passed 
declaring — 

"  That  the  meeting  condemns  the  hypocri- 
tical and  cowardly  action  of  the  Conservative 
Party,  who,  while  objecting  to  Mr.  Bradlaugh  on 
account  of  his  conscientious  opinions,  allow  one 
of  their  own  political  partizans  of  the  same 
opinions  to  take  his  seat  in  the  KoxJitfc  '«>^^^ssKs^ 
questioV 
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Mr.  SPEAKER:  The  House  is  al- 
ways very  indulgent  to  hon.  Members  in 
matters  of  personal  explanation  ;  but  it 
appears  to  me  the  hon.  Member  does 
not  refer  to  any  matter  concerning  de- 
bates in  this  House. 

Mr.  THOMAS  COLLINS :  I  refer 
to  this  matter,  because  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  Carlisle  having  brought  it 
before  the  House,  and  having  caused 
me  to  receive  these  annoying  letters.  I 
am  not  a  thin-skinned  man.  But,  at 
the  same  time,  the  noble  Lord,  a  Mem- 
ber of  the  late  Government,  and  the 
Member  for  the  East  Biding  (Mr. 
Broadley)  who  introduced  me,  may  have 
been  caused  some  pain  in  being  sup- 
posed to  have  introduced  a  man  holding 
unworthy  views.  I  hope  that,  after  this 
explanation,  I  shall  have  no  more  of 
these  Petitions,  and  no  more  statements 
of  this  kind  alleged  against  me. 

ORDERS     OF    THE    DAY. 
— ^0.0 — 

SUPPLY— COMMITTEE. 
Order  for  Committee  read. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"  That  Mr.  Speaker  do  now  leave  the 
Chair." 

BRITISH  TRADE  (FOREIGN  TARIFFS). 

RESOLUTION. 

Me.  RITCHIE,  in  rising  to  move — 

'*  That  a  Seleot  Committee  be  appointed  to 
inquire  into  the  effects  which  the  Tariffs  in 
force  in  Foreign  Countries  have  upon  the  prin- 
cipal  branches  of  British  Trade  and  Commerce, 
and  into  the  possibility  of  removing,  by  Legis- 
lation or  otherwise,  any  impediment  to  the 
fullest  development  of  the  manufacturing  and 
commercial  industry  of  the  United  Kingdom," 

said,  there  was  an  essential  difiPerence 
between  his  Motion  and  others  on  the 
same  subject  which  had  been  brought 
before  the  House.  All  those  other 
Motions  had  asked  the  House  to  commit 
itself  to  definite  expression  of  opinion 
on  the  subject  of  our  commercial  policy, 
whereas  he  only  asked  for  a  Committee 
of  Inquiry.  His  Motion  was  animated 
by  no  spirit  of  hostility  to  Free  Trade 
principles;  he  desired  simply  an  in- 
vestigation into  the  causes  of  the  de- 
pression in  trade  which  had  succeeded 
the  brilliant  and  progressive  period 
which  preceded  1873.  Since  that  period 
the  country  had  not  been  progressing, 
but  had,  on  the  contrary,   been  going 


back,  and  all  classes  of  the  community 
had  undergone  severe  trials  and  priva- 
tions. Nothing  was  more  remarkable 
than  the  quiet  manner  in  which  the 
working  classes  had  borne  those  trials. 
Since  1880  there  had  unquestionably 
been  signs  of  improvement.  But,  as 
far  as  the  export  trade  of  the  country 
was  concerned,  he  thought  it  was  very 
questionable  whether,  on  the  whole,  al- 
though it  had  been  larger  than  for  some 
years  previously,  it  had  been  more 
profitable.  The  exports  had  increased  in 
volume,  but  they  nad  not  increased  in 
value;  while,  on  the  other  hand,  the  im- 
ports had  increased  both  in  volume  aud 
value.  But,  granting  that  a  considerable 
improvement  had  occurred  in  the  last 
two  years,  he  did  not  think  the  present 
was,  therefore,  a  bad  time  for  asking 
the  House  to  appoint  a  Committee  of 
Inquiry.  On  the  contrary,  he  thought  it 
it  was  probably  better  that  the  inquiry 
should  be  held  at  such  a  time  as  the 
present,  rather  than  at  a  time  of  great 
depression.  He  feared,  also,  that  the 
present  improvement  was  not  likely  to 
be  of  long  duration.  There  was  nothing 
more  notable  during  the  last  two  years 
than  the  occasional  spasmodic  attempt 
— if  he  might  use  the  expression — which 
had  been  made  by  trade  to  come  round 
and  improve.  On  every  one  of  these 
occasions,  however,  owing  to  there 
having  been  little  or  no  elasticity  in 
the  improvement,  after  making  a  short 
struggle,  the  improvement  had  died 
away.  In  asking  the  attention  of  the 
House  to  the  condition  of  the  trade  of  the 
country,  he  could  not  begin  better  than 
by  recalling  to  the  notice  of  the  House 
the  very  grave  and  weighty  words  uttered 
by  the  Prime  Minister  when  last  year 
he  introduced  his  Financial  Statement. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  considered  it 
necessary  at  that  time  to  draw  attention 
to  the  fact  that  the  improvement  which 
had  gone  on  for  so  many  years  in  the 
condition  of  the  country  had  not  only 
come  to  a  standstill,  but  that  unmis- 
takable signs  existed  that  we  were  going 
back  instead  of  forward.  In  reply  to  a 
request  made  by  the  Leader  of  the 
Opposition,  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
promised  to  lay  on  the  Table  the  state- 
ment on  which  his  assertions  were  based. 
Although  he  had  applied  for  it  more 
than  once,  it  had  not  yet  been  presented 
to  the  House,  and  therefore  he  was 
unable  to  make  use  of  a  document  which 
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would  doubtless  supply  a  great  deal  of 
valuable  information.  But  the  state- 
ment itself  was  of  a  sufficiently  grave 
character  to  warrant  him  in  quoting  it 
again  to  the  House,  and  in  asking  the 
House  to  afford  him  the  means  of  in- 
quiring how  that  state  of  things  had 
been  brought  about.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  said — 

'^Thero  is  another  point  on  which  it  is 
necessary  to  say  a  few  words,  because  I  think 
we  have  reached  a  period  when  I  think  it  ou^ht 
to  be  taken  up.  Changes  are  taking  place  which 
I  believe  neither  the  public  nor  Parliament  are 
fully  aware  of.  I  wish  Parliament  to  know 
that  we  are  not  making  ground  at  present. 
Speaking  for  the  last  few  years,  without  refer- 
ence to  Party  differences,  we  are  rather  losing 
than  making  ground.  The  Revenue  referred  to 
is  that  derived  from  Customs,  Excise,  Stamps, 
and  taxes.  In  the  period  1842-58,  the  popula- 
tion increased  \  per  cent ;  Revenue,  1 1  per 
cent ;  Expenditure,  2}  per  cent.  In  the  period 
1859-73,  population  increased  1  per  cent ;  Reve- 
nue, 3  per  cent ;  Expenditure,  1 J  per  cent.  In 
the  period  1874-77,  population  increased  1  per 
cent ;  Revenue,  1^  per  cent ;  Expenditure,  3^ 
per  cent.  In  the  period  1878-9,  population 
increased  1  per  cent ;  Revenue  went  back  1} 
per  cent ;  and  Expenditure  increased  2}  per 
cent." 

The  right  hon.  Gentleman  went  on  to 
Bay — 

**  There  is  another  result  which  will  be  more 
simple  and  intelligible  than  that  which  I  have 
just  given.  The  readiest  and  simplest  of  all 
methods  of  illustrating  the  growth  of  wealth  in 
this  country  is  to  be  found  in  a  reference  to  the 
proceeds  of  Id.  on  the  Income  Tax.  In  1841-2 
It  yielded  £772,000;  in  1862-3,  £810,000;  in 
1877-8,  £1,990,000  ;  in  1881-2,  £1,943,000.  It 
has  gone  back  this  year.  No  such  period,  so 
far  as  I  am  aware,  can  be  founded  since  1842. 
The  Id.  in  the  Income  Tax,  which  most  strictly 
represents,  not  the  general  condition  of  the 
people,  but  of  the  wealthier  classes  of  the 
country,  has  gone  back  for  the  first  time  since 
it  was  imposed.*' 

This  statement  of  the  Ch  an  cellor  of  the  Ex- 
chequer was,  of  itself,  sufficiently  alarm- 
ing ;  but  if  examined  in  greater  detail  it 
would  assume  a  still  more  alarming  as- 
pect. The  Income  Tax,  as  a  whole,  gave 
a  sufficiently  unsatisfactory  indication  of 
the  condition  of  the  country  ;  but  what  of 
that  portion  of  the  Income  Tax  which 
was  obtained  from  the  manufacturing 
and  trading  community  under  Schedule 
D  ?  The  income  assessed  to  the  tax 
under  Schedule  D  amounted  in  1875  to 
£267,000,000,  in  1876  to  £271,000,000, 
in  1879  to  £267,000,000,  and  in  1880  to 
£249,000,000.  As,  however,  the  popula- 
tion had  increased  5  percent  since  1876, 
the  decrease  of  8  per  cent  between  that 
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year  and  1880  did  not  fully  describe  the 
actual  decrease.  The  income  in  1880 
under  Schedule  D,  corrected  according 
to  the  increase  of  population,  should  be 
£285,000,000.  These  figures  showed  a 
decrease  of  13  per  cent  in  four  years 
under  Schedule  D.  There  were  other  in- 
dications of  the  condition  of  the  country 
that  were  equally  important.  The  Cus- 
toms and  Excise  revenue  amounted  in 
1876  to  £47,000,000,  and  in  1881  to  only 
£44,000,000.  Thus  the  House  would  see 
that  in  1881  the  consumption  of  arti- 
cles under  the  head  of  Customs  and 
Excise  decreased  £3,000,000 ;  but,  cor- 
recting the  figures  according  to  the  in- 
crease of  population,  there  was  a  decrese 
in  1881,  as  compared  with  1876,  of 
no  less  than  11  per  cent.  The  con- 
sumption of  coffee  in  1880  was  lower 
than  it  had  been  in  any  year  since 
1876.  The  consumption  of  tea,  also, 
was  smaller  now  per  head  of  the 
population  than  it  had  been  for  four 
years.  The  same  remark  would  hold 
good  with  reference  to  tobacco ;  while, 
with  reference  to  spirits,  the  quantity 
had  not  been  so  low  since  1871.  No 
doubt  there  was  much  reason  for  grati- 
fication in  that  circumstance ;  but,  at  the 
same  time,  the  consumption  of  spirits 
had  always  been  considered  an  indi- 
cation of  the  amount  of  money  which 
the  working  classes  had  to  spend.  The 
consumption  of  malt  was  also  lower  than 
it  had  ever  been  since  1866.  That  was, 
of  course,  not  unsatisfactory  in  itself; 
but  it  was  an  indication  that  the  work- 
ing classes  had  been  earning  less  money. 
Then  there  had  been  a  considerable  in- 
crease in  the  pauper  population,  both 
indoor  and  outdoor.  Scotland  remained 
about  the  same  in  this  respect ;  but 
England  and  Ireland  had  greatly  in- 
creased. In  England  alone  the  increase 
of  pauperism  was  considerable,  even  al- 
lowing for  the  increase  of  population, 
showing,  as  it  did,  an  increase  between 
1876  and  1880  of  42  per  cent  in  indoor, 
and  20  per  cent  in  outdoor,  able-bodied 
adult  paupers.  Ireland  showed  an  in- 
crease of  30  per  cent  in  the  indoor 
paupers,  and  70  per  cent  in  the  outdoor. 
There  had  been,  on  the  whole,  a  steady 
and  large  increase  of  pauperism  in  the 
United  Kingdom  until  1881,  and  that 
notwithstanding  the  fact  that  there  had 
been  a  much  more  rigorous  application 
of  the  Poor  Law.  Emi^a.t\.o\i  V^^ 
also  incTQa^^i  ixom  \^^,^^^  \xi.  \W^  ^^^ 
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227,000  in  1880.  Railway  traffic  af- 
forded another  indication  of  the  com- 
mercial condition  of  the  country.  Since 
1877  there  had  been  a  falling-off  in  the 
traffic  receipts  from  £9,550  per  mile  to 
£3,453  per  mile;  but  those  figures  did 
not  show  the  full  extent  of  the  falling- 
off  in  the  goods  traffic,  as  there  had 
been  an  increase  in  passenger  receipts  ; 
and,  if  that  were  deducted  from  the  total 
traffic  receipts,  the  result  would  show  a 
great  decrease  in  the  goods  traffic.  It 
would  thus  be  seen,  from  everything  gene- 
rally acknowledged  to  be  an  indication 
of  prosperity,  that  this  country  had 
not  been  progressing.  The  fact  was 
that  the  country  was  going  back,  and, 
rightly  or  wrongly,  that  retrogression 
had  been  attributed  by  large  numbers 
of  the  people  to  the  commercial  policy 
of  the  country,  and  a  want  of  confidence 
had  been  engendered,  which  ought  to 
be  removed  by  a  proper  inquiry.  This 
want  of  confidence  had  not  been  dimi- 
nished by  the  unfortunate  course  adopted 
by  France  in  reference  to  the  negotia- 
tions for  a  Commercial  Treaty.  The 
hopes  this  country  had  indulged  in  as 
to  the  effect  on  other  countries  of  our 
example  had  been  falsified.  So  far  from 
other  countries  following  our  example, 
they  saw  a  country  which  had  for  up- 
wards of  20  years  been  enjoying  the 
benefits  of  Free  Trade  now  putting 
an  end  to  that  rigime^  and  adopting  in 
exchange  a  Protectionist  policy.  No 
wonder,  then,  that  a  want  of  confidence 
was  en  gendered  in  our  commercial  policy. 
Mr.  Bright,  in  1877,  said  that  in  France 
Protection  was  becoming  weaker.  So  far 
from  that  being  so,  the  action  of  France 
had  shown,  not  that  Protection  was  be- 
coming weaker,  but  that  it  was  becoming 
stronger.  The  negotiations  with  France 
had  failed ;  but  they  might  be  sure  that 
they  had  not  failed  for  want  of  un- 
remitting exertions  on  the  part  of  Her 
Majesty's  Government.  This  country 
had  been  represented  on  the  Commis- 
sion by  a  Gentleman  who  had  inspired 
the  highest  confidence  in  the  commercial 
classes  of  this  country — the  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  Under  Secretary  of  State  for 
Foreign  Affairs  ;  and,  notwithstanding 
all  his  efforts,  he  had  failed  to  conclude 
a  Treaty  equally  good  with  that  which 
had  expired.  This  country  was,  there- 
fore, left  free  to  adopt  whatever  policy 
might  be  most  conducive  to  its  own 
interests ;  and,  for  his  part,  he  thought 
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this  a  very  good  compensation  for  the 
failure  of  the  Treaty.  It  was,  unfortu- 
nately, the  case  that  this  country,  when- 
ever it  had  attempted  to  obtain  any 
relaxation  of  Foreign  Tariffs,  was  placed 
at  great  disadvantage  through  having 
nothing  to  give  in  exchange.  France 
was  much  the  same  as  she  was  in  1846, 
when  Mr.  Disraeli  said — 

•*  The  republican  party  ....  is  opposed  to 
what  you  call  free  trade  as  much  as  the  commer- 
cial commnnitj.  Ton  have  in  France  these  two 
great  interests,  the  politico-philosophical  and 
the  commercial,  all  working  together  against 
what  they  call  the  fatal  principle  of  competi- 
tion. There  was  but  one  way  of  ever  gaining 
any  relaxation  of  the  mercantile  system  of 
France,  and  that  was  by  diplomacy.  The 
French  Cabinet  will  do  nothing  without  a 
treaty.**— [3  Hansard,  Ixxxiii.  1331.] 

In  1 860  the  French  Emperor  negotiated 
the  Treaty  in  spite  of  tne  opposition  of 
the  French  people,  and  in  return  for 
concessions  on  our  part.  The  Bepub- 
licans  were  now  in  power.  Wo  had  no- 
thing more  to  g^ve  them,  and  nothing 
could  be  done.  The  failure  to  conclude 
a  new  Treaty  with  France  had,  undoubt- 
edly, increased  the  feeling  of  want  of 
confidence  existing  in  this  country  as  to 
its  commercial  policy.  He  had  no  doubt 
he  would  be  charged  with  advocating  a 
policy  of  Protection.  The  charge  was 
utterly  groundless.  He  did  not  advocate 
Protection.  He  believed  it  to  be  impos- 
sible ;  and,  further,  it  was  inconsistent 
with  the  position  he  took  up.  Not  one 
of  the  large  manufacturing  industries 
of  the  country  would  be  benefited  by 
it.  Take  cotton,  for  instance.  We  ex- 
ported four-fifths  of  our  total  manufac- 
tures, only  retaining  one-fifth  for  home 
consumption.  No  amount  of  protective 
duties  in  this  country  would  raise  the 
selling  price  of  the  four-fifths  exported ; 
and,  if  not  the  four-fifths,  how  could 
they  do  so  in  the  case  of  the  one-fifth 
retained  ?  If  we  could  not  compete  with 
foreign  manufacturers  in  our  own  mar- 
kets, how  could  we  compete  with  them 
in  their  markets;  and,  if  not,  of  what 
benefit  to  us  would  the  relaxation  of 
their  Tariffs  be  ?  He  repeated  that  ho 
did  not  advocate  Protection,  nor  did  he 
desire  it ;  neither  did  the  manufacturing 
nor  the  working  classes  desire  it.  He  felt 
certain  that  we  could  successfully  com- 
pete with  all  the  world  if  our  manufac- 
turers could  secure  a  fair  field  and  no 
favour.  He  hoped  the  inquiry  he  asked 
for  would  be  granted;  though  he  had 
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reason  to  fear  otherwise.  He  confessed 
that  he  could  not  conceive,  even  from  a 
Free  Trade  point  of  view,  why  an  inquiry 
should  be  refused.  The  Government 
would  probably  take  the  same  course 
in  answer  to  his  remarks  as  had  been 
adopted  on  more  than  one  previous  occa- 
sion. A  comparison  would  be  drawn 
between  the  state  of  the  country  in  1840 
and  in  the  present  year ;  and  it  would  be 
shown,  from  the  imports  and  exports, 
the  consumption  of  articles  of  luxury, 
and  the  diminution  of  pauperism,  that 
the  country  was  now  in  a  highly  pros- 
perous and  satisfactory  condition.  It 
would,  doubtless,  be  contended  that  the 
proper  doctrine  was  to  take  care  of  the 
imports,  and  let  the  exports  take  care  of 
themselves.  But  in  that  case  the  Govern- 
ment would  be  met  by  the  difficulty  of 
explaining  the  strenuous  efforts  made  by 
them  to  conclude  a  Commercial  Treaty 
with  France,  which  was  in  direct  oppo- 
sition to  such  a  doctrine.  We  always 
tried  most  earnestly  to  represent  that  all 
we  did  was  done  purely  from  philan- 
thropic motives,  and  that  we  desired, 
above  everything,  to  benefit  the  countries 
with  which  we  endeavoured  to  make 
Treaties ;  but,  somehow,  those  profes- 
sions were  unsuccessful,  and  only  served 
to  increase  the  suspicions  of  foreign 
nations.  If  the  policy  of  the  Gt>vem- 
ment  was  that  exports  should  be  left 
to  take  care  of  themselves,  why  these 
efforts  to  make  Treaties?  If  such  be 
their  policy,  the  only  consistent  course 
for  them  to  adopt  was  that  recommended 
under  similar  circumstances  by  an  emi- 
nent authority — Mr.  Newmaroh — whose 
death  he  was  very  sorry  to  see  an- 
nounced in  that  day's  papers.  In  1877 
that  gentlemen  wrote  to  ITis  Economist 
as  follows : — 

**  Let  the  party  of  excellent  and  honourable 
men,  whom  we  have  foolishly  sent  to  Paris, 
take  a  speedy  farewell  of  their  polite  antago- 
nists, and  let  Lord  Derby,  than  whom  no  one 
has  a  better  right  to  perform  the  duty,  intimate, 
once  for  all,  to  the  French  and  all  other  Go- 
vemments,  that,  like  the  age  of  ruins,  the  age 
of  Commercial  Treaties  is  past." 

That  was  the  only  legitimate  course  to 
pursue  if  the  doctrine  that  we  ought 
not  to  trouble  ourselves  about  exports 
was  correct.  A  Treaty  was  a  bargain. 
It  was  nothing  more  nor  less  than  Keci- 
procity,  and  was  a  flagrant  violation  of 
the  principle  that  exports  should  be  left 
to  take  care  of  themselves.    He  had 


said  that  there  would  probably  be  drawn 
a  comparison  between  the  year  1840  and 
the  present  year  in  order  to  show  the 
triumph  of  Free  Trade  principles.  No 
one  could  deny  the  immense  progress 
that  had  been  made  since  the  former 
year ;  but  he  did  deny  that  it  was  alto- 
gether, or,  indeed,  mainly  attributable 
to  our  commercial  policy.  It  had  been 
far  more  owing  to  the  industry  and 
energy  of  the  people,  to  the  enterprize 
of  our  merchants,  and  to  the  develop- 
ment of  our  railway  system.  The  fact 
was  that  for  a  long  period  of  years  this 
country  was  the  emporium  and  the  manu- 
facturing centre  of  the  whole  world,  and 
foreign  countries  had  to  come  to  us  for 
goods  which  we  alone  could  supply. 
Then,  again,  a  network  of  railways  was 
spread  all-  over  England  before  the 
foreign  railway  systems  were  in  any 
way  developed.  In  one  of  the  speeches 
recently  delivered  at  Leeds  by  the  Prime 
Minister,  the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  deal- 
ing with  this  point,  after  giving  the 
volume  of  trade  done  between  this  and 
foreign  countries,  went  on  to  ask  why, 
if  our  prosperity  was  so  largely  owing 
to  railways,  the  trade  of  the  world  had 
not  been  transferred  to  France,  Ger- 
many, and  the  United  States,  which  had 
as  many  railways  and  telegraphs  as  our- 
selves? But  at  the  time  of  our  great  com- 
mercial advance,  those  countries  were  de- 
ficient in  respect  of  railways,  as  a  glance 
at  the  figures  would  show.  In  1 860  there 
were  988  miles  of  railway  in  Bussia, 
and  14,000  in  1880;  in  Germany,  6,000, 
as  against  26,000  20  years  later;  in 
France,  5,800,  as  against  14,000;  and 
in  the  United  States,  30,000,  as  against 
86,000 ;  and  with  the  development  of 
railways  abroad  so  their  demands  for 
our  manufactures  had  fallen  off.  But, 
after  all,  however  interesting  might  be 
the  comparison  between  1840  and  1880, 
that  was  not  really  the  point ;  the  point 
was  not  whether  the  country  was  richer 
now  than  in  1840,  but  whether  it  was 
poorer  than  it  was  eight  years  ago.  A 
very  serious  question  to  be  borne  in 
mind,  in  considering  the  subject  of  im- 
ports and  exports,  was  that  we  were 
every  year  becoming  more  and  more 
dependent  on  other  countries  for  our 
supplies  of  food  and  raw  material. 
Our  wants  were  constantly  increasing, 
and,  in  order  to  satisfy  them,  we  could 
only  give  our  manaCsiAtvrc^^  vi^  ^c^\.>a:rcL« 
Our  expotU,  l\i.Qii>  o\x*^\»  Vi  YaKt^"ftaRk\s\. 
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a  direct  ratio  with  our  imports,  if  we 
were  to  pay  for  the  latter  out  of  our 
national  income.  In  1872  the  value  of 
the  animal  and  cereal  food  imported  into 
the  country  was  £75,000,000 ;  and  in 
1879,  £102.000,000,  or  an  increase  of 
33  per  cent;  while  our  exports,  which 
were  our  only  legitimate  means  of  pay- 
ing for  that  supply,  had  diminished 
20  percent.  In  1872  we  grew  64,000,000 
cwt.  of  wheat,  and  imported  47,000,000 
cwt.  ;  in  1879  we  grew  28,000,000  cwt., 
and  imported  70,000,000.  And  with  re- 
spect to  meat,  in  1 872  we  grew 26,000,000 
cwt.  and   imported   4,000,000 ;  and  in 

1879  we  grew  24,000,000  cwt.  and  im- 
ported 8,000,000.  The  House  would 
thus  see  how,  year  by  year,  we  were  be- 
coming more  and  more  dependent  on 
foreign  supplies  for  our  very  existence. 
To  enable  us  to  pay  for  these  supplies 
our  exports  should  not  only  not  fall 
off,  but  increase.  Were  they  doing 
80  ?  He  proposed  to  compare  the  ex- 
ports of  the  years  1872  and  1880;  but 
the  figures  for  1 87 1  and  1879  gave  a  pre- 
cisely similar  result.  In  1872  the  value 
of  our  exports  was  £256,000,000  ;  in 
lb80  it  was  £223,000,000  ;  or  in  the  for- 
mer year  £8  1«.  per  head  of  the  popula- 
tion, and  in  the  latter  only  £6  9«.  dd. 
Comparing  the  year  1872  with  1879, 
the  decrease  was  still  greater,  and 
amounted  to  30  per  cent.  If  he  sepa- 
rated the  exports  to  foreign  countries 
from  the  exports  to  British  Possessions, 
the  diminution  in  the  exports  to  foreign 
countries  was  very  remarkable.  The  value 
of  our  exports  to  foreign  countries  in  1 872 
amounted  to  £195.000,000, or £6  2«.  lid, 
per  head  ;  in  1880,  to  £147,000,000,  or 
£4  58.  9d,  per  head,  a  decline  of  no  less 
than  30  per  cent,  or  almost  one-third,  in 
our  foreign  trade.  But  if  we  looked  to 
the  British  Possessions,  the  story  was  en- 
tirely different.  In  1872  our  exports  to 
our  Colonies  amounted  to  £60,000,000, 
and,  instead  of  decreasing  30  per  cent 
like  our  foreign  trade,  they  increased  in 

1880  to  £75,000,000,  or  25  per  cent. 
That  increase  would  have  been  still 
greater  if  it  had  not  been  for  a  decrease 
of  about  20  per  cent  in  our  exports  to 
Canada,  and  25  per  cent  in  our  exports 
to  Victoria,  which  was  an  evidence  of  the 
effect  of  their  Tariffs.  But  to  India, 
which  not  many  years  ago  some  Members 
of  Her  Majesty's  Government  did  not 
lay  great  store  upon  as  a  market  for  our 
trade,  our  exports  had  increased  from 


£18,000,000  in  1872  to  £30.000,000  in 
1880,  or  no  less  than  70  per  cent. 
Nothing  could  show  more  forcibly  the 
immense  value  to  us,  as  outlets  for  our 
manufactures,  of  our  Colonies,  and  the 
great  importance  of  doing  all  in  our 
power  to  draw  them  closer  to  us. 
Taking  now  the  principal  articles  of  our 
manufacture,  we  find  that  our  cotton 
exports  in  1880  were  of  almost  exactly 
the  same  value  as  in  1872  ;  but,  unfor- 
tunately, to  obtain  the  same  amount  of 
money,  we  had  to  give  our  friends  abroad 
25  per  cent  more  in  quantity.  If  we 
analyzed  our  cotton  exports  a  little  closer, 
and  took  the  various  countries  sepa- 
rately, it  would  be  found  they  had  de- 
creased between  1872  and  1880  as  fol- 
lows:—To  Germany,  from  £6,000,000 
to  £3.000,000  ;  to  Holland,  from 
£5,500.000  to  £2,500,000;  to  France, 
from  £3,000,000  to  £1,750,000;  to 
Egypt,  from  £4,000,000  to  £2,000,000. 
Taking  these  countries  together,  the 
decrease  in  the  value  of  cotton  goods 
exported  was  50  per  cent ;  while  the 
increase  to  India  alone— namely,  from 
£26,000,000  to  £42,000,000— amounted 
to  65  per  cent.  With  respect  to  wool- 
len goods,  the  decrease  of  our  ex- 
ports between  1872  and  1880  was  as 
follows  :— Germany,  from  £12,000,000 
to  £3,000,000;  Holland,  from  £3,400.000 
to  £1,600,000  ;  the  United  States,  from 
£7,000,000  to  £2,500,000— a  decrease  in 
the  case  of  these  three  countries  from 
£22,000.000  to  £7,000,000,  or  one-third. 
How  had  the  exports  of  foreign  coun- 
tries gone  on  in  the  time?  It  must 
be  remembered  that  they  were  very 
considerably  handicapped  by  the  Pro- 
tectionist Tariffs ;  but,  in  addition,  they 
laboured  under  other  disadvantages. 
France  had  been  invaded  and  overrud 
by  foreign  Armies,  and  saddled  with 
an  enormous  Indemnity  unparalleled 
in  modem  times.  Her  National  Debt 
had  increased  from  £16,000,000  to 
£120,000,000;  and,  in  consequence  of 
internal  disturbance,  the  whole  country 
had  been  completely  disorganized.  In 
such  a  state  of  things  one  might  expect 
a  serious  decline  in  her  export  trade. 
But  the  exports  of  France,  which  in 
1872  were  £150,000,000,  in  1880  were 
£138,000,000,  a  falling-off  of  8  per  cent 
only  as  compared  with  20  per  cent  on  our 
part;  and  that  falling-off  had  been 
mainlj  in  grain,  flour,  and  raw  sugar. 
The  falling-off  in  the  latter  beio^  owing 
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to  the  large  bounties  given  upon  raw 
sugar  by  Austria,  the  bounty  in  France 
beinfi^  g^ven  only  on  the  manufactured 
article.  From  Germany,  during  the 
period  he  had  named,  there  had  been  a 
continuous  annual  increase.  The  exports 
had  increased  from  £116,000,000  to 
£  1 52,000,000— that  was  according  to  the 
Statistical  Abstract;  but  in  1872  the 
prices  of  many  articles  were  not  in- 
cluded in  the  Abstract.  If  they  had 
been,  the  figures  would  have  stood 
£136,000,000  to  £152,000,000.  The  ex- 
ports from  Eussia  had  increased  80  per 
cent;  from  Belgium,  10  per  cent ;  and 
from  the  United  States,  4«5  per  cent.  It 
thus  appeared  that  while  the  exports  of 
Germany  had  increased  by  £16,000,000 
sterling,  or  2^  per  cent,  those  of  Austria 
by  £11.000,000,  or  17J  per  cent,  those 
of  Russia  by  £47,000,000,  or  80  per  cent ; 
those  of  Holland  by  £13,000,000,  or  25 
per  cent ;  those  of  Belgium  by£  6,000, 000, 
or  10  per  cent ;  and  those  of  the  United 
States  by  £71,000,000,  or  45  per  cent- 
while  the  exports  of  France  had  de- 
creased by  £12,000,000,  or  8  per  cent — 
the  decrease  in  the  exports  of  this 
country  amounted  to  £33,000,000  ster- 
ling, or  20  per  cent.  Was  not  this  a  suf- 
ficiently serious  state  of  things  to  justify 
him  in  asking  the  House  of  Commons  to 
inquire  why  we  fared  so  much  worse  than 
other  countries  ?  On  the  subject  of  bur 
foreign  trade,  there  had  lately  been 
a  considerable  distribution  of  literature 
by  Her  Majesty's  Government,  and  espe- 
cially by  the  Board  of  Trade;  and  it 
seemed  to  be  a  recognized  duty  of  the  per- 
manent officials  of  that  Board  to  write  and 
circulate  disquisitions  on  Free  Trade.  He 
had  been  informed  that  a  gentleman  re- 
presenting the  Board  of  Trade  had  re- 
cently addressed  a  meeting  of  Trade 
Unionists  on  this  question.  [**  No, 
no !  "]  He  had  been  told  so  by  one 
who  said  that  he  was  present. 

Me.  CHAMBERLAIN  :  WiU  the  hon. 
Member  give  me  the  name  of  the  gentle- 
man to  whom  he  refers  ? 

Mr.  RITCHIE:  Mr.  Gififen. 

Mb.  chamberlain  :  It  is  not 
true. 

Mr.  RITCHIE  said,  he,  of  course, 
accepted  the  contradiction,  and  withdrew 
his  statement.  But,  at  all  events,  the 
Board  of  Trade  dealt  largely  in  the  dis- 
tribution of  Free  Trade  literature,  and 
considered  it  its  duty  to  circulate  its 
Papers  at   the   head-quarters   of   the 


trades'  unions  throughout  the  country. 
[Mr.  Broadhurst:  No.]  He  wished 
especially  to  direct  the  attention  of  the 
House  to  a  Paper  recently  laid  on  the 
Table  of  the  House  and  signed  by  Mr. 
GKflfen,  entitled — 

"Report  to  the  Secretary  of  the  Board  of 
Trade  on  recent  changes  in  the  amount  of  the 
foreign  trade  of  the  United  Kingdom  and  the 
prices  of  imports  and  exports." 

If  this  document  gave  an  accurate  de- 
scription of  the  state  of  things,  then  the 
complaints  of  our  manufacturers  were 
absolutely  groundless,  because  in  that 
Paper  Mr.  Giffen  contends  that  if  the 

E rices  of  our  manufactured  articles  had 
een  largely  lower  of  late  years,  the 
manufacturers  had  been  recouped  by  the 
lower  prices  they  paid  for  the  raw  ma- 
terials. Before  dealing  with  that  con- 
tention he  wished  to  say  a  few  words  on 
another  contention  of  Mr.  Giffen's  in 
the  same  Paper.     Mr.  Giffen  said — 

"  Quantities  are  the  main  question  in  such  a 
matter,  for  it  is  the  things  produced  which  make 
wealth,  whatever  may  be  the  money  standard 
by  which  the  wealth  is  nominally  measured." 

That  he  entirely  denied.  It  was  certain 
that  if  the  values  of  goods  fell  without  a 
corresponding  fall  in  the  price  of  the 
raw  materials,  all  classes  interested, 
workmen  and  manufacturers,  must  suffer. 
The  subject  was  of  vast  importance  to 
the  working  classes,  because,  if  the  value 
of  goods  fell,  wages  must  fall.  Increase 
in  quantity  and  decrease  in  value  meant 
bad  trade  and  low  wages,  and  indicated, 
not  prosperity,  but  the  reverse.  That, 
however,  was  always  on  the  supposition 
that  the  decrease  in  value  was  not 
brought  about  by  a  decrease  in  the  cost 
of  the  raw  material.  There  were  two 
kinds  of  export  trade — one  the  result  of 
there  being  no  demand  at  home,  which 
was  a  bad  trade,  and  another  the  result 
of  a  demand  abroad,  which  was  a  good 
trade.  The  former  was  the  description 
of  export  trade  that  had  been  carried  on 
in  this  country  for  some  years  past.  In 
the  latter  case,  values  were  maintained, 
and  in  the  former  values  fell  often  below 
cost  price  with  the  consequent  loss  to  all 
interested.  Mr.  Giffen  denied  that  such 
loss  has  been  incurred  in  our  export 
trade,  and  endeavoured  to  show  that 
manufacturers  had  done  almost,  if  not 
quite,  as  well  in  1879  as  in  1873.  A 
more  incorrect  and  misleading  statement 
hiad  rarely  been  made  by  qvsa  \\sl\&.x. 
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show  conclusively.   The  paragraph  from 

Mr.  Giffen's  Paper  to  which  he  desired 

to  direct  the  attention  of  the  House  was 

as  follows: — 

<*  In  my  two  former  Reports  I  touched  upon, 
but  did  not  discuss  at  any  length,  the  question 
of  the  relative  profitableness  of  our  foreign 
trade  at  different  times,  allowing  the  assump- 
tion to  pass  that  the  years  in  which  we  exported 
at  high  prices  would  be  more  remunerative  than 
the  years  at  which  we  export  at  nominally  low 
prices.  It  was  hinted  that  this  might  not  be 
the  case,  the  actual  returns  in  the  years  of 
export  at  high  prices  being  possibly  no  better 
than  the  actual  returns  in  the  years  of  export  at 
nominally  low  prices,  since  the  official  figures 
of  imports  and  exports  are  obviously  not  the 
same  as  the  prices  realized  .by  importers  and 
exporters;  but,  as  bearing  on  the  question  of 
relative  profitableness,  it  may  be  interesting 
likewise  to  point  out  that,  to  a  large  extent,  the 
apparent  reduction  of  our  export  trade  between 
1873  and  1877  and  1878  must  be  apparent  only, 
and  is  due  to  a  change  in  which  British  labour 
and  capital  are  not  directly  concerned.  For 
instance,  the  real  British  produce  exported  in 
our  cotton  manufactures  is  not  the  whole 
nominal  amount,  but  only  that  amount  less  the 
value  of  the  raw  material  imported.  It  may 
possibly  happen,  then,  that  if  the  value  of  the 
raw  material  previously  imported  and  used  in 
the  manufactures  we  export  could  be  deducted 
from  the  exports,  the  real  exports  thus  shown 
would  exhibit  a  steady  advance. '  The  decline 
in  our  exports  would  in  that  case  have  been  ex- 
clusively due  to  the  diminished  value  of  the 
raw  material  which  we  had  paid  for.  That 
this  is  the  real  explanation  of  a  large  part 
of  the  apparent  diminution  of  the  exports 
between  a  year  like  1873  and  years  like  the 
last  four  is  also  obvious.  Altogether,  in  1 873 
we  imported  13,639,000  cwts.  of  raw  cotton,  at 
a  total  cost  of  £54,704,000,  while  in  1879  we 
imported  very  nearly  the  same  quantity,  viz. 
13,119,000  cwts.  at  a  total  cost  of  £36,180,000, 
the  exact  cost  in  1879  for  exactly  the  same 
quantity  as  in  1873  being  about  £37,500,000. 
There  is  consequently  a  difference  of  £17,200,000 
between  the  value  of  the  same  quantity  of  raw 
cotton  available  in  1879  and  1873 ;  and  allowing 
that  four-fifths  of  the  raw  cotton  is  manufac- 
tured for  export,  four-fifths  of  this  sum  of 
£17,200,000,  or  £13,760,000,  must  represent  in 
the  exports  of  cotton  manufactures  a  mere  dif- 
ference in  the  value  of  the  raw  material  con- 
tained in  them,  the  raw  material  thus  contained 
being,  of  course,  neither  the  produce  nor 
manufacture  of  the  United  Kingdom.  Actually 
more  raw  cotton  was  used  and  exported  in  a 
manufactured  form  in  1879  and  1880  than  in 
1873,  the  exports  of  piece  good<>,  for  instance, 
increasing  from  3,483,000,000  to  4,495,000,000 
yards,  or  about  30  per  cent ;  but  even  if  only 
the  same  quantity  had  been  used,  the  different 
value  of  raw  material  used  would  have  made  a 
difference  of  about  £14,000,000  in  the  value  of 
the  exports.  Of  course,  there  are  some  exports 
of  British  produce  and  manufactures,  such  as 
coal  and  iron,  to  which  this  explanation  would 
not  apply  ;  but  it  applies,  apparently,  to  about 
two-thirds  of  our  whole  exports  of  British  and 
Irish  produce.*' 

Jfr.  £itcM$ 


It  would  thus  be  seen  that  Mr.  Giffea 
took  cotton  as  the  illustration  from 
which  he  drew  the  inference  that  manu- 
facturers had  been  recouped  for  the 
lower  price  of  the  manufactured  ardde, 
by  the  reduction  in  the  price  of  the  raw 
material;  but  the  fallacy  of  the  infer- 
ence would  be  shown  on  examination.  In 
1879  the  value  of  the  cotton  goods  ex- 
ported was  £64,000,000,  and  in  1873 
£77,400,000,  showing  a  deficiency  of 
value  received  by  manufacturers  in  the 
former  year,  as  compared  with  1873,  of 
£  1 3,400,000 ;  but  against  this  Mr.  QifiPen 
stated  that  the  cost  of  raw  cotton  im- 
ported was  £13,760,000  less  in  1879 
than  in  1873,  thus,  if  his  theory  was 
correct,  the  manufacturers  actually  made 
£360,000  more  in  1879  than  in  1873; 
but  taking  1880  the  result  would  be  still 
more  startling.  In  1880  the  value  of 
the  cotton  manufactures  exported  was 
£75,500,000,  as  against  £77,400,000  in 
1873,  a  deficiency  of  value  received  by 
them  in  the  former  year  of  £1,900,000 
as  compared  with  1873 ;  but  if  against 
this  was  put  the  lower  cost  of  the  raw 
material  received  in  1880,  estimated  by 
Mr.  Qitfen  at  £14,000,000,  the  result  to 
the  cotton  manufactures  in  18»0  would 
be  a  larger  profit  by  £12,000,000  than 
in  the  year  1873,  which  was  one  of  the 
best  years  ever  known.  A  further  proof 
of  the  fallacy  of  Mr.  Giffen's  inference 
that  cotton  manufacturers  have  been 
recouped  for  the  low  price  of  their  manu- 
factures by  the  low  price  of  the  raw 
material  was  given  in  the  very  Paper 
itself,  for  it  would  be  found  in  the  tables 
annexed  that  the  cotton  yarn  exported 
in  1880  was  25  per  cent  lower  in  price, 
and  the  cotton  cluth  20  per  cent  lower  in 
price  than  in  1873,  while  the  raw  ma- 
terial was  25  per  cent  lower ;  but  as  on 
every  pound  of  cotton  valued  at  Id. 
there  has  to  be  expended  bd,  in  labour 
and  charges  before  it  was  made  into 
cloth,  a  fall  of  20  per  cent  in  the  cloth 
meant  a  fall  of  35  per  cent  in  raw 
cotton,  and  as  the  fall  was  only  25  per 
cent,  it  would  be  seen  that  the  manu- 
facturer was  worse  off  by  10  per  cent 
in  1880  than  in  1873,  instead  of  being 
much  better  off.  If  Mr.  Giffen  was 
wrong  in  his  inferences  with  reference 
to  cotton,  how  much  more  wrong  was  he 
with  reference  to  all  the  other  principal 
articles  of  our  manufacture  ?  Mr.  Giffen 
says  that  with  reference  to  two-thirds 
of  our  manufeustures  his  statement  would 
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hold  good.  He  had,  he  thought,  shown 
conclusively  that  Mr.  Giffen  was  entirely 
wrong  as  to  cotton.  He  would  now  take 
the  otiier  principal  articles  of  export.  To 
coal,  iron,  fish,  cement,  and  alkali,  which, 
together,  amounted  to  £46,000,000, 
being  entirely  of  British  origpin,  it  could 
not  be  applied,  the  entire  reduction  in 
value  being  a  loss  to  this  country.  In 
jute  goods,  amounting  to  £4,000,000, 
he  found  the  reduction  in  the  price  of 
the  manufactured  material  had  been  25 
per  cent,  while  the  raw  material  had 
been  positively  12}^  per  cent  higher. 
In  flax  goods,  which  amounted  to 
£6,000,000,  the  reduction  in  the  price 
of  the  manufactured  article  had  been 
from  7  per  cent  to  1 2^  per  cent,  while 
the  reduction  in  the  price  of  the  raw 
material  had  been  8  per  cent.  In  wool,  the 
reduction  in  the  price  of  the  manufac- 
tured article  had  been  20  per  cent, 
while  the  reduction  in  the  price  of  the 
raw  material  had  been  7  per  cent, 
the  woollen  exports  amounting  to 
£19,000,000.  In  refined  sugar,  the  re- 
duction in  the  manufactured  article  had 
been  20  per  cent,  and  in  the  raw  mate- 
rial 12  per  cent.  In  oil,  the  reduction 
in  the  manufactured  article  had  been  15 
per  cent,  and  in  the  raw  material  10  per 
cent.  In  paper,  the  reduction  in  the 
manufactured  article  had  been  25  per 
cent,  and  in  the  raw  material  12}  per 
cent.  In  leather  goods,  the  reduction  in 
the  manufactured  article  had  been  12J^ 
per  cent,  and  in  the  raw  material  the 
same.  It  must  not,  of  course,  be  forgot- 
ten that  the  reduction  in  the  manufac- 
tured article  was  a  reduction  on  the 
goods  after  all  the  expense  of  manu- 
facture. Of  these  articles  the  total 
amount  of  the  exports  was  £82,000,000, 
and,  adding  the  amount  of  the  cotton 
exports,  the  entire  sum  came  to 
£152,000,000,  out  of  a  total  sum  of 
£162,000,000  dealt  with  in  Mr.  Giffen's 
Paper.  It  would  thus  be  seen  that  the 
statement  made  by  Mr.  Giffen  that  manu- 
facturers have  been  recouped  for  the 
low  prices  of  their  goods  by  the  low 
price  of  the  raw  material  was  entirely  fal- 
lacious and  misleading.  He  had  endea- 
voured to  discover  where  the  fallacy  in 
Mr.  Gitfen*8  calculations  lay ;  and  he 
had  found  that  that  gentleman,  not 
knowing  the  quantity  of  cotton  which 
had  been  worked  up  into  the  manufac- 
tures exported,  had  taken  the  weight  of 
cotton  imported  in  the  previous  year  as 
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the  weight  of  the  manufactured  goods 
exported.  Every  commercial  man,  how- 
ever, would  know  that  the  weight  of  the 
raw  material  was  no  indication  of  the 
weight  of  the  manufactured  goods  ex- 
ported. To  arrive  at  a  sound  conclusion 
on  the  point  they  must  know  what  the 
stocks  were  at  the  commencement  of  the 
year,  and  what  they  amounted  to  at  the 
end  of  the  year.  The  .best  proof  of  the 
incorrectness  of  Mr.  Giffen' s  calculation 
in  this  respect  was  the  fact  that  we  only 
imported  6  per  cent  more  in  weight  of 
the  raw  material  in  1880  than  we  did  in 
1878,  while  we  exported  30  per  cent  more 
in  weight  of  the  manufactured  article. 
He  now  proposed  to  consider  the  ques- 
tion of  the  adverse  balance  of  imports 
over  exports,  which  had  been  so  much 
dwelt  upon  recently.  He  was  not  one  of 
those  who  held  that  our  imports  exceeding 
our  exports  was  to  be  regretted.  What 
was  so  unsatisfactory  was  that  our  imports 
increased,  while  our  exports  diminished. 
Our  imports  must  exceed  our  exports. 
There  could  be  no  profitable  trade  with- 
out it.  So  long  as  excess  imports  repre- 
sented legitimate  earnings  it  was  well. 
If  we  went  beyond  that,  we  should 
be  spending  capital,  which  was  bad. 
Was  that  the  case  with  us.  In  the 
years  1866-70  the  adverse  balance 
was  £290,000,000,  or,  per  annum, 
£58,000,000;  in  1871-5,  £312,000,000, 
or,  per  annum,  £62,000,000;  in  1»76- 
80,  £622,000,000,  or,  per  annum, 
£125,000,000.  In  our  most  profitable 
years  the  adverse  balance  was  the 
smallest  —  namely,  £60,000,000— while 
in  our  years  of  greatest  adversity  the  ad- 
verse balance  advanced  to  £  l2o, 000,000, 
which  was  more  than  double.  The 
change  had  been  very  sudden,  and  had 
been  coincident  with  depression.  Had 
the  additional  imports  been  paid  for  by 
legitimate  means,  or  were  we  spending 
our  capital  ?  That  question  certainly 
called  for  investigation  and  explanation. 
The  adverse  balance  was  attempted  to 
be  accounted  for  by  three  different  items 
— first,  cost  of  carriage ;  secondly,  pro- 
fits ;  thirdly,  interest  on  foreign  invest- 
ments. In  the  discussion  last  year  on 
this  subject,  the  hon.  Member  for  Bolton 
(Mr.  J.  K.  Gross),  in  order  to  show  the 
necessity  of  our  imports  largely  exceed- 
ing our  exports,  took  three  examples — 
namely,  cotton,  iron,  and  wool,  of 
which  he  assumed  shi^juiewl^  \^^^  X^^-e^ 
made  ot  \J[iQ   -q^ixxa  oi    S*\,^'^^  ^^tf^- 
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The  hon.  Member  contended  that,  to  re- 
coup himself  for  this  £.*^,000  exports,  he 
must  import  goods  for  £6,920,  so  that 
in  the  tables  of  exports  and  imports 
the  £3,000  exports  must  be  repre- 
sented by  £6,920  of  imports.  How 
■was  that  conclusion  arrived  at  ?  Why, 
by  calculating  an  outward  freight  of 
£3,050.  But,  as  a  matter  of  fact,  the 
exporter  did  not  receive  that  back.  It 
was  paid  to  the  agent  abroad.  He  had 
only  his  original  £3,000  to  get  home. 
But  did  not  the  agent  for  the  ship- 
owner remit  the  freight  ?  No  ;  it  was 
spent  in  coal,  wages,  charges,  loading, 
&o.,  only  the  homeward  freight  and 
charges  must  be  allowed  for.  For  that 
M.  Mongredien  allowed  11  per  cent ; 
but,  as  one-third  was  in  foreign  bottoms, 
only  two-thirds  of  the  £11  could  be 
reckoned,  which  was  £7  per  cent.  Mr. 
New  march,  to  whose  death  he  had 
already  alluded,  calculated  5  percent,  Mr. 
Bourne  calculated  the  same,  while  Mr. 
M'Kay  calculated  8}^  per  cent.  It  would 
be  fair  to  take  the  medium,  say  7  per 
cent.  The  £3,000  sent  out  would,  there- 
fore, be  represented  by  an  import  of 
£3,210,  and  not  £6,920,  as  stated  by 
the  hon.  Member.  Assuming,  there- 
fore, that  the  exports  must  exceed  the 
imports  by  7  per  cent  for  homeward 
freight  and  charges,  this  would  re- 
duce the  adverse  annual  balance  by 
£27,000,000.  Then  there  was  the  second 
of  the  two  heads — profit.  In  a  little 
book  called  Popular  Fallacies  regarding 
Trade  and  Foreign  DutteSf  by  E.  J.  Pearce, 
issued  by  the  Cobden  Club,  he  found 
that  Mr.  Pearce  had  corrected  the  figures 
of  the  hon.  Member  for  Bolton.  He  had 
pointed  out  the  error  about  outward 
freight ;  but  he  found  fault  because  the 
hon.  Member  for  Bolton  had  left  out 
'*  profit."  Why  was  that  left  out  ?  For 
a  very  good  reason.  Because,  as  a  rule, 
there  had  been  none.  It  was  lucky  if  the 

foods  realized  the  invoice  price.  Mr. 
^earce  was  determined  not  to  err  in  this 
way.  He  supposed  a  case  of  a  hard- 
ware cargo  sent  to  New  Orleans.  The 
voyage  would  occupy  three  months, 
and  he  calculated  there  would  be  a 
profit  of  20  per  cent  out,  and  20  per 
cent  home,  equal  to  160  per  cent  per 
annum.  He  congratulated  Mr.  Pearce 
on  that  result ;  he  would  like  to  be 
a  partner  with  Lim  in  such  an  under- 
taking. The  adverse  balance  would 
Boon  be  accounted  for  in  this  manner. 

J/r.  Ritchie 


He  need    hardly  say,    however,    that 
such  a  calculation   was  an    absurdity. 
There  were  three  different  methods  of 
shipping  goods — firstly,  where  the  mer- 
chant bought  and  consigned ;  secondly, 
where  the  manufacturer  consigned  ;  and, 
thirdly,  where  the  shipment  was  on  ac- 
count of  a  foreign  buyer.      In  the  third 
case  there  was,  of  course,  no  profit  at  all 
to  be  reckoned.  The  profit,  if  any,  was  re- 
tained in  the  foreign  country.     In  the 
second  case,  when  the  manufacturer  con- 
signed it  was  a  sure  sig^  that  no  profit 
could  be  made.     In  such  a  case  he  was 
only  too  glad  to    receive    the  invoice 
pri<!e.     In  how  many  instances  did  this 
happen,  and  was  there  not  more  generally 
a  loss  ?    Was  it  not  certain  that  in  times 
of  depression  there  was  a  loss  ?    In  the 
first  case,  that  of  the  merchant  buying 
and  consigning,  as  for  the  last  few  years 
prices  had  been  gradually  but  steadily 
falling,  the  turn  was  always  against  the 
buyer,  so  that  even  in  the  case  of  the 
merchant  consigning  there  had  of  late 
years  been  more  commonly  a  loss  than 
a  profit.    Looking,  therefore,  at  all  the 
various  modes  of   shipping  goods,  he 
thought  it  was  much  safer  to  accept  the 
conclusion    of   the    hon.    Member    for 
Bolton,  founded  on  experience,  and  cal- 
culate on  no  profit  having  been  made  in 
recent  years  on  the  export  trade,  rather 
than  accept  the  figures  given  by  Mr. 
Pearce.     There  remained  the  question 
of  interest  on  our  foreign  investments. 
It  was  assumed  that  the  amount  we  had 
to   receive  on    this  account  was  from 
£30,000,000  to  £35,000,000  per  annum. 
The  receipts  from  India  amounted  to 
about  £10,000,000.     That  made  a  total 
of  £40,000,000  to  £45,000,000.     If  to 
that  were  to  be  added  £27,000,000,  the 
profit  of  our  carrying  trade,  we  arrive  at 
a  total  of  £72,000,000.     If  we  deducted 
this    sum,    therefore,   from    the    gross 
adverse   balance    of    £125,000,000  per 
annum,  it  would  still  leave  an  adverse 
balance  of  £53,000,000  per  annum.  Mr. 
Giffen  had  recently  read  a  very  interest- 
ing Paper  before  the  Statistical  Society 
on  the  subject  of  our  imports  and  ex- 
ports ;  and,  dealing  with  the  subject  of 
our  loans  abroad,  he  expressed  views 
which  were  contrary  in  many  respects  to 
those  of  M.  Mongredien  and  others  who 
agreed  with  him.     M.  Mongredien  ex- 
pressed an  opinion  that,  of  late  years, 
foreign  countries  had  not  increased  their 
indebtedness  to  us ;  but,  in  Mr.  Giffen'a 
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Paper,  he  contended  that  foreign  coun- 
tries had  increased  their  indebtedness  to 
us  to  the  extent  of  £209,000,000  during 
the  last  few  years.  If  Mr.  Giffen  was 
right,  we  ought  not  to  calculate  on  hav- 
ing to  receive  the  £45,000,000  we  had 
assumed  to  receive  during  the  last  five 
years  as  interest.  This  £45,000,000,  in- 
stead of  being  received  in  the  shape  of 
imports,  was  left  abroad  and  lent  out 
again ;  and,  if  this  were  so,  this  sum 
must  not  be  calculated  in  reduction  of 
our  adverse  balance,  so  that  we  were 
thus  left  with  only  £27,000,000  for 
freight  to  reduce  the  adverse  balance 
of  £125,000,000.  Mr.  Giffen,  however, 
in  the  Paper  referred  to,  contended  that, 
instead  of  amounting  to  £27,000,000, 
the  freight  and  charges  to  be  remitted 
home  amounted  to  £80,000,000  per 
annum.  Even  so,  the  adverse  balance 
would  be  still  £45,000,000.  Mr.  Giffen, 
however,  calculated  both  inward  and 
outward  freight.  He  had  already  shown 
that  we  had  no  right  to  calculate  out- 
ward freight,  so  that,  even  assuming 
Mr.  Giffen's  calculation  of  £80,000,000 
outward  and  homeward  freight  and 
charges  to  be  correct,  a  very  large  de- 
duction had  to  be  made  from  this  on 
account  of  the  outward  freight ;  but 
could  it  be  doubted  that  Mr.  Giffen's 
estimate  was  greatly  in  excess  of 
the  actual  amount,  which  no  one  had 
previously  estimated  at  more  than 
£42,000,0000  ?  According  to  his  calcu- 
lations, the  annual  excess  of  imports 
unaccounted  for  was  £53,000,000,  if  we 
calculated  that  the  interest  on  foreign 
loans  had  been  remitted  in  goods,  or 
£  1 00,000,000  if  the  interest  had  been  re- 
tained abroad,  and  re-lent,  as  Mr.  Giffen 
said  had  been  the  case.  Mr.  Giffen 
admitted  that  the  adverse  balance 
amounted  to  £45,000,000.  If  the  lower 
figures  were  correct,  the  aspect  of  the 
case  was  very  grave ;  if  the  higher,  it 
was  most  alarming.  How  was  that 
excess  paid  for  ?  It  was  certainly  not 
paid  for  by  bullion  ;  the  only  other  way 
would  be  by  parting  with  our  securities. 
Now,  in  a  work  recently  published  by 
Mr.  Bourne,  an  eminent  statistician,  and 
sub-head  of  the  Statistical  Department  of 
the  Customs,  he  asserted  that  there  was 
good  reason  to  fear  that  payment  for  our 
excess  imports  was  being  made  in  this 
way ;  and  he  had  the  authority  of  the 
manager  of  one  of  the  largest  banks  in 
Londonfor  the  statement  that  the  amount 


of  foreign  securities  deposited  with 
bankers  had  largely  diminished.  The 
net  practical  result  of  what  he  had  been 
endeavouring  to  show  was,  firstly,  that 
all  the  usual  indications  showed  the  state 
of  the  country  to  be  very  grave,  and 
that,  instead  of  continuing  to  advance, 
we  were  receding;  secondly,  that  the 
falling-off  in  exports  was  most  serious, 
looking  to  the  fact  that  we  were  yearly 
becoming  more  dependent  on  foreign 
countries  for  the  necessaries  of  life ; 
thirdly,  that  reduction  in  value  had  not 
been  compensated  for  by  reduction  in 
the  price  of  raw  material,  but  that, 
on  the  contrary,  we  were  compelled 
to  give,  year  by  year,  more  of  our 
labour  for  less  money;  and,  fourthly, 
that  the  yearly  increasing  adverse  ba- 
lance of  imports  was  not  to  be  accounted 
for  by  our  carrying  charges  or  by  our 
foreign  income,  but  was,  it  was  greatly 
to  be  feared,  coming  out  of  the  accumu- 
lations of  the  country.  Whatever  ob- 
jections might  be  taken  to  his  state- 
ments, it  could  not  be  denied  that,  at 
least,  he  had  made  out  a  case  for  in- 
quiry. It  might  be  contended  that  he 
had  not  proved  this  state  of  things  to  be 
the  direct  consequence  of  Foreign  Tariffs. 
It  was  difficult  to  do  this ;  but,  surely, 
primdfade^  it  could  hardly  be  disputed — 
at  least,  it  could  hardly  be  denied — that 
a  reduction  in  Foreign  Tariffs  would 
stimulate  our  export  trade.  This  was 
shown  by  our  trade  with  France.  In 
1860  our  exports  to  that  country  were 
only  £5,000,000;  in  1880  they  were 
£16,000,000.  It  was  essential  to  our 
very  existence  that  our  foreign  export 
trade  should  be  increased.  The  ques- 
tion was,  how  was  this  to  be  done? 
Would  it  have  the  desired  effect  if  we 
threatened  retaliation  in  the  event  of 
a  continuance  of  hostile  Tariffs?  All 
this  was  a  legitimate  subject  for  inquiry. 
There  was  nothing  against  the  princi- 
ples of  Free  Trade  in  Retaliation.  In- 
deed, the  President  of  the  Board  of  Trade 
himself  had  advocated  that  policy  in 
regard  to  French  wines  in  the  speech 
which  he  made  in  that  House  last 
August.  Again,  was  it  not  important  to 
inquire  whether  our  fiscal  legislation 
was  as  sound  as  it  might  be,  and  whe- 
ther it  would  not  be  possible  to  relieve 
the  taxpayers  of  this  country  of  some 
share  of  the  taxes  they  paid  by  increas- 
ing the  duties  on  somA  ol  ^\L^  ^a^2L^^% 
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tion  of  drawing  closer  together  the 
bonds  which  united  us  with  our  Colo- 
nies. If  that  were  feasible,  he  was  sure 
it  would  meet  with  the  assent  and  sup- 
port of  all  classes  in  -the  country,  and  of 
hon.  Members  on  both  sides  of  the 
House.  He  did  not  say  the  subject  was 
free  from  difficulties  ;  but,  at  any  rate, 
it  was  worthy  of  investigation.  He  was 
not  absolutely  wedded  to  the  terms  of 
his  Besolution,  but  would  assent  to  any 
modification  of  them,  as  long  as  they 
enabled  the  investigation  to  be  full  and 
thorough.  The  matter  was  one  of  vital 
importance,  which  ought  to  be  cleared 
up  by  full  inquiry.  In  the  remarks  he 
had  made  he  had  confined  himself  solely 
to  the  commercial  and  manufacturing 
part  of  the  subject.  If,  however,  he  had 
not  referred  to  agriculture,  it  was  not  be- 
cause he  did  not  feel  the  enormous  im- 
portance of  the  subject  and  the  suffer- 
ings which  had  been  borne  by  all  those 
interested  in  this,  the  greatest  of  our  in- 
dustries. He  had  sat  upon  the  Agricul- 
tural Commission  now  for  many  months, 
and  it  had  been  sufficiently  demonstrated 
to  him  that  much  suffering  had  been  en- 
tailed upon  all  classes  of  the  agricul- 
tural community,  except,  perhaps,  the 
labourers.  He  had  saia  nothing  on  this 
subject,  because  he  felt  that  while  the 
Commission  was  sitting  specially  to  in- 
vestigate this  very  matter,  and  while  its 
Beport  was  even  now  in  course  of  pre- 
paration, it  would  have  been  unbecom- 
ing for  him,  as  a  Member  of  that  Com- 
mission, to  enlarge  on  this  most  import- 
ant subject.  In  conclusion,  he  appealed 
to  the  House,  in  the  interests  of  all 
classes  of  the  community,  that  they 
would  grant  him  what  he  asked  — 
namely,  simply  and  solely  a  Committee 
of  Inquiry  into  the  whole  subject  of  the 
state  of  the  country  and  the  adverse 
times  we  had  encountered  for  some 
years,  with  a  view  of  finding  out  the 
means  of  restoring  that  prosperity  to 
the  country  which  it  was  essential  that 
it  should  enjoy.  The  hon.  Member  con- 
cluded by  moving  the  Kesolution  of 
which  he  had  given  Notice. 

Amendment  proposed, 

To  leave  out  from  the  word  "  That  **  to  the 
end  of  the  Question,  in  order  to  add  the  words 
*'  a  Select  Committee  be  appointed  to  inquire 
iuto  the  effects  which  the  Tarififs  in  force  in 
Foreign  Countries  hare  upon  the  principal 
branches  of  British  Trade  and  Commerce, 
and  into  the  possibility  of  remoTing,  by  Jjegis- 

Mr.  RitchU 


lation  or  otherwise,  anv  impediment  to  the 
fuller  deyelopment  of  the  manufacturing^  and 
commercial  industry  of  the  United  King- 
dom,"—(ifr.  Ritchie,) 

— instead  thereof. 

Question  proposed,  ''That  the  words 
proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part  of  the 
Question." 

Mb.  CAETWEIGHT  said,  that,  al- 
though  according  to  the  Forms  of  the 
House  he  was  unable  to  move  the 
Amendment  of  which  he  had  given 
Notice,  and  which  ran  in  the  following 
terms : — 

"  That,  in  the  opinion  of  this  Honse,  the 
commercial  relations  between  the  United  King- 
dom and  Foreign  Countries  are  not  in  a  state  to 
demand  an  inquiry  by  a  Select  Committee," 

still,  he  would  briefly  explain  why  he 
thought  the  opinions  enunciated  by  the 
hon.  Member  for  the  Tower  Hamlets 
(Mr.  Eitchie)  were  such  as  should  not  re- 
commend themselves  to  the  House,  but 
were  unsound  and  mischievous.  He 
maintained  that  not  one  of  the  hon. 
Member's  propositions  had  been  borne 
out ;  and  he  believed,  in  fact,  that  the 
real  and  main  purpose  of  the  Motion 
was  in  the  direction  of  Protection  in  the 
shape  of  a  reversal  of  the  commercial 
policy  that  had  been  pursued  by  this 
country  for  many  years.  That  aim  and 
purpose  was  clearly  expressed  in  the 
friendly  Amendment,  as  he  had  every 
reason  to  believe,  which  had  been  put 
down  by  the  hon.  and  learned  Member  for 
West  Staffordshire  (Mr.  Staveley  Hill). 
That  Amendment  distinctly  advocated 
imposition  of  retaliatory  duties  against 
foreign  nations,  with  the  view  of  afford- 
ing relief  to  the  British  taxpayers  from 
burdens,  and  of  artificially  stimulating 
a  development  of  trade  with  our  Colo- 
nies. The  latter  allegation  rested  on  a 
fallacy.  It  assumed  that  a  certain  ex- 
tension of  our  trade  must  follow  on  the 
adoption  of  such  a  line  of  commercial 
policy  by  this  country,  from  the  alleged 
greater  readiness  of  the  Colonies  to  take 
British  goods.  That  was  a  statement 
which  had  been  very  much  put  before 
the  country  by  people  who  were  seeking 
for  Protection  under  the  disguise  of  call- 
ing themselves  Fair  Traders.  There 
was  a  gross  delusion  in  the  statement. 
The  hon.  Member  for  the  Tower  Ham- 
lets had  compared  our  trade  to  the  Co- 
lonies in  two  distinct  vears.  No  com- 
parison of  any  real  Talue  oould  rest  on 
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the  data  of  two  distinct  years.  The 
only  data  of  real  value  for  any  com- 
parison between  the  relative  elasticity  of 
our  trade  to  foreign  countries  and  to  the 
Colonies  could  be  furnished  by  the  [Re- 
turns not  of  single  years,  but  of  a 
series  of  years.  Now,  the  examination 
of  the  amount  of  our  Colonial  trade 
during  a  period  of  25  years  would  prove 
that  its  proportions  to  the  total  of  our 
trade  has,  practically,  remained  station- 
ary. In  1856  our  trade  with  the  Co- 
lonies was  about  25  per  cent,  and  in 
1880  it  remained  24  per  cent,  of  our 
total  trade.  There  were  fluctuations,  no 
doubt ;  but  he  denied  that  the  fluctua- 
tions were  greater  than  those  which 
marked  our  trade  with  foreign  countries, 
and  there  was  no  indication  of  a  greater 
elasticity  in  our  Colonial  trade.  The 
reference  to  the  undeniable  extension  of 
our  trade  with  India  was  beside  the 
purpose,  for  our  Indian  trade  could  not 
serve  as  a  fair  gauge  for  our  Colonial 
trade.  The  Indian  Tariff  was  made  by 
ourselves  according  to  our  commercial 
views.  But  the  Colonies  were  self-go- 
verning, and  made  their  own  Tariffs  ac- 
cording to  their  views.  Now,  it  was  an 
incontrovertible  fact  that,  with  the  soli- 
tary exception  of  New  South  Wales,  in 
every  British  self-governing  Colony  the 
present  Tariff  was  higher  than  the  Tariff 
as  it  stood  in  1 859 — the  year  before  the 
conclusion  of  the  Anglo-French  Com- 
mercial Treaty  —  and,  therefore,  the 
point  of  time  when  commenced  the 
commercial  relations  against  which  the 
hon.  Member  for  the  Tower  Hamlets 
inveighed.  But,  while  he  asked  us 
to  believe  that  English  trade  was  being 
crushed  out  by  the  adverse  and  hostile 
action  of  a  re-actionary  and  protec- 
tive system  adopted  of  late  years  by 
foreign  countries,  how  did  the  matter 
really  stand?  Why,  whereas  every 
English-speaking  self-governing  Colony, 
with  one  exception,  at  present  imposed 
higher  duties  on  British  goods  than  in 
1859,  notwithstanding  the  unfortunate 
return  towards  a  protective  system  in 
many  Foreign  States,  there  was  only  one 
which  at  present  still  had  a  Tariff  with 
duties  notably  lower  than  they  were  in 
1859 — and  that  one  State  was  the  great 
English-speaking  Hepublic  in  America. 
He  wanted  to  know,  then,  how  a  law 
could  be  made  out  from  these  facts  in  fa- 
vour of  a  discriminating  Tariff  against 
foreign    oountries,  with    their    higher 


Tariff  for  the  benefit  of  the  Ooloniea 
with  their  pronounced  Protectionist  sys- 
tems? The  whole  question  of  whether 
Protective  Tariffs  had  done  much  in- 

i'ury  to,  and  were  really  crushing  out, 
British  industry  and  manufactures  might 
be  tested  by  our  commercial  relations 
with  the  United  States.  The  United 
States  had  been  exactly  following  out 
the  policy  which  certain  hon.  Gentle- 
men opposite  wished  to  see  prevail  in 
this  country;  and  what  had  been  its 
effect  there  ?  A  comparison  between  the 
industries  of  the  United  States  and  of 
Great  Britain  afforded  a  crucial  test  for 
the  two  systems.  We,  under  Free  Trade 
economy,  produced  and  exported  some- 
thing like  £190,000,000  worth  of  manu- 
factured articles ;  the  United  States  ex- 
ported something  less  than  £18,000,000, 
under  the  fostering  care  of  Protection. 
In  1880,  notwithstanding  the  high  Tariff 
of  the  United  States,  we  exported  up- 
wards of  £24,000,000  of  manufactured 
articles  to  the  United  States;  whereas 
the  United  States,  despite  Protective 
stimulants,  did  not  import  £3,000,000 
of  manufactures  into  Great  Britain. 
The  case  was  still  more  strikingly  illus- 
trated by  reference  to  the  relative  posi- 
tions of  British  and  American  shipping. 
There  was  no  country  in  the  world  so 
favourably  situated  for  becoming  a  first- 
class  shipping  country  as  America ; 
and  yet,  notwithstanding  Protection,  up- 
wards of  50  per  cent  of  the  American  traae 
was  carried  in  British  bottoms,  and  only 
16  per  cent  carried  in  American  vessels. 
That  was  most  conclusive  as  to  the  rela- 
tive action  of  Protection  and  Free  Trade. 
The  hon.  Member  for  the  Tower  Ham- 
lets, throughout  the  whole  of  his  speech, 
had  taken  not  normal,  but  abnormal 
years  as  tests,  without  making  any  allow- 
ance for  that  fact.  For  instance,  he  did 
not  hear  the  hon.  Member  say  a  single 
word  as  to  the  inflated  development  of 
British  trade  in  the  years  1871  and  1872, 
to  which  he  kept  referring.  In  bringing 
an  indictment  against  the  commercial 
policy  of  the  country,  it  was  not  quite 
fair  to  base  sweeping  arguments  upon 
abnormal  years,  and  on  exceptional  cir- 
cumstances. The  hon.  Member  did  not 
grapple  with  the  subject  of  British  ship- 
ping at  all,  which  had  grown  immensely; 
and  he  omitted  to  take  any  account  of 
the  interest  of  British  trade  arising  from 
monies  invested  abroad.  U^oi^^X^^  ^^^^- 
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draw  a  distinction  between  raw  material 
and  manufactured  material;    for  what 
was  called  raw  material  one  day  was 
called    manufactured  material   another 
day.     Some   articles  which  constituted 
the  material  for  important  branches  of 
our  industries  were  ranked  as  manufac- 
tured articles  in  Foreign  Tariffs.     To- 
wards the  end  of  his  speech  the  hon. 
Member  touched  on  the  subject  of  agri- 
cultural depression  ;  but  said  he  would 
not  go  into  the  subject  because  he  was  a 
Member  of  the  Hoyal  Commission  on 
Agriculture,  and,  therefore;  he  thought 
it  right  not  to   advance   any  opinion ; 
but,   not  being  himself  a  Member  of 
the  Commission,  he  would  say  a  word 
upon  the  subject.     In  his  opinion,  the 
agricultural  depression  had  been  mainly 
instrumental  in  producing  the  commer- 
cial depression  of  the  country ;  for  every- 
one connected  with  agriculture,  whether 
landlord  or  tenant,  had  heavily  suffered, 
and  those  losses  had  necessarily  involved 
stringent  retrenchment.     But  this  strin- 
gent retrenchment  on  the  part  of  the 
agricultural  classes  had  also  necessarily 
affected  the  home  market,  which,  in  a 
large  degree,  dealt  with  those  classes. 
He  was  not  about  to  discuss  the  whole 
question   of  all  the  causes  which  had 
led  to  our  agricultural  depression.     He 
only  wished  to  dwell  on  one  point  closely 
connected  with  the  commercial  fallacies 
of  those  who  advocated  Protection.      It 
was  not  the  case  that  the  depression  of 
farmers  in  England  was  wholly  due  to 
foreign  competition — to  their  being  un- 
dersold by  American  importers.  That  this 
was  not  so  could  be  proved  by  figures. 
The  hon.  Member  for  South  Leicester- 
shire  (Mr.   Pell),  in  his  Report  as  a 
Commissioner  to  investigate  the  agri- 
cultural resources  of  the  United  States, 
had  given  elaborate  calculationjs  to  the 
effect  that  it  would  not  pay  to  import  in 
the  long  run  American  grain  into  this 
country  for  less   than   48*.    a-quarter. 
His  figures  were  much  canvassed  at  the 
time ;    but  they  had  been  proved  cor- 
rect by  fact.     He  held  in  his  hand  a 
Keturn  with  which  he  had  been  favoured 
of  the  price  of  wheat  in  Mark  Lane 
month  by  month  since  the  time  when 
their  calculations  had  been  made ;  and 
from  this  Paper  it  appeared  that  only  on 
three  occasions — in  September,  October, 
and  November,   1880  —  had  the  price 
temporarily  fallen  below  48«.    But  what 
had  mined  many  a  farmer  was  the  cir- 1 

3fr.  CartwrigU 


cumstance  that  he  never  was  in  a  posi- 
tion to  offer  any  article  that  would  fetch 
any  price  at  all  in  consequence  of  its 
deterioration  through  quite  exceptionally 
disastrous  atmospheric  conditions.  The 
fact  was  a  number  of  circumstances  con- 
curred to  aggravate  the  agricultural  con- 
ditions. The  wild  and  gambling  specu- 
lation which  had  seized  our  industrial 
classes,  and  led  to  inflated  periods  of 
so-called  prosperity,  had  also  extended 
to  farmers.  They  took  farms  at  rents 
which  were  excessive,  and  so  in  evil 
times  they  found  themselves  involved 
in  money  engagements  beyond  their 
means,  and  in  possession  of  an  article 
so  damaged  as  to  be  unsaleable.  This 
was  what  had  broken  so  many  farmers  in 
this  country;  but  not  the  fact  of  any 
importation  of  American  grain  at  prices 
of  excessive  lowness,  for  that  grain,  as  a 
rule,  fetched  only 48«. a-quarter;  whereas 
the  British  agriculturist,  from  the  dis- 
astrous seasons,  came  into  Mark  Lane 
with  grain  that  was  not  fit  for  sale  at  all. 
There  were,  as  it  seemed  to  him,  as  many 
fallacies  as  could  be  crammed  together 
in  the  Resolution  of  the  hon.  Member. 
Apparently,  he  feared  any  development 
of  foreign  industry,  and  thought  a  mono- 
poly necessary  for  the  prosperity  of  the 
country,  though  the  only  way  of  secur- 
ing that  monopoly  was  by  imposing 
duties  which  he  called  retaliatory,  but 
which  would  be  paid,  in  reality,  not  by 
foreigners,  but  by  the  British  consumer. 
The  true  test  of  Free  Trade  was  whe- 
ther, in  the  same  circumstances,  the 
position  of  the  country  would  have  been 
bettered  by  Protection  ;  and  he  held 
that  no  arguments  could  be  adduced  in 
support  of  that  proposition.  He  would 
only  add,  in  conclusion,  that  he  also  took 
exception  to  the  hon.  Gentleman's  state- 
ments as  to  pauperism,  for  he  main- 
tained that  at  no  time  had  pauperism 
weighed  so  little  as  at  pre^nt. 

Mr.  mac  IYER  said,  he  was  glad  that 
the  Under  Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign 
Affairs  was  in  his  place,  as  he  shotdd 
have  to  refer  to  him  in  very  pointed  terms. 
With  reference  to  the  speech  that  had  just 
been  made,  it  was  almost  altogether  non- 
sense, although  there  were  one  or  two  re- 
marks worth  attention,  as  they  might  be 
taken  in  connection  with  a  speech  made 
some  time  ago,  at  Leeds,  by  the  Prime 
Minister.  It  was  then  pointed  out  by 
the  Prime  Minister  how  American  ship- 
ping had  disappeared  from  tiie  eeaa  and 
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its  place  taken  by  Britisli  ships,  and  he 
argued  that  it  was  because  the  Americans 
were  Protectionists.  He  (Mr.  Mao  Iver) 
said,  without  hesitation,  that  this  ques- 
tion between  American  and  English 
shipping  was  simply  one  of  materials. 
Years  ago,  when  wooden  vessels  were 
used,  the  Americans  could  build  them 
very  cheaply,  having  the  wood  at  their 
doors  ;  but  now,  when  ships  were  nearly 
all  of  iron  or  steel,  the  cost  of  importing 
the  material  and  the  higher  rate  of  wages 
in  the  United  States  made  it  impossible 
for  the  Americans  to  compete  with  us  in 
that  respect.  Free  Trade,  if  it  existed 
to-morrow,  would  not  annihilate  the  cost 
of  freight  across  the  Atlantic,  or  of  a 
long  railway  journey  from  the  iron- 
producing  districts  of  America  to  the 
seaports.  He  rose  in  no  spirit  of  hos- 
tility to  the  Motion  of  his  hon.  Friend 
the  Member  for  the  Tower  Hamlets 
(Mr.  Bitchie),  who  had,  in  a  speech  free 
from  allusion  of  a  Party  character,  called 
attention  to  a  subject  which  the  working 
population  of  this  country  properly  re- 
garded of  greater  importance  than  mere 
political  considerations.  The  Motion  was 
practically  the  same  as  one  which  he  (Mr. 
Mac  Iver)  presented  to  the  last  Parlia- 
ment on  the  4th  July,  1879,  and  which 
at  that  time  received  but  scant  support 
even  from  those  who  would  now  cordially 
support  the  same  proposition.  Since 
that  time,  however,  public  opinion  had 
advanced,  and  was  advancing,  and  a 
Motion  defeated  in  the  present  House 
might  not  improbably  be  carried  in 
the  next  Parliament.  His  main  ob- 
ject in  rising  was  to  call  attention  to 
some  of  the  replies  lately  given  him 
by  the  Under  Secretary  of  State  for 
Foreign  Affairs  on  the  subject  of  the 
French  Commercial  Treaty.  The  subject 
naturally  was  distasteful  to  hon.  Mem- 
bers opposite  ;  and  if  the  cldture  existed, 
it  might  be  that  the  noble  Lord  the 
Secretary  of  State  for  India  would,  sup- 
ported by  his  undoubted  majority,  decree 
that  they  wanted  to  hear  no  more  of  it. 
But,  while  free'speech  was  still  possible, 
he  desired  to  show  the  House  that  he 
had  a  perfectly  good  case.  The  Under 
Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign  Affairs, 
replying  to  a  couple  of  questions  which 
he  ventured  to  address  to  him  last  week, 
one  of  them  in  regard  to  shipping 
bounties,  and  the  other  in  regard  to  the 
iurt'fxe  d'entrepdt,  raised  a  cheap  laugh 
against  him  by  referring  him  to  the  Blue 


Books.  There  was,  however,  a  question 
of  fact  involved. 

Mr.  SPEAKEE  :  I  must  point  out  to 
the  hon.  Member  that  he  is  travelling 
beyond  the  limits  of  the  Question  before 
the  House.    

Mr.  MAO  IVER  wished  only  to  illus- 
trate the  commercial  relations  of  Eng- 
land and  France.  Now,  the  answers  of 
the  hon.  Baronet 

Mr.  SPEAKER :  The  hon.  Member 
is  not  in  Order  in  referring  to  past 
debates  of  the  present  Session. 

Mr.  MAO  IVER  said,  he  was  not 
aware  that  the  answers  of  Ministers 
were,  for  the  purposes  of  Order,  regarded 
as  parts  of  past  debates.  His  purpose 
was  merely  to  refer  to  the  Blue  Books, 
and  to  say  that  the  case  which  he  desired 
to  present  could  not  be  better  put  than 
in  the  words  of  M.  Ohallemel-Lacour,  as 
contained  in  one  of  the  Blue  Books 
issued  the  other  day.  M.  Ohallemel- 
Lacour,  at  the  Oonference  held  in  Lon- 
don, June  30,  1881,  and  reported  on 
page  289  of  Blue  Book  •*  Oommercial — 
No.  37  (1881),"  used  these  words— 

''  As  to  the  criticisms  of  the  French  bounties 
to  the  Mercantile  Navy,  they  are  really  quite  out 
of  place,  the  question  having  just  been  definitely 
settled  b^  the  Legislature.  At  the  time  of  the 
preparation  and  voting  of  the  law,  the  English 
Government  might,  perhaps,  have  sought,  by 
diplomatic  means,  to  influence  the  resolutions 
of  the  Government  of  the  Republic ;  but  now 
that  it  has  to  deal  with  an  accomplished  fact,  it 
is  impossible  to  see  the  fitness  or  Uie  use  of  their 
observations,  and  the  French  Commissioners 
consider  it  necessary  to  decline  to  discuss  the 
subject." 

He,  therefore,  contended  that  not  only 
had  this  country  not  received  any  valu- 
able concessions  from  France  as  regards 
the  bounties  on  shipping,  but  that  there 
was  a  time  when  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment could  have  made  diplomatic  repre- 
sentations which  might  have  brought 
about  valuable  concessions.  He  had  now 
accomplished  the  purpose  for  which  he 
rose,  and  he  asked  the  House  that  the  Mo- 
tion of  the  hon.  Member  for  the  Tower 
Hamlets  should  not  suffer  by  anything 
he  (Mr.  Mac  Iver)  had  said,  because  that 
Motion  had  really  nothing  whatever  to 
do  with  those  questions  of  fact  on  which 
he  was  at  issue  with  the  Under  Secretary 
of  State  for  Foreign  Affairs.  Many  men 
of  all  shades  of  politics  regarded  the 
Motion  of  the  hon.  Member  for  the 
Tower  Hamlots  as  raising  cyi^«l\a\i^  ^^ 
more  im]poilancQ  \\iWk.^^TVj  ^^tskA^'^^- 
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tions,  because  it  yitally  affected  the 
prosperity  of  our  people;  and  he  ap- 
pealed to  the  House  to  deal  with  it  in 
that  spirit.  But  before  sitting  down 
he  desired  to  point  out  that  the  ships 
"which,  under  the  bounty  system,  the 
French  were  now  having  built  in  the 
yards  of  this  country  and  of  Scotland, 
and  which  for  the  moment  provided  em- 
ployment for  our  workpeople,  were  built 
here  simply  because  every  shipbuilding 
yard  in  France  was  full,  and  only  the 
surplus  orders  came  to  this  country. 
That  was  not  a  state  of  things  that  was 
likely  to  last,  and  those  who  relied  upon 
its  continuance  were  like  the  person  in 
the  fable  who  killed  the  goose  that  laid 
the  golden  egg.  The  rolling  mills  of 
America  were  increasing  rapidly,  and  in 
a  few  months  they  would  be  able  to 
make  more  rails  than  they  could  use. 
The  trade  of  Sheffield  was  only  tempo- 
rarily brisk,  and  the  revival  would  not 
last.  He  thought  that  every  thoughtful 
man,  knowing  the  condition  of  things, 
would  feel  in  sympathy  with  the  Beso- 
lution  before  the  House. 

Sir  CHAELES  W.  DILKE  said, 
he  felt  a  difficulty  in  replying  to  the 
hon.  Gentleman  who  had  just  spoken, 
because  he  wished  to  avoid  being  called 
to  Order,  as  the  hon.  Gentleman  had 
been  twice  in  the  course  of  his  speech. 
Perhaps,  however,  he  might  be  allowed 
the  same  latitude  as  was  permitted  to 
the  hon.  Gentleman.  The  hon.  Member 
had  referred  to  the  question  of  shipping 
bounties;  but  the  question  now  under 
discussion  related  to  Foreign  Tariffs,  and 
shipping  bounties  were  not  made  the  sub- 
ject of  Foreign  Tariffs  at  all,  and  never 
had  been  so  treated.  The  hon.  Gentle- 
man had  quoted  the  words  of  M.  Chal- 
lemel-Lacour  at  the  London  Conference, 
and  had  said  that  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment might  have  sought  by  diplomatic 
means  to  influence  the  views  of  the 
French  Government  in  regard  to  those 
bounties.  Now,  the  hon.  Member  was 
informed  long  ago  that  such  diplomatic 
representations  had  been  made.  [Mr. 
Mao  Iyer:  But  made  without  result.] 
What  did  the  hon.  Member  think  ought 
to  have  been  done  ?  The  hon.  Member 
said  that  the  observations  of  M.  Chal- 
lemel-Lacour  concluded  the  matter.  He 
had  advised  the  hon.  Member  to  read 
the  Blue  Books,  and  he  must  repeat  the 
advice.  At  the  Conference  in  Paris  he 
had  returned  to  the  subject  and  made  a 
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speech ;  and  the  hon.  Member  was  not 
correct  in  saying  that  those  were  the  last 
representations  made  on  the  matter.  It 
would  be  out  of  Order,  however,  to  dis- 
cuss that  question  at  length,  because  it 
did  not  fall  properly  within  the  scope  of 
Foreign  Tariffs,  the  subject  immediately 
before  the  House.  The  speech  of  the 
hon.  Member  for  the  Tower  Hamlets 
(Mr.Bitchie)had  been  already  admirably 
dealt  with  by  his  hon.  Friend  the  Mem- 
ber for  Oxfordshire  (Mr.  Cartwright), 
whose  remarks  he  was  very  sorry  to 
hear  characterized  by  the  hon.  Member 
for  Birkenhead  (Mr.  Mac  Iver)  as  non- 
sense— a  word  seldom  used  in  the  House, 
and  one  certainly  very  inapplicable  to 
the  carefully-reasoned  speech  of  his  hon. 
Friend.  The  observations  of  the  hon. 
Membeir  for  the  Tower  Hamlets  would 
be  further  dealt  with  by  his  right  hon. 
Friend  the  President  of  the  Soard  of 
Trade ;  but  he  could  not  help  remark- 
ing that  the  hon.  Member  for  the  Tower 
Hamlets  had  proved  nothing;  but  he 
had  simply  stated  the  case  of  his  oppo- 
nents, and  had  wound  up  by  alleging 
that  their  observations  were  absurd,  fuU 
of  fallacies,  or  unworthy  of  the  atten- 
tion of  the  House.  His  speech  was 
evidently  intended  to  be  popular  with 
the  Protectionist  Party,  without  courage- 
ously and  distinctly  raising  the  flag  of 
Protection.  By  hinting  not  obscurely  in 
his  closing  words  at  the  policy  of  Retalia- 
tion, he  showed  that  he  had  that  Pro- 
tectionist leaning  which  he  had  earlier 
disclaimed. 

Mr.  STAVELEY  HILL  said,  that 
the  controversy  between  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Birkenhead  and  the  Under  Secre- 
tary of  State  for  Foreign  Affairs,  was  an 
incident  in  the  debate  with  which  the  Ke- 
Bolution  before  the  House  had  but  little 
to  do.  He  shDuld  contend  that  there 
might  very  well  be  Retaliation  without 
any  view  to  Protection  at  all.  Retalia- 
tion had  not  necessarily  anything  what- 
ever to  do  with  Protection.  Protec- 
tionists advocated  the  imposition  of 
duties  either  to  foster  exotic  trades,  or 
to  unduly  encourage  natural  trades ;  bat 
a  retaliatory  duty  might  be  put  on  for 
fiscal  purposes,  without  its  being  a  pro- 
tective duty.  It  did  not  follow  that  be- 
cause a  duty  which  was  put  on  for  one 
Eurpose  might  incidentally  and  partially 
ave  another  result,  that  it  was  to  take 
its  character  from  that  result ;  it  would 
be  just  as  reasonable  to  speak  of  drying 
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the  skin  as  tlie  wettine  of  a  towel.  The 
hon.  Member  for  Oxfordshire  (Mr. 
Cartwright)  had  spoken  of  farmers  giv- 
ing speculative  rents  in  1875.  What  he 
believed  from  the  instances  within  his 
own  knowledge  was,  that  farms  were 
taken  speculatively  and  money  bor- 
rowed to  carry  them  on  with,  and  that 
the  loans  involved  the  borrowers  in  dif- 
ficulties. But  he  believed  there  were 
very  few  instances  in  which  farms  were 
taken  at  enhanced  rents  on  the  faith  of 
a  future  prosperity.  The  Amendment 
of  which  he  had  given  Notice  was  in 
the  following  terms  : — 

'  *  That,  with  a  view  to  bring  about  a  reduction 
of  the  heavy  Duties  now  levied  in  many  Foreign 
Countries  upon  British  products  and  manu- 
factures, ana  an  assimilation  of  the  fiscal  sys* 
tern  of  the  Colonies  with  that  of  the  Mother 
Country,  it  is  desirable  for  the  purposes  pf  Re- 
venue, and  to  provide  means  for  reUeving  many 
of  the  heavy  burdens  now  pressing  upon  the  pro- 
ducers ana  consumers  of  this  Country,  that 
Duties  should  be  levied  upon  goods  imported 
from  such  Foreign  Countries :  Provided  that 
such  Duties  do  not  interfere  with  the  amount  of 
food  required  by  the  people  of  this  Country." 

This  had  been  spoken  of  as  a  friendly 
Amendment ;  but  he  had  nothing  at  all 
to  do  with  the  Motion,  and  he  thought 
the  hon.  Member  for  the  Tower  Ham- 
lets would  rather  regard  the  Amend- 
ment as  unfriendly.  He  would  not  now 
support  inquiry  by  a  Committee,  unless 
the  proposed  terms  of  Heference  could 
be  very  much  enlarged.  Although  he 
might  on  other  grounds  advocate  the 
appointment  of  a  Committee,  he  would 
not  do  so  if  it  were  only  to  inquire  into 
the  question  of  duties  levied  by  foreign 
countries,  and  were  not  to  inquire 
whether,  in  any  circumstances,  import 
duties  might  not  be  levied  by  this 
country  without  their  having  a  pro- 
tective character.  It  was  in  May,  1869, 
that  he  moved  for  a  Committee  to  in- 
quire into  the  working  of  the  French 
Treaty.  He  had  just  been  returned  for 
Coventry,  which  had  been  vitally  afiPected 
by  it ;  and  as  the  term  of  the  Treaty 
was  to  expire  in  a  year,  he  thought  he 
might  fairly  move  for  a  Committee  of 
Inquiry.  The  Motion  was  opposed  by 
the  Chancellor  of  the  Duchy  of  Lan- 
caster on  the  ground  that  the  time  was 
hardly  suitable ;  and  he  was  led  to  be- 
lieve that  the  Motion  might  be  renewed 
in  the  following  Session  with  more  hope 
of  success.  He,  however,  went  to  a  di- 
vision; in  which  the  numbers  were  less 


than  they  would  have  been  had  it  not 
been  that  at  the  time  it  occurred  Lord 
Cairns  was  speaking  on  the  Irish  Church 
in  the  other  House,  and  many  Members 
were  listening  to  him.  The  proposal 
was  renewed  in  May,  1870,  by  way  of 
Amendment,  to  a  Motion  by  the  hon. 
Member  for  Manchest'Or  (Mr.  Birley), 
and  since  then  he  had  not  troubled  the 
House  on  the  subject,  but  had  patiently 
waited  until  it  should  have  fully  ripened. 
What  had  been  the  result  of  our  ex- 
perience of  the  Treaty?  It  had  ex- 
pired, and  it  had  had  no  mourners  at 
all.  There  was  no  mistake  about  the 
depth  of  the  feeling  that  pervaded  the 
country  on  the  subject.  He  had  never 
mentioned  it  at  meetings  in  StafiPord- 
shire  and  Lancashire,  in  manufacturing 
or  agricultural  districts,  but  the  refer- 
ence had  been  received  with  enthusiasm. 
He  had  been  urged  to  bring  it  forward 
earlier,  and  in  not  doing  so  had  sub- 
jected himself  to  violent  restraint.  He 
was  no  Protectionist  at  all ;  and  he  had 
never  said  a  word  in  favour  of  pro- 
tective duties,  not  even  when  he  was 
Member  for  Coventry.  If  anything 
like  protective  duties  were  to  be  levied, 
they  must  be  levied  for  a  purpose  wholly 
different  from  Protection,  and  that  must 
be  only  of  an  incidental  character. 
The  title  of  the  pamphlet  which  had 
been  alluded  to  assumed  that  there  was 
a  question  of  **  Free  Trade  venus  Fair 
Trade."  He  denied  that  there  was  any 
such  suit.  The  advocates  of  Fair  Trade 
were  out-and-out  Free  Traders  in  the 
fullest  and  most  complete  sense  of  the 
term.  If  they  advocated  Fair  Trade,  it 
was  simply  in  order  that  they  might 
bring  about  more  complete  Free  Trade 
than  we  had  had  up  to  the  present.  He 
was  sorry  that  a  pamphlet  containing 
such  controversial  statements  had  been 
issued  by  a  permanent  Under  Secretary 
for  whom  they  had  the  highest  regard. 
In  one  paragraph,  on  page  4,  sentiments 
were  imputed  to  the  hon.  Member  for 
Preston  (Mr.  Ecroyd),  which  he  dis- 
avowed ;  they  were  put  into  turned 
commas,  as  if  they  were  a  quotation 
from  a  speech ;  and  the  hon.  Member 
declared  that  he  had  never  spoken  the 
word,  nor  held  the  views  that  were  attri- 
buted to  him.  He  would  pass  away 
from  this  part  of  the  subject  with  the 
remark  that,  Free  Traders  as  they  were^ 
it  was  absurd  to  ^xi^^^^XXi^X.'Ccvfe^wi^^^V 
1  England  couY4.\iQ  ydAnlr^^  \»  ^^«^\.^x^^ 
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Trade  by  suoli  childish  nonsense  as  was 
put  forward  in  this  book.  There  was  one 
further  point  he  would  mention  as  an 
instance.  Mr.  Farrer  went  through  the 
countries  of  the  world  which  were  Pro- 
tectionists, and  which,  therefore,  con- 
stituted the  bulk  of  the  world,  and 
said  that  they  sinned  against  light  and 
against  knowledge.  It  was  nonsense 
for  him  to  assert  that  a  country  could 
not  be  Protectionist  and  yet  be  success- 
ful; it  was  nonsense  for  him  to  state 
that  countries  were  becoming  more  and 
more  inclined  to  Free  Trade.  What  was 
the  case  ?  France  had  put  an  end  to  the 
Commercial  Treaty  with  this  country, 
because  she  found  that  our  imports  into 
France  were  slightly  increasing.  On 
every  item  on  which  a  somewhat  in- 
creased import  was  shown  she  had 
pressed  for  increased  duties.  In  three 
years  the  import  of  paper  into  France 
had  increased  by  £490,000  a-year ;  that 
was  stopped  by  the  imposition  of  a  high 
duty.  It  was  obvious  that  France  was 
determined  to  prevent  any  increase  in 
our  importations  to  her,  and  to  become, 
in  an  evil  sense  of  the  word.  Protec- 
tionist. With  regard  to  Canada,  Mr. 
Farrer  asserted  that  she  had  greatly  in- 
creased her  Tariffs,  and  that  they  bade 
fair  to  rival  the  monstrous  Tariffs  of  the 
United  States.  Did  he  mean  to  assert 
that  Canada  was  not  prosperous  ?  She 
had  to  put  on  duties  simply  to  bring  her 
up  to  the  level  of  the  United  States,  and 
to  prevent  capital  which  might  otherwise 
come  to  her  going  to  the  United  States. 
She  tried,  under  the  Mackenzie  Govern- 
ment, the  policy  of  pure  Free  Trade,  and 
the  result  was  that  nearly  everyone  in 
Canada  was  being  ruined  and  made 
bankrupt.  Then,  in  1879,  Sir  John  A. 
Macdonald  went  through  the  country 
advocating  his  National  policy,  which 
was  Protectionist.  It  had  been  adopted, 
but  the  authors  had  distinctly  disclaimed 
that  it  had  been  adopted  against  the 
Mother  Country,  and  alleged  that  it  had 
been  introduced  only  as  a  protection 
against  the  United  States.  What  had 
been  the  result  of  that  policy  ?  When 
he  travelled  through  the  country  with 
the  hon.  Member  for  Oxfordshire,  a 
short  time  back,  they  scarcely  found  one 
pour  person.  Instead  of  the  difficulties 
with  which  the  country  had  to  contend, 
when  the  Mackenzie  policy  was  the  rule, 
Canada  now  was  one  of  the  most  pros- 
perous countries  in  the  world.    But  it 
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was  upon  the  United  States  that  Mr. 
Farrer  poured  out  the  full  vials  of  his 
wrath.  They  were  the  greatest  sinners, 
for  they  were  the  most  intelligent,  and 
ought  to  know  so  much  better  than  to 
adopt  Protection.  Yet  their  present 
Tariffs  ranged  from  85  to  100  per  cent, 
which,  said  Mr.  Farrer,  "  was  probably 
as  near  Protection  as  a  working  Tariff 
could  be."  Yet  in  the  United  States,  in 
1880,  the  imports  exceeded  the  exports  ; 
£64,000,000  were  paid  off  the  Debt,  and 
£20,000.000  were  borrowed  at  3  per 
cent.  That  was  the  effect  of  Protection 
upon  the  United  States.  How  did  Mr. 
Farrer  account  for  the  prosperity  of  the 
United  States  ?  He  said  that  such  were 
the  magnificent  natural  advantages  en- 
joyed by  the  country,  and  such  the  bless- 
ings of  Providence,  that,  in  spite  of  the 
folly  of  man,  the  United  States  did  an 
enormous  trade  with  us,  and  were  in  a 
prosperous  condition.  Did  Mr.  Farrer 
suppose  that  Providence  was  unduly 
kind  to  the  United  States  ?  It  would  be 
very  much  better  if  Free  Traders  were  to 
argue  this  question  in  a  different  man- 
ner. It  would  be  very  much  better  for 
them  to  admit,  as  all  must  admit,  that  it 
was  possible  for  a  country,  and  especially 
for  a  new  country,  to  be  Protectionist 
and  yet  to  be  prosperous.  In  discussing 
this  question  they  naturally  came  to  the 
consideration  of  the  relation  of  imports 
and  exports.  He  believed  that  a  coun- 
try might  become  very  rich,  so  far  as 
money  went,  by  reason  of  cheap  im- 
ports. To  quote  the  words  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  Manchester  (Mr.  Birley),  in 
1870— 

"  However  beneficial  it  might  be  to  the 
moneyed  circle,  to  the  trading  class,  as  distinct 
from  the  manufacturing  class,  and  to  the  com- 
mercial and  shipping  interests,  it  had  not  given 
any  additional  employment  to  the  workpeople 
of  this  country,  but  had  had  rather  the  opposite 
effect."— [3  Hansard,  cci.  113.] 

If  that  were  so,  he  did  not  think  that  the 
manufacturer  should  be  protected  at  the 
expense  of  the  two  former  classes ;  but 
they  had  to  consider  whether  the  State 
owed  the  manufacturer  anything.  What 
were  the  burdens  which  had  been  placed 
on  the  manufacturing  classes  ?  By  their 
different  sanitary  laws  they  had  laid 
upon  the  manufacturing  classes  very 
heavy  and  expensive  burdens.  The 
Mines  Hegulation  Act,  the  Factory  Acts, 
and  many  other  Acts  of  Parliament  had 
laid  great  and  expensive  burdens  upon 
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{he  manufacturing  interests.  He  was 
not  alone  in  holding  that  view.  He  held 
in  his  hand  a  Heport  containing  the 
Tiews  of  the  largest  ironmasters  in  Eng- 
land and  Scotland.  They  said  that  one 
of  the  arguments  used  in  1860  by  the 
French,  in  the  discussions  on  the  high 
duties  on  iron  imports  into  France,  was 
that  the  French  ironmasters  were  then 
at  a  great  disadvantage,  in  consequence 
of  the  legal  restrictions  placed  upon 
ihem.  The  French  ironmasters,  there- 
fore, claimed  to  be  entitled  to  put  for  ward 
the  extra  cost  of  production  thrown  upon 
them  as  a  reason  for  the  duty.  That  argu- 
ment was  accepted  by  Mr.  Cob  den  as  a 
reason  why  the  French  should  put  high 
duties  on  iron.  The  Beport  then  went 
on  to  say  that  there  was  no  longer  any 
necessity  for  the  imposition  of  that 
duty.  Affairs  had  now  changed,  and  it 
was  the  English  manufacturers  who 
were  put  to  considerable  expense  in  the 
production  of  iron  ore  ;  and  the  Eeport 
urged,  therefore,  unless  the  French  duty 
were  reduced,  a  retaliatory  duty  should 
be  put  on  by  this  country.  He  might 
Bay  that  he  had  not  selected  that  instance 
because  it  was  the  strongest.  He 
thought  that  there  was  a  right  to  place  a 
certain  import  duty  on  goods  coming 
into  this  country  under  circumstances 
such  as  these  without  it  being  considered 
a  Protectionist  duty.     Very  heavy  ex- 

fenses  were  laid  upon  the  manufacturers 
y  the  Sanitary  Laws ;  and  how  did  they 
find  other  countries  acted  in  the  like 
circumstances?  He  hoped  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  President  of  the 
Board  of  Trade  would  have  obtained 
details  from  their  Ambassadors  abroad  as 
to  the  cost  of  production  in  France, 
Switzerland,  and  Germany,  and  of  any 
sanitary  regulations  in  force  in  those 
countries  tending  to  increase  the  cost  of 
production.  Though  they  had  not  that 
information  before  them,  yet  they  knew 
that  there  was  no  law  in  France  such  as 
that  which  most  properly  existed  in  this 
country  for  protecting  the  health  of 
workmen  and  shortening  the  hours  of 
labour.  He  believed  that  a  Bill  regu- 
lating the  hours  of  labour  was  lately  in- 
troduced into  the  French  Assembly  and 
rejected.  The  proposition  was  rejected 
on  the  ground  that  it  would  be  a  burden 
on  labour.  A  foreign  producer  could, 
as  it  were,  smuggle  into  this  country 
articles  free  from  sanitary  requirements, 
which  could  not  be  produced  here  with- 
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out  those  sanitary  requirements  which 
our  Legislature  had  imposed.  Now, 
then,  came  the  question,  could  we 
determine  upon  any  fip^ures  that  would 
represent  the  cost  which  the  law  put  on 
ordinary  manufactures  which  did  not 
fall  upon  such  articles  in  foreign 
countries  ?  He  said  we  could.  He  had 
carefully  gone  through  the  figures  pre- 
sented to  him,  and  he  ventured  to  say 
that  the  bulk  of  the  goods  manufactured 
in  England  were  produced  at  a  greater 
cost  by  10  per  cent  in  consequence  of 
sanitary  regulations  such  as  he  had  re- 
ferred to.  Were  we  not,  therefore,  en- 
titled to  place  an  import  duty  of  10  per 
cent  upon  similar  goods  coming  from 
countries  where  there  were  no  sanitary 
regulations  ?  He,  for  one,  would  not  put 
forward  any  desire  that  there  should  not 
be  a  considerable  import  of  manufac- 
tured goods  from  foreign  countries. 
There  were  many  things  produced  by 
foreign  countries  which  we  required,  and 
which  it  would  be  absolute  folly,  by  pro- 
tective duties,  to  foster  the  manufacture 
of  here.  There  was  an  import  of  manu- 
factured goods,  as  far  as  he  could  ascer- 
tain, of  from  £60,000,000  to£70,000,000. 
He  did  not  know  whether  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  President  of  the  Board 
of  Trade  agreed  in  that ;  but  that  was 
the  figure,  as  far  as  he  had  been  able 
to  get  it  from  Mr.  Farrer's  book. 

Mr.  CHAMBERLAIN :  The  imports 
of  manufactured  goods  amount  to 
£35,000,000. 

Mr.  STAVELEY  HILL :  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  had  knowledge  on  these 
matters ;  but  he  (Mr.  Staveley  Hill)  had 
gone  through  the  figures  many  times 
and  put  the  amount  higher.  However, 
taking  the  amount  at  £35,000,000,  a  10 
per  cent  duty  would  yield  £3,600,000. 
There  were  many  things  which  might 
be  done  with  the  £3,500,000.  There 
were  taxes  which  might  be  made  light, 
,and  which  at  present  pressed  heavily  on 
the  shoulders  of  people.  The  Chancellor 
of  the  Exchequer  might  deal  with  the 
great  question  of  tea,  and  also  with  the 
question  of  beer;  and  not  only  that, 
but  he  could  easily  understand  that  the 
very  placing  of  such  a  fiscal  duty  upon 
foreign  countries,  while  it  would  not  in 
any  way  be  a  protecting  duty,  or  at  aU 
interfere  with  the  importation  of  any 
manufactured  goods  from  abroad,  would 
act  as  a  deterrent  against  the  raising  of 
Foreign  Tariffis.    It  would   tlqi\.  Vytv\\% 
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about  a  war,  nor  should  we  look  to  its 
brin^in^  about  a  war  of  hostile  Tariffs. 
He  hoped  he  would  not  be  regarded  in 
what  he  was  going  to  say  as  unduly 
pandering  to  working  men.  He  was 
not  one  of  those  who  wished  to  put  the 
working  man  in  any  way  above  his 
fellows.  As  far  as  they  were  a  numerous 
body,  they  were  entitled  to  greater  con- 
sideration than  any  other  set  of  men ; 
but  he  was  not  one  of  those  who  would 
urge  any  argument  in  favour  of  the 
working  man,  simply  because  he  hap- 
pened to  be  one  of  a  most  numerous 
Dody.  But  this  was  a  question  essen- 
tially for  working  men,  because  an  in- 
creased importation  of  manufactured 
goods  affected  the  demand  for  work 
of  the  wage-earning  class.  Imports 
during  the  year  1880  had  risen  from 
£258,000,000  to  £318,000,000,  being  an 
increase  of  £60,000,000,  and  the  import 
of  manufactured  goods  had  increased 
£23,500,000.  How  did  that  affect  the 
labour  of  the  wage-earning  class,  be- 
cause the  proposition  which  he  had 
before  him  was  that  the  importation  of 
manufactured  goods  increased  the  de- 
mand for  labour  of  the  wage-earning 
class  ?  He  took  as  an  instance  of  that 
what  took  place  in  Germany  during  the 
Franco-German  War.  In  1870  there 
broke  out  that  war  of  desolation — the 
Franco-German  War — and  during  that 
war  there  were  drawn  from  productive 
industry  in  Germany  1,250,000  men. 
Those  were  men  who  were  absolutely 
engaged  under  arms ;  but  when  he 
added  to  them  those  persons  who  were 
not  employed  in  productive  labour,  the 
total  of  the  men  withdrawn  from  pro- 
ductive industry  was  close  upon  2, 000, 000. 
Before  the  war  the  excess  of  imports 
into  Germany  over  exports  was  about 
£15,000,000.  In  1876,  when  productive 
labour  might  be  supposed  to  have  re- 
turned to  its  ordinary  channel,  the  ex- 
cess of  imports  over  exports  was  about, 
£13,000.000.  In  five  years,  from  1871  to 
1875  inclusive,  we  mi^ht  take  the  total 
excess  of  manufactured  goods  imported 
into  Germany  over  those  exported  at 
£1 15,000,000,  and,  dividing  that  by  five, 
we  got  an  average  excess  of  23,000,000 
a- year.  How  was  that  paid  for?  France 
paid  to  Germany  a  War  Indemnity  of 
£200,000,000,  and  out  of  that  was  paid 
by  Germany  about  £100  per  man  for 
two  years  to  the  1,365,000  who  were  un- 
der arms.  A  portion  of  the  £200,000,000 
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was  paid  by  France  out  of  capital ;  but 
the  remainder  was  paid  in  goods  sup- 
plied to  Germany.  If  we  knew  how 
that  excess  of  imports  diminished  the 
employment  of  productive  labour,  we 
had  gone  far  to  show  that  the  excess  of 
imports  from  France  lessened  the  de- 
mand for  productive  labour.  He  argued 
that,  as  an  excess  of  unemployed  labour 
led  to  an  excess  of  imports,  so  was  an 
abnormal  excess  of  imports  the  measure 
of  the  unemployed  labour  in  a  country 
at  a  g^ven  time.  If,  during  one  of  the 
years  alluded  to  by  the  hon.  Member  for 
the  Tower  Hamlets  (Mr.  Ritchie),  there 
was  an  excess  of  imported  manufactured 
g^ods  over  exports  to  the  extent  of 
£24,000,000,  the  effect  must  have  been 
that  £18,000,000  were  taken  from  the 
wa^e-earning  class,  if  75  per  cent  were 
understood  to  represent  the  labour  upon 
manufactured  goods.  It  was  clear  now 
that  the  Frencn  Treaty  was  unsatisfac- 
tory ;  it  was  not  really  based  upon  the 
principle  of  reciprocal  advantag^e,  as 
such  Treaties  ought  to  be,  according  to 
the  dictum  of  Mr.  Huskisson  in  1830. 
He  held  that  we  should  either  become 

Earties  to  a  Treaty  which  was  a  fair 
argain  or  have  our  hands  untied.  Eng- 
land, however,  might  with  advantage 
enter  into  a  Commercial  Customs  Union 
with  her  Colonies,  which  in  a  few  years 
time  would  be  able  to  supply  the  Mother 
Country  with  as  much  corn  as  she  could 
wish  for.  Though  he  could  not  move 
the  Amendment  of  which  he  had  given 
Notice,  he  maintained  in  the  terms 
which  he  had  placed  upon  the  Paper 
that,  with  a  view  to  bring  about  a  re- 
duction of  the  heavy  duties  now  levied 
in  many  foreign  countries  upon  British 
products  and  manufactures,  it  was  de- 
sirable that  duties  of  a  light  character, 
amounting,  say,  to  10  per  cent,  should  be 
levied  upon  manufactured  goods  im- 
ported from  such  foreign  countries,  pro- 
vided that  such  duties  did  not  interfere 
with  the  amount  of  food  required  by  the 
people  of  this  country. 

Sib  JOHN  LUBBOCK:  Sir,  the 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for  the 
Tower  Hamlets  (Mr.  Bitchie)  proposes  a 
Committee  with  so  wide  a  reference  and 
so  vast  a  subject  that,  in  fact,  to  go 
into  the  whole  question  not  one,  but 
half-a-dozen  Committees,  would  be  re- 
quired. The  Resolution  as  it  stands 
would  cover  all  fiscal  enactments — not 
only  our  own,  but  those  of  all  foreign 
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nations— nay,  it  would  include  all  mea- 
sures beariugon  commerce  and  manufac- 
tures— such,  for  instance,  as  the  Mines 
Begulation,  Factories,  and  other  similar 
Bills.  I  cannot  imagine  that  it  could 
ever  be  wise  to  appoint  a  Committee 
with  functions  so  indefinite ;  but  even  if 
some  reasonable  limitations  were  imposed 
on  the  scope  of  the  inquiry,  we  ought  to 
ask  ourselves  what  ground  there  is  for 
hope  that  such  a  Committee  could  lead 
to  any  good  result.  I  do  not,  indeed, 
wonder  that  the  hon.  Member  should 
propose  such  a  Resolution.  During  the 
Kecess  we  heard,  over  and  over  again, 
that  Free  Trade  had  failed,  that  Fair 
Trade  was  necessary  for  the  interests  of 
the  country.  These  views  were  indus- 
triously circulated  throughout  the  Pro- 
vinces; and  in  agricultural  districts  hints 
were  thrown  about  of  a  5«.  duty  on  corn, 
which  was  to  bring  in  a  considerable 
revenue,  and  raise  the  value  of  wheat, 
but  not  the  price  of  bread.  When  Par- 
liament met,  the  hon.  Member  for  South 
Nottinghamshire  (Mr.  Storer),  who  ac- 
cepted these  statements  in  good  faith, 
placed  on  the  Notice  Paper  an  elaborate 
Sesolution,  which  set  out  all  these  argu- 
ments, and  having  secured  the  first  place 
on  a  Tuesday  evening,  naturally  ex- 
pected that  he  would  be  supported  by 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member 
for  North  Lincolnshire  (Mr.  J.  Lowther) 
and  his  Friends.  They  were  not,  how- 
ever, prepared  in  this  House  to  defend 
the  views  advocated  on  Provincial  plat- 
forms, or  to  recommend  a  5s,  duty  on 
wheat.  In  hopes  of  encouraging  them,  the 
hon.  Member  for  South  Nottinghamshire, 
only  the  evening  before  his  Hesolution 
was  to  come  on,  threw  overboard  half 
of  it ;  but,  notwithstanding  this  conces- 
sion on  his  part,  his  Friends  could  not 
be  induced  to  face  a  discussion  here. 
They  left  the  House,  and  allowed  it  to 
be  counted  out.  The  country  will  draw 
its  own  conclusions.  But  it  was  neces- 
sary to  do  something,  and  the  hon. 
Member  for  the  Tower  Hamlets  (Mr. 
Sitchie)  now  comes  forward  with  a  Mo- 
tion intended  to  cover  the  retreat  of  his 
hon.  Friends.  What  can  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber seriously  expect  from  an  inquiry  so 
vaguely  indicated  and  so  unlimited  in 
its  scope  ?  I  fear,  indeed,  that  to  accept 
the  Eesolution  would  defeat  the  very 
object  professed  by  the  hon.  Gentleman. 
It  would  be  interpreted  abroad  to  mean 
that  our  experience  had  created  doubts^ 


after  all,  as  to  the  wisdom  of  Free 
Trade ;  and  it  might,  therefore,  tend  to 
weaken  the  Free  Trade  Party  in  foreign 
countries.  The  hon.  Member  confines  his 
Motion  to  the  duties  imposed  by  foreign 
countries,  and  wishes,  as  I  understand, 
to  encourage  our  trade  with  our  own 
Colonies  rather  than  with  foreign  coun- 
tries ;  but  if  we  are  to  commence  a  war 
of  Tariffs,  we  should  be  acting  in  the 
very  opposite  direction.  According  to 
Eetums  recently  obtained  by  the  noble 
Lord  the  Member  for  Liverpool  (Vis- 
count Sandon)  and  the  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Member  for  the  University  of  Oxford 
(Mr.  J.  G.  Talbot),  it  would  appear 
that,  with  the  exception  of  Bussia,  most 
foreign  countries  have  lowered  their  Tariff 
in  the  last  20  years.  That  is  the  case 
with  Holland,  Belgium,  France,  Den- 
mark, Norway,  Sweden,  Italy,  Austria, 
and  Hungary.  On  the  other  hand,  it 
is  a  melancholy  fact  that  our  own  Colo- 
nies show  a  tendency  towards  Protec- 
tion. The  duties  in  Victoria,  South 
Australia,  Western  Australia,  New 
Zealand,  Queensland,  Canada,  and  the 
Cape  of  Good  Hope  are  all  higher 
than  they  were  in  1860.  New  South 
Wales  and  the  West  Indies  are 
honourable  exceptions;  but  the  result 
is  that  in  any  system  of  differential 
duties  the  tendency  would  be  to  raise 
the  taxation  on  imports  from  most  of 
our  own  Colonies,  and  lower  them  on 
those  from  most  foreign  countries.  It 
seems  to  be  generally  assumed  that  our 
trade  suffers  from  the  Protectionist 
policy  of  other  countries.  Speakers 
often  say  they  are  for  F^ee  Trade,  but 
not  for  one-sided  Free  Trade.  But  how 
does  this  matter  really  stand  ?  Suppose 
the  simplest  case — that  all  the  world  was 
Protectionist  except  ourselves.  What 
would  be  the  result?  Every  country 
would  produce  some  commodity  in  excess 
of  its  requirements,  which  it  would  ex- 
port. How  is  it  to  be  paid  ?  Our  manu- 
facturers, obtaining,  as  by  the  hypothesis 
they  would,  food,  raw  material,  and  semi- 
manufactured products  duty  free,  would 
be  placed  at  an  overwhelming  advantage 
as  compared  with  other  manufacurers ; 
every  other  country  would  find  they 
could  purchase  most  satisfactorily  in 
Great  Britain ;  and  our  manufacturers 
would,  therefore,  gradually  absorb  the 
trade  of  the  world.  This  is,  in  fact,  what, 
to  a  certain  extent,  ha^^^^ia  «s«CLi:iSi^ .  'V 
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tinotly — What  is  the  country  with  refer- 
ence to  which  he  would  desire  to  raise 
our  Tariff?    It  cannot  be  France,  who 
has  just  passed  a  Bill  to  place  us  on  the 
most  favourable  footing.    I  have  shown 
that,  unfortunately,  our  own  Colonies — 
the  countrymen  of  Cobden  and  Bright 
—are  at  present  most  behindhand  in  the 
science  of  political  economy ;  but  I  pre- 
sume the  hon.  Gentleman  does  not  wish 
to  interpose  any  artificial  barriers  be- 
tween us  and  them.     Probably  he  is 
thinking  either  of  Kussia  or    of   the 
United  States.     But,  as  regards  Eussia, 
we  import  from  that  country  no  appre- 
ciable quantity  of  manufactured  articles 
—less,  I  believe,  than  £250,000.     She 
supplies  us  mainly  with  food  and  raw 
materials,  which  no  one  seriously  pro- 
poses to  tax.     Moreover,  the  only  effect 
of  putting  a  differential  duty  on  Bus- 
sian  produce  would  be  that  it  would 
come  round  through  Germany,  and  we 
should  pay  the  railway  fare.    Let  us, 
then,   turn  to  the   United    States.     I 
must  say,  in  commencing,  that  I  doubt 
if  England  would  ever  consent  to  impose 
differential  duties  as  against  any  Eng- 
lish-speaking race.     For  the  moment, 
however,  we  will  discuss  the  question 
purely  on  economical  grounds.     We  ex- 
port to  the  United   States  £38,000,000 ; 
while    our    imports    of    manufactured 
articles  are    less    than   £3,000,000,    a 
large  proportion  of  which  consist  of  in- 
genious American  devices.     The  impor- 
tation of  American  manufactures,  there- 
fore, is  so  small,  that  it  cannot  have  any 
appreciable  effect  on  the  gigantic  pro- 
portions of  our  national  commerce.     But 
let  us  look  into  the  matter  a  little  fur- 
ther, and  consider  the  effect  of  the  Ame- 
rican protective  duties  on  her  own  inte- 
rests.    The  United  States  produce  great 
quantities  of  food  and  of  cotton.     These 
she  exports.     How  is  she  to  be  paid  ? 
She  does  not  require  gold  or  silver,  for 
her  own  mines  supply  her.     She  must, 
therefore,  import  manufactures.    What, 
then,  is  the  result  of  her  protective  duties? 
Who  pays  them  ?    Our  manufacturers, 
of  course,  send  their  goods  to  the  best 
market.     They  will  not  sell  them  to  the 
United  States  if  they  can  get  better  prices 
elsewhere.     The   American   consumer, 
therefore,  pays  in  the  price  of  the  article 
not  only  the  whole  cost  of  the  produc- 
tion,  but  also  the  so-called  protective 
duties  imposed  by  his  own  Government. 
The  effect  of  those  duties  is  to  raise  prices 
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in  the  United  States,  to  a  certain  extent  to 
divert  American  capital  from  more  profit- 
able to  less  profitable  employments,  and 
to  exclude  American  manufactures  from 
the  markets  of  the  world.     For,  though 
the  Protectionist  policy  of  America  does 
not,  as  a  matter  of  fact,  shut  us  out  of  her 
markets,  it  does  exclude  her  manufactures 
from  the  markets  of  the  world,  because 
her  manufacturers,   having  to   pay  so 
much  more  for  their  raw  materials,  are 
incapacitated  from  competing  with  ours. 
And  what  is  true  of  the  United  States  is 
true  of  other  countries.     They  cannot 
and  do  not  exclude  our  manufactures ; 
but  their  protective  duties,  raising  the 
price  of  raw  materials,  place  their  own 
manufacturers  at  a  disadvantage  as  com- 
pared with  ours,  and  shut  them  out  from 
the  markets  of  the  world.     It  may  be 
said  that  this  is  theoretical.     Let  us, 
then,  contrast  our  figures  with  those  of 
the  United  States— a  country  which  has 
all  the  elements  of  prosperity,  but  which 
has,  unfortunately  for  herself,  adopted 
the  Protectionist  Tariff.   The  population 
of  the  United  States  is  50,000,000,  while 
ours  isonly  35, 000,000.  But  the  American 
manufacturers,  who  are  protected,  only 
export  £17,500,000  ;   while  our  manu- 
facturers, who  are  unprotected,  export 
£191,000,000.    If  we  take  the   whole 
exports  -from  the  United  Kingdom  and 
the  United  States,  per  head  of  the  popu- 
lation, for  the  year  1840,  they  were — 
For  the  United  Kingdom,  £l  18«.  9</. ; 
for  the  United  States,  £1  1 U.  Id,     Last 
year  they  were — For  the  United  King- 
dom, £6  9s,  6d, ;  for  the  United  States, 
£3  Ss.  Id,    Thus,  while  in  the  case  of 
the  United  States  they  had  risen  £  1  1 5s, 
per  head,  in  the  United  Kingdom  they 
had  risen  £4  lOs,  per  head.     If,  on  the 
other  hand,  we  take  the  imports,  the 
amount  of  foreign  productions  brought 
into  the  country  to  promote  the  comfort 
and  well-being  of  our  people,  the  amount 
per  head  last  year  was — For  the  United 
States,  £2  13«.  3d, ;  for  the  United  King- 
dom no  less  than  £11  IBs,  Id,      But  then 
our  opponents   say — **  Oh;   but   that 
is  just  what  we  complain  of.     We  im- 
ported   last    year    £4 1 1,000,000,    and 
we  only    exported   £286,000,000 ;   we 
imported,  therefore,  £125,000,000  more 
than  we  exported  ;    and  if  this  goes 
on  the  country  must  be  ruined."    Why 
should  it  be  ruined?    It  is  estimated 
by  the  best  authorities  that  we  have  to 
receive  £75,000,000  a-year  as  interest. 
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on  our  foreigpi  investments.  Freight, 
eommissions,  and  other  items,  make 
up,  at  least,  £70,000,000  more;  and, 
in  fact,  if  it  were  not  that  we  are 
continually  investing  capital  in  our  Colo- 
nies and  ahroad,  the  difference  between 
our  imports  and  exports  would  certainly 
be  even  greater  than  it  is.  But  the 
whole  complaint  is  most  extraordinary. 
We  imported  these  goods  because  we 
wanted  them.  Nobody  complains  that 
we  had  too  much  foreign  produce ;  but 
they  lament  that  we  did  not  pay  enough 
for  it.  They  complain  that  our  exports 
were  not  larger ;  they  would  like  us  to 
have  given  more  of  our  British  manu- 
factures, more  coal  and  iron,  and  Man- 
chester goods.  If  we  had  exported 
£100,000,000  more— that  is  to  say,  if 
the  imports  had  cost  us  £100,000,000 
more — I  suppose  they  would  have  been 
satisfied.  But  who  ever  before  heard  of 
a  great  Party  making  it  a  serious  com- 
plaint that  we  did  not  pay  enough  for 
what  we  consumed?  Our  exports  are 
what  we  sell,  and  our  imports  are  what 
we  buy.  If  our  Fair  Traders  would 
carry  their  principles  into  private  life, 
and  endeavour  to  enrich  themselves  by 
paying  more  for  all  they  buy,  they  will 
probably  see  the  singular  error  into 
which  they  are  falling.  They  give  to 
Canning's  well-known  lines  quite  a  new 
application.     We  used  to  bo  told  that — 

*^  In  matters  of  Commerce  the  fault  of  the 
Dutch, 
Was  giving  too  little  a&d  asking  too  much." 

But  our  Fair  Traders  have  entirely  re- 
versed this  complaint.  The  fault,  not 
only  of  the  Dutch,  but  of  all  other  na- 
tions, now  is,  according  to  the  Fair 
Traders,  that  they  give  us  too  much  of 
their  produce  in  exchange  for  ours.  If 
the  £400,000,000  which  we  imported 
last  year  had  cost  us  £100,000,000  more 
than  it  did,  the  hon.  Member  would,  ap- 
parently, have  been  perfectly  satisfied. 
The  motto  of  the  Fair  Traders  seems  to 
be  that  the  way  to  make  money  is  to 
buy  in  a  dear  and  sell  in  a  cheap  mar- 
ket, which  will  give  you  the  great  satis- 
faction of  **  increasing  your  exports." 
Was  there  ever  in  this  world  a  more 
singular  fallacy?  I  observed  that  the 
other  day  a  noble  Lord,  arguing  nomi- 
nally for  Fair  Trade,  drifted  uncon- 
sciously into  Protection,  and  frankly 
said  that  he  thought  almost  every  trade 
required  protection.  Well,  if  he  went 
a  Utile  further  and  protected  them  all, 


he  would  see  the  absurdity  of  his  pro- 
posal ;  for  if  everybody,  by  an  elaborate 
machinery,  is  to  pay  for  everybody  else, 
surely  it  is  better  to  let  things  take  their 
natural  course.  The  hon.  Member  for 
Preston  (Mr.  Ecroyd),  in  his  article  in 
The  Nineteenth  Century ,  argued  in  favour 
of  cultivating  our  trade  with  the  Colonies 
rather  than  with  foreign  countries,  be- 
cause, he  said — 

**  In  buying  food  from  our  Colonies  we  enjoy 
a  return  trade  in  our  manufactures  at  least  20 
times  larger  per  head  than  with  the  Americani 
or  Russians." 

But  in  such  an  argument  there  is  a  most 
singular  confusion  of  ideas.  When  we 
import  food,  the  "  return  trade,"  which, 
as  he  quaintly  puts  it,  **  we  enjoy,"  is, 
in  simple  language,  the  price  we  pay  for 
our  provisions.  I  am  not  prepared  to 
admit  that  for  every  quarter  of  wheat 
we  import  from  a  Colony  we  should 
export  20  times  as  great  a  value  in 
manufactured  articles  as  if  we  imported 
the  same  quantity  of  wheat  from  Bussia ; 
but  suppose  it  was  so,  that  is,  after 
all,  only  to  say  that  we  should  pay  20 
times  as  dearly  for  it,  which  would 
surely  be  a  singular  advantage.  Sup- 
pose foreign  countries  sent  us  food,  aud 
that  we  **  enjoyed  "  no  return  trade,  they 
would,  in  fact,  be  giving  us  the  food 
for  nothing.  Germany,  we  know,  has 
recently  adopted,  in  some  measure,  the 
policy  of  h on .  Gentlemen  opposite.  And 
what  has  been  the  result  ?  Has  trade 
improved  ?  On  the  contrary,  the  Reports 
of  the  German  Chambers  of  Commerce 
have  recently  been  collected  together, 
and  the  result  is  that  they  express  an 
almost  unanimous  opinion  that  the  New 
Taritf  has  proved  injurious.  I  observe 
that  the  hon.  Member  for  the  Tower  Ham- 
lets (Mr.  Ritchie)  limits  his  Resolution 
to  foreign  countries,  probably  because, 
if  he  did  not  do  so,  his  Amendment 
would  give  in  practice  differential  du- 
ties in  favour  of  foreign  countries  as 
against  our  Colonies.  He  limits  his 
Amendment,  therefore,  to  foreign  coun- 
tries. Then,  again,  I  believe  he  would 
not  tax  food.  I)oes  he  intend  to  levy 
duties  on  raw  materials  ?  To  tax  raw 
materials  would  certainly  be  no  boon  to 
our  manufacturers.  But  if  they  are  also 
to  be  excluded,  what  remains  ?  Out  of 
a  total  importation  of  £41 1,000,000  there 
are  only  £35,000,000  of  manufactured 
articles  xetain^^iQit  o>3lX  c^nrtl  \\s«k.  "^vyt^- 
lover,  ttiia  comi^^t^Vx^^i   ^\si»i\  ^x^sa. ^a. 
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divided  among  bo  many  countries,  that 
there  is  no  one  on  which  we  could  exer- 
cise any  effective  coercion  by  imposing  a 
duty  on  manufactures,  even  if  we  were 
disposed  to  do  so.  That  any  such  at- 
tempt, however,  would  be  most  dan- 
gerous and  even  suicidal  is,  I  think, 
conclusively  shown,  by  the  fact  that  while 
our  whole  import  of  foreign  manufactures 
is  only  £35,000,000,  our  export  of  manu- 
factures is  £  1 90,000,000,  of  which  nearly 
£95,000,000  is  to  countries  with  Protec- 
tionist Tariffs.  To  engage  in  a  war  of 
Tariffs  under  such  circumstances  would 
be  dangerous  indeed.  But  what  is 
really  the  state  of  our  commerce  ? 
What  has  been  the  course  of  our  ex- 
port trade  of  British  products?  It 
had  gradually  increased,  until,  in  1873, 
it  amounted  to  £255,000,000.  But  in 
1874  there  was  a  change  of  Ministry. 
From  that  time  we  were  disturbed  by 
wars  and  rumours  of  wars.  Whether 
right  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite  were  to 
blame  for  this,  or  whether,  as  they  of 
course  maintain,  these  alarms  were  not 
due  to  any  fault  of  theirs,  is  not  the  ques- 
tion now  before  the  House.  Unquestion- 
ably, however,  the  uncertainty  thus  cre- 
ated affected  our  trade  most  prejudicially. 
From  £255,000,000  in  1873,  it  fell  to 
£240,000,000  in  1874,  £223,000,000  in 
1 875,£200,000,000in  1 876,£  1 98,000,000 
in  1877,  £192,000,000  in  1878,  and 
£191,000,000  in  1879.  Last  year,  hap- 
pily, it  rose  again  to  £223,000,000.  Nay, 
if  the  exports  of  last  year  were  estimated 
at  previous  prices,  the  total  would,  per- 
haps, exceed  that  of  any  former  year. 
Sir,  the  immense  increase  in  our  com- 
merce since  we  adopted  Free  Trade  is 
patent  to  everyone.  To  a  certain,  extent, 
no  doubt,  that  increase  is  due  to  the 
increase  in  population,  the  improvement 
of  machinery,  the  use  of  steam,  and  the 
improved  means  of  locomotion — in  fact, 
to  the  applications  of  practical  science. 
But  th(»Re  advantages  foreign  nations 
sharn  with  us.  Now,  if  we  contrast  our 
foreign  trade  under  the  system  of  Free 
Trade  with  that  of  the  principal  coun-  I 
tries  of  the  world  which  have  that 
system  of  restricted  imports  to  which 
the  hon.  Member  wishes  us  to  revert, 
what  do  we  find  ?  Hussia,  with  a  popu- 
lation of  86,000,000,  has  a  foreign  trade 
of  £183,000,000;  the  United  States, 
with  a  population  of  50,000,000,  has  a 
foreign  trade  of  £290,000,000  ;  Ger- 
many, with  a  population  of  44,000,000, 
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has  a  foreign  trade  of   £350,000,000 
Austria,  with  a  population  of  38,000,000 
has  a  foreign  trade  of   £128,000,000 
France,  with  a  population  of  37,000.000 
has  a  foreign  trade   of  £340,000,000 
while  Great  Britain,  with  a  population 
of  only  35,000,000,  has  a  foreign  trade 
of  £700,000,000.    I  do  not  deny  that 
some  great  interests  are  suffering.   It  is, 
unfortunately,   too  clear  that    farmers 
especially  have  lost  heavily  from  bad 
harvests  during  the  last  five  years.   But, 
Sir,  what  is,  on  the  whole,  the  condition 
of  the  country  at  the  present  time  ?    In 
spite  of  the  bad  harvests,  in  spite  of  our 
enormous  National  Expenditure,  which  I 
am  sure  no  one  regrets  more  than  the 
Prime  Minister,  we  are  making  money 
and  saving  money.    No  doubt  there  have 
been  more  prosperous  times ;  but  yet 
every  indication  shows  that  the  country 
is    increasing    in    wealth.       The    total 
annual  value  in  property  assessed  for  the 
Income  Tax  in  1870  was  £445,000.000 ; 
in    1879  it  was   £578,000,000;   during 
the  last  10  years  we  have  laid  out  over 
£100,000,000     in    railways    in    Great 
Britain  and  Ireland ;  our  shipping  has 
increased  from  5,700,000  to  6,700,000 
tons ;  and  it  is  surely  a  proud  boast  that 
more  than  half   the  snipping  on  the 
high  seas    carries    the    Queen's    flag! 
The  total  of  coal  and  metals  produced  in 
1870    was   £46,000,000;   in    1880  was 
£64,000,000.  The  Clearing  House  trans- 
actions  in  1870  were  £3,900,000,000  ;  in 
1880,  £5.718,000,000;  and  this  year,  I 
believe,  will  show  an  increase  of  no  less 
than   £500,000,000.      The  numbers  of 
cotton    piece  goods  exported   in    lb70 
were  3,250,000;  in  1880,  4,500,000.    We 
have  heard  a  good  deal  about  the  wool 
trade ;  but  the  amount  of  raw  wool  used 
was,  in  1870.  323,000,000  lbs.  ;  in  lb80, 
370,000,000  lbs.  The  deposits  in  savings 
banks  have  increased  from  £35,000,000 
to  £77,000,000.     The  number  of  able- 
bodied  paupers  in  1K49  was  200,000  ;  in 
1880  it  had  fallen  to  110,000,  although 
the  population  had  increased  more  than 
30  per  cent.      The   improved  scale  of 
comfort  of  our  people  is  shown  by  the 
increased  consumption  per  head  of  such 
articles  as    tea   and  sugar,  butter  and 
cheese.     Lastly,  I  thinK  every  banker 
will  confirm  me  when  I  say  that  cor 
investments  in  foreign  securities  are  in- 
creasing every  day.    I  do  not  deny  that 
some  trades  are  suffering ;  but,  on  the 
whole,  whatever  test  you  take,  all  tend 
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to  show  that  the  wealth  and  prosperity 
of  the  country,  as  a  whole,  is  increasing. 
Moreover,  it  must  be  remembered  that 
this  general  improvement  is  the  more 
significant  and  remarkable  when  we 
reflect  that  it  has  taken  place  in  spite  of 
a  succession  of  bad  harvests.  If  it  can 
be  proved  to  demonstration,  as  I  think 
it  can,  that,  on  the  whole,  the  country 
is  richer  than  it  was  10  years  ago  ; 
and  if  it  is  admitted  that,  unfortunately, 
our  harvests  have  been  disastrous,  it 
follows,  of  course,  that  our  commerce  and 
manufactures  must  have  prospered.  I 
do  not  say  that  that  prosperity  is  wholly 
due  to  Free  Trade ;  but  that  Free  Trade 
has  largely  promoted  it  I  firmly  believe. 
When  foreign  nations  endeavour  to  ex- 
clude us  from  their  markets,  they  shut 
themselves  out  from  the  markets  of  the 
world — nay,  rather,  as  experience  shows, 
their  so-called  system  of  Protection, 
while  it  cannot  keep  us  out,  shuts  them 
in.  So  long  as  there  are  no  differential 
duties  against  us ;  so  long  as  each 
foreign  nation  admits  our  goods  on  as 
favourable  terms  as  those  of  other  coun- 
tries, I  doubt  not  that  our  manufacturers 
will  be  able  to  hold  their  own.  The 
"  Most  Favoured  Nation"  Clause  is,  there- 
fore, what  I  think  we  should  contend  for. 
In  conclusion  I  trust  that  this  House  will 
give  no  support  to  any  Motion  which 
would  in  any  way  tend  to  imperil  that 
wise  system  of  Free  Trade,  under  which 
our  manufactures  and  commerce  have 
attained  to  a  magrnitude  and  prosperity 
unparalleled  and  unexampled  in  the 
history  of  the  world. 

Mr.  ECROYD  said,  that,  if  he  were 
disposed  to  go  into  the  question,  he 
could  bring  clear  proof  to  show  that,  if  a 
marked  fall  in  the  manufacturing  indus- 
tries of  the  country  had  taken  place 
while  the  Conservatives  were  in  power, 
a  recovery  in  manufacturing  industries 
took  place  many  months  before  the  fall 
of  the  Government  of  Lord  Beaconsfield. 
But  such  considerations  were  really  be- 
side the  question  now  before  the  House. 
He  proposed  to  deal  with  the  hon. 
Baronet's  argument,  and  to  examine 
the  effect  of  Foreign  Tariffs  on  trade, 
and  then  to  go  on  to  see  what  could  be 
done  in  the  way  of  legislution  for  the 
promotion  of  the  trade  and  industries  of 
the  nation.  Tbey  had  just  witnessed 
the  failure  of  the  attempt  to  negotiate  a 
Treaty  with  France.  That  was  a  matter 
for  Burprise,  for  one  would  have  thougbt 
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that  the  20  years'  experience  that  France 
had  enjoyed  in  connection  with  this 
country  would  have  induced  her  to  adopt 
Free  Trade,  and  to  become  the  precursor 
of  that  policy  throughout  Europe.  He 
had  felt  the  most  complete  confidence  in 
the  efforts  the  Government  had  made  to 
negotiate  a  new  Treaty  of  Commerce, 
and  in  the  ability  of  the  hon.  Baronet 
the  Under  Secretary  of  State  for  Foreig^n 
Affairs,  who  had  acted  on  behalf  of  the 
Government  in  the  negotiations;  and 
those  negotiations  had  only  failed  be- 
cause France  had  determined  to  have  a 
retrograde  Treaty  or  none  at  all,  and  to 
fall  back  again  upon  that  policy  which 
the  Emperor  Napoleon  was  induced,  by 
the  arguments  of  Mr.Cobden,  to  abandon 
some  20  years  ago.  The  hon.  Baronet 
had  challenged  them  to  state  some  de- 
finite policy.  He  accepted  that  chal- 
lenge, and  would,  in  the  fewest  possible 
words,  state  what  was  the  policy  they 
believed  should  be  adopted  by  this  coun- 
try. In  the  first  place,  they  had  to  con- 
sider whether  the  present  state  of  things 
was  not  due  to  the  action  of  Foreign 
Tariffs.  He  would,  therefore,  proceed 
to  deal  with  the  question  of  productive 
industries.  He  believed  those  who  said 
that  the  manufacturing  classes  were 
much  more  prosperous  than  they  were 
20  years  ago.  That  was  the  opinion  of 
experienced  men  of  business.  The  sta- 
tistics, in  many  cases,  were  completely 
irrelevant  to  the  issues  raised  in  the 
present  debate.  Statistics  told  them 
what  the  amount  of  the  trade  of  the 
country  was ;  but  they  did  not  state 
what  would  be  the  effect  of  assisting  the 
development  of  the  resources  of  the 
country.  Again,  with  regard  to  the 
improvement  that  had  shown  itself  in 
our  foreign  investments,  it  was  impos- 
sible to  say  whether  we  were  not  thereby 
losing  some  of  the  resources  of  the  coun- 
try. We  were  absolutely  without  any 
information  which  would  enable  us  to 
arrive  at  any  safe  conclusion  upon  that 
important  element.  Again,  upon  the 
question  of  paupers,  in  spite  of  the  long 
period  of  depression  of  trade,  only  a  com- 
paratively small  number  of  the  popula- 
tion were  thrown  on  parish  relief.  Dur- 
ing the  prosperity  of  the  last  20  or  iiO 
years,  for  which  he  would  give  credit  to 
the  Free  Trade  policy  of  the  country, 
he  and  others  who  were  engaged  in 
manufacturing  induatrlae»  va.  ^Vsl^  ^^-^^^ 
were  -weW  a^wt^  ^^^»  ^  ^y^^^sKv^^^^^^ 
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change  bad  taken  place  in  the  condition 
of  the  manufacturing  population,  and 
that  they  were  now  able  to  bear  a  con- 
siderable amount  of  depression  without 
being  driven  to  seek  parish  relief.  When 
depression  took  place,  they  first  of  all 
had  recourse  to  their  previous  savings ; 
then  they  took  to  restricting  their  ex- 
penditure ;  then,  he  was  sorry  to  say, 
they  gradually  parted  with  their  stock 
of  furniture ;  and  then,  finally,  they  had 
to  get  into  debt  to  obtain  the  necessaries 
of  life.  He  could  speak  from  his  own 
personal  experience  of  the  honourable 
manner  in  which  the  people  faced  their 
difficulties.  Not  many  years  ago,  when, 
in  consequence  of  the  depression  in 
trade,  he  and  those  who  were  connected 
with  him  had  to  restrict  production,  they 
made  advances  to  their  workpeople  with- 
out any  security,  in  order  to  enable  them 
to  tide  over  their  difficulties  ;  and  they 
were  afterwards  repaid  without  the  loss 
of  a  single  farthing.  Taking  that  case 
as  an  example,  we  should  look  in  vain 
to  the  statistics  of  pauperism  to  ascer- 
tain the  losses  sufiered  by  the  productive 
industries  of  the  country.  Then,  as  to 
the  Income  Tax,  would  anyone  be  found 
to  assert  that  the  landowners  were  not 
paying  much  more  Income  Tax  on  the 
same  income  than  formerly  ?  Had  they 
had  an  allowance  made  to  them  of  In- 
come Tax  anything  like  in  proportion 
to  the  losses  they  had  sustained  ?  We 
knew  they  had  had  nothing  of  the  kind. 
As  regarded  Schedule  B,  a  large  number 
of  the  farmers,  no  doubt,  made  accurate 
returns ;  but  in  many  cases  the  return 
was  made  at  random,  and  they  were 
satisfied  if  the  Commissioners  reasonably 
assessed  the  Income  Tax  to  be  paid. 
He  was  satisfied  that  those  returns  did 
not  present  a  safe  foundation  for  draw- 
ing conclusions  as  to  the  losses  sus- 
tained by  productive  industries.  With 
reference  to  the  efi^ects  of  the  Tariffs, 
the  alterations  in  the  Foreiern  Tariffs 
anorded  no  guide  as  to  their  effect 
in  restricting  British  exports.  The 
duty  of  10  per  cent  levied  on  our  manu- 
factures had  no  restrictive  effect  on 
the  trade  of  the  English  manufac- 
turer ;  but  the  longer  it  was  maintained 
the  greater  effect  it  would  have,  until 
ultimately  English  goods  would  be  kept 
out ;  so  that  the  10  per  cent,  which  was 
now  comparatively  harmless,  became,  in 
the  course  of  time,  absolutely  prohibi- 
tive.    The  Foreign  Tariff  injured  us  by 
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limiting  our  productive  industries.  The 
hon.  Baronet  the  Member  for  the  Uni- 
versity of  London  (Sir  John  Lubbock), 
who  preceded  him,  had  stated  that  we 
obtained  imports  in  exchange  for  ex- 
ports. There  could  be  no  doubt  as  to 
that ;  but  they  said  that  the  productiTe 
industries  depended  in  great  measure  on 
the  ability  to  purchase  imports  ;  and, 
therefore,  by  placing  restrictions  on  the 
productive  industries,  and  crippling  the 
manufactures,  a  distinct  injury  was  done 
to  the  trade  and  prosperity  of  the  coun- 
try. Hon.  Members,  if  they  would  refer 
to  the  Commercial  Blue  Book,  No.  38, 
page  72,  would  find  a  letter  from  Mr. 
Kersham,  the  President  of  the  Luton 
Chamber  of  Commerce,  with  regard  to 
the  French  Tariffs.  He  said  there  that 
the  proposed  duty  would  entirely  pro- 
hibit the  exportation  of  straw  hats ;  and 
he  further  remarked  that  as  a  large 
quantity  of  those  goods  would  be  ex- 
ported to  France  when  there  was  no 
demand  for  them,  he  earnestly  desired 
that  they  would  urge  on  the  French 
Government  the  importance  of  re-con- 
sidering the  matter.  On  page  113  of 
the  same  Blue  Book  the  President  of 
the  Central  Chamber  of  Agriculture, 
speaking  of  the  duties  on  woollen  goods, 
said  that  it  was  a  matter  which  con- 
cerned the  agriculturist  as  well  as  the 
manufacturer.  The  injury  to  agriculture 
was  of  a  secondary  nature ;  but  it  was 
distinctly  felt,  nevertheless.  A  reference 
had  been  made  to  the  disastrous  influ- 
ence on  the  Bradford  trade  by  the  in- 
crease in  the  German  Tariff.  There 
could  be  no  doubt  that  that  was  partly 
the  cause  of  the  falling- off  in  that  trade, 
and  that  it  was  not  wholly  due  to  the 
change  in  fashion  to  soft  g^oods,  which 
required  Colonial  wools  for  their  manu- 
facture. Another  influenceof  the  Foreign 
Tariffs  was  the  exaggerated  fluctuations 
of  demand.  In  the  coal  and  iron  trades, 
for  instance,  that  was  seen,  especially  as 
regarded  the  demand  from  America. 
The  effect  of  the  overflow  of  the  Ameri- 
can demand  was  that  it  unduly  stimu- 
lated the  labour  of  those  industries  in 
this  country.  The  moment  that  demand 
failed,  the  American  workmen  would 
still  be  employed,  owing  to  the  Protec- 
tive Tariff  which  existed  there;  while 
our  workmen  would  cease  to  be  employed, 
and  the  ultimate  effects  must  therefore 
be  disastrous  to  our  trade.  Another 
effect  of  these  exaggerated  demands  was 
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that  on  the  moral  condition  of  the  popu- 
lation. The  moment  the  demand  ceased 
a  depreseion  followed,  and  the  avoidance 
of  such  unhealthy  fluctuations  as  that 
could  hardly  be  bought  too  dear  at  any 
price.  In  a  pamphlet  which  had  been 
published  recently  by  Mr.  Farrer,  that 
^ntleman  reminded  the  Protectionists 
that  the  cheapness  of  goods  was  owing 
to  foreign  competition.  They  had  often 
been  accused  of  being  Protectionists, 
and  had  been  called  by  that  name.  An 
endeavour  had  been  made  to  prove  that 
he  and  his  Friends  had  complained  of 
foreign  competition.  He  had  never  done 
so.  Mr.  Farrer  had  made  that  asser- 
tion, and,  as  evidence,  had  quoted  an 
article  in  7^  Nineteenth  Century j  which 
really  proved  the  reverse.  He  had  not 
complained  of  foreign  competition,  but 
of  Foreign  Tariffs,  and  had  said  that 
we  ought  to  free  ourselves  from  the 
effect  of  Foreign  Tariffs.  Mr.  Farrer 
had  absolutely  misquoted  him,  and  im- 
puted to  him  opinions  the  very  contrary 
of  those  which  he  entertained.  If  an 
opponent  had  reoourse  to  such  methods, 
he  must  be  reduced  to  desperate  straits 
indeed.  Those  Foreign  Tariffs  had  caused 
a  lamentable  deterioration  in  our  fabrics. 
In  the  same  Blue  Book,  on  page  59, 
would  be  found  the  evidence  of  Mr. 
John  Merry,  the  President  of  the  South 
of  Scotland  Chamber  of  Commerce,  and 
which  was  to  the  effect  that  the  pro- 
hibitive duties  charged  by  foreign  coun- 
tries compelled  the  production  of  an 
inferior  article.  Ten  per  cent  had  to  be 
taken  off  the  cost  of  production,  repre- 
senting 5  per  cent  in  inferiority  of 
quality,  and  5  per  cent  in  reduction  of 
wages.  Wages  had  been  reduced  to 
the  lowest  possible  rate  consistent  with 
the  maintenance  of  the  workman.  He 
had  found  the  necessity  of  manufactur- 
ing meretricious  articles  had  told  espe- 
cially on  our  trade  with  Spain.  The 
same  effect  had  been  produced  in  English 
plate-glass  exported  to  France.  The  re- 
sult was  that  the  French  consumers  had 
to  pay  20  per  cent  for  English  plate-glass 
above  its  natural  price  S.  there  were  no 
duties.  Another  consequence  naturally 
was  to  encourage  the  production  of  an 
inferior  kind  of  article.  Thus,  too,  the 
French  producer  was  enabled  to  pour 
his  goods  into  this  country  without  limit. 
He  was  not  then  discussing  the  effect 
upon  the  English  consumers,  who,  it 
irould  be  said,  profited  by  this  influx 
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of  foreign  goods.  Thus,  an  unfair  and 
illegitimate  competition  was  created,  very 
detrimental  to  English  industries.  In 
periods  of  g^eat  prosperity  the  restraint 
thus  put  on  our  commerce  with  certain 
countries  was  but  little  felt,  as  the 
general  trade  of  the  country,  spread 
over  a  wide  area,  tended  to  obscure  the 
hardships  in  our  trade  with  particular 
countries.  He  would  compare  our  ex- 
port and  import  trades  in  two  series  of 
years.  In  the  years  1871,  1872,  1873, 
and  1874,  which  were  exceptionally 
prosperous,  the  imports  in  meat,  dairy 
produce,  grain,  and  potatoes  amounted 
to  £305.500,000.  In  1877,  1878,  1879, 
and  1880,  the  imports  in  the  same 
articles  amounted  to  £4 1 7,750, 000,  show- 
ing an  increase  of  £112,000,000  in  our 
imports  of  agricultural  produce.  He 
would  next  give  the  total  exports 
abroad  of  our  five  leading  industries — 
namely,  metals,  textiles,  chemicals,  rail- 
way carriages,  &c.,  earthenware,  china, 
and  glass.  Our  total  exports  of  these 
great  products  of  our  manufacturing  in- 
dustries in  the  first  series  of  years,  1871, 
1872,  1873,  and  1874,  amounted  to 
£789,000,000.  In  the  second  series  of 
years,  1877,  1878,  1879,  and  1880,  they 
amounted  to  £627,000,000.  Thus  the 
falling- off  in  the  exports  of  these  great 
products  was  £162,000,000  simulta- 
neously with  an  increased  import  of 
agricultural  produce  to  the  extent  of 
£112,000,000.  He  had  always  ad- 
mitted that  the  income  due  to  us  from 
foreign  investments  and  amounts  earned 
on  freights,  and  the  profits  on  our  foreign 
commerce,  were  all  legitimate  reasons 
why  we  should  import  a  great  deal  more 
in  value  than  we  exported.  It  was  not, 
however,  that  fact  which  we  were  now 
dealing  with  ;  but  with  the  fact  that  in 
four  years  of  disaster,  when  every  source 
of  our  foreign  income  which  ought  to 
account  for  excess  of  imports  had  failed 
in  an  extraordinary  manner,  the  excess 
of  imports  over  exports  was  £284,000,000 
more  than  the  same  excess  had  been  in 
the  four  profitable  years.  It  was  quite 
clear  that  here  was  a  phenomenon  which 
required  the  most  attentive  consideration. 
It  might  be  said,  no  doubt  with  truth, 
that  the  change  in  the  amount  of  our 
foreign  investments  had  much  to  do  with 
this  phenomenon  ;  but  no  more  damag- 
ing admission  could  be  made  by  hon. 
Gentlemen    on  the  oth«t  ^^^  ^^  *^^ 
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First  Lord  of  the  Treasury  made  two 
remarkable  speeches  at  Leeds  on  the  7th 
and  8th  of  October  last ;  and,  in  regard 
to  this  particular  question,  the  right  hon. 
Qentleman  spoke  of  the  great  falling-ofiP 
in  the  export  of  our  industries  during 
this  period  of  depression  to  which  he 
had  j  ust  been  alluding.  It  was  estimated 
by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  that  in 
1877,  1878,  1879,  and  1880,  the  falling- 
off  was  £161,000,000.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  went  on  to  analyze  the  effect 
of  that  falling-off  in  our  exports  upon 
the  condition  of  the  country ;  and  he  es- 
timated the  loss  of  profit  at  £16,000,000, 
or  10  per  cent,  and  the  loss  of  trade 
at  £8,000,000,  making  a  total  loss  of 
£24,000,000.  But  he  must  point  out 
that,  in  his  argument,  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  failed  to  notice  the  enormous 
loss  sustained  by  the  cessation  of  wages 
and  rent  and  interest  and  capital  upon 
buildings,  and  the  expensive  machinery 
employed,  which  must  in  many  cases 
have  amounted  not  to  10  per  cent,  but 
to  60,  or  60,  or  70  per  cent.  Many  of 
our  mechanical  industries,  and  the  coal- 
mining industries,  were  reduced  to  half- 
work.  At  all  events,  this  was  the  case 
in  many  districts.  In  South  Wales  the 
result  was  much  worse  than  this,  and  the 
production  of  iron  was  actually  brought 
to  a  standstill.  This  diminution  of  the 
national  earnings,  he  might  observe, 
could  never  afterwards  be  regained.  If 
foreign  nations  would  have  accepted  our 
goods  on  equitable  terms,  those  indus- 
tries would  still  have  been  employed. 
But  for  the  alteration  of  the  American 
Tariff,  the  Americans  would,  in  exchange 
for  the  food  they  imported,  have  taken 
a  large  quantity  of  the  manufactures 
and  products  of  this  country.  Here  we 
put  our  finger  on  the  exeunt  manner  in 
which  Foreign  Tariffs  diminished  the 
resources  of  the  country  and  injured  its 
industries.  Our  loss  from  the  failure  of 
agricultural  produce  on  occasions  like 
this  was  aggravated  by  the  artificial 
stoppage  of  our  manufacturing  indus- 
tries. It  was  an  unfortunate  fact,  which 
added  seriously  to  the  difficulty  calling 
for  solution,  that  not  only  were  we  liable 
to  recurring  depressions  of  trade,  but 
agricultural  employment  was  also  being 
contracted,  and  land  was  being  changed 
from  arable  to  pasture,  or  it  was  allowed 
to  remain  fallow.  Every  thousand  acres 
so  changed  displaced  28  families  of  agri- 
cultural labourers,  and  thus  diminished 
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the  wages  earned.  Therefore,  we  had 
not  only  contraction  of  our  manufac- 
turing industries,  and  of  the  employment 
they  afforded,  but  we  had  a  serious 
diminution  in  agricultural  employment, 
which  was  throwing  the  agricultural 
population  more  and  more  on  the  large 
towns,  bringing  them  into  competition 
with  those  employed  in  manufacture. 
In  the  last  10  or  15  years  there  had 
been  a  great  reduction  in  the  value  of 
mill  property  and  industrial  works.  The 
diminution  of  income  sustained  by  the 
landed  interest  through  the  competition 
of  American  corn  was  a  very  serious  in- 
jury to  the  nation  at  large,  because  it 
contracted  the  expenditure  of  an  import- 
ant class,  and  was  felt  through  every 
branch  of  trade  and  commerce.  These 
things  told  first  of  all  on  trade  capital, 
which  gradually  melted  away.  As  to 
the  partial  recovery  of  trade  during  the 
last  two  years,  for  the  first  time  in  the 
experience  of  living  men  a  recovery  of 
trade  which  brought  employment  to  the 
working  classes  had  been  unaccompanied 
by  a  profit  to  the  employers,  such  as 
would  strengthen  them  and  enable  them 
to  bear  occasional  pressure.  The  effects 
of  these  things  were  felt  in  the  depre- 
ciation of  the  value,  not  only  of  mills 
and  warehouses,  but  also  of  houses 
and  shops  in  centres  of  industry. 
These  were  certainly  indications  of 
the  decay  of  national  resources  and 
prosperity.  It  was,  therefore,  not  sur- 
prising that  there  was  a  cry  for  Protec- 
tion, not  only  from  manufacturing  com- 
munities and  bodies  of  workmen,  but 
also,  and  especially,  from  those  engaged 
in  the  cultivation  of  the  soil.  With 
Protection  he  had  not  the  smallest  sym- 
pathy. He  did  not  believe  that  the 
protection  of  any  industry  in  this  coun- 
try could  be  of  the  slightest  eventual 
benefit  to  that  industry,  while  he  held 
that  it  must  be  a  disadvantage  to  the 
country  at  large.  He  had  heard  Pro- 
tection demanded  by  staunch  Liberals, 
and  large  numbers  of  Liberal  working 
men  and  tradesmen  held  Fair  Trade 
principles  strongly.  He  was  not  sur- 
prised at  the  demands  coming  from 
these  quarters.  The  production  of 
wheat  had  been  considered  for  genera- 
tions by  owners,  occupiers,  and  labour- 
ers to  be  a  safe  and  firm  industry.  But 
if  any  proposal  were  made  for  direct 
Protection,  such  as  a  4«.  or  5«.  duty  on 
imported  com,  he  shoold  be  obliged  to 
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vote  against  it.  He  was  sure  it  was  not 
Protection  that  could  meet  such  a  state 
of  things.  Still,  we  could  not  silence 
those  who  made  the  demand,  nor  sup- 
press the  conviction  that  the  prosperity 
of  the  country  was  seriously  imperilled. 
We  could  not  get  rid  of  the  impression 
that  it  was  much  more  risky  than  it 
used  to  be  to  put  capital  into  our  leading 
industries.  We  could  not  scold  com- 
plainants into  silence  by  telling  them 
there  was  nothing  the  matter  with  tbem, 
nor  re- assure  them  by  the  conclusions 
which  Mr.  Giffen  drew  from  the  Trade 
Keturns.  It  might  be  that  those  with 
large  foreign  investments  were  saving 
money,  that  others  were  making  large 
profits  on  our  imports,  and  yet  that 
there  was  a  rapid  diminution  in  the 
wealth  of  the  owners  of  fixed  property  in 
this  country.  It  seemed  to  him  most  un- 
fair to  charge  those  who  proposed  to  put 
a  duty  on  foreign  manufactures  only  for 
the  purpose  of  putting  pressure  on  those 
who  excluded  our  own  with  entertaining 
a  desire  for  Protection.  Nothing  could 
be  more  legitimate  than  to  impose  a 
duty  of  10  per  cent,  at  the  same  time 
giving  notice  that  it  would  be  abolished 
in  the  case  of  those  countries  that  ad- 
mitted our  goods.  It  would  be  an  abso- 
lute offer  of  Free  Trade  in  manufactures. 
Of  course,  by  such  a  proposal  we  could 
not  act  on  the  United  States  or  Eussia ; 
but  it  was  good  in  its  own  limited  area — 
as,  for  instance,  between  us  and  Belgium 
or  France,  whose  manufactures  we  re- 
ceived, while  they  refused  to  reoeive  ours 
on  equal  terms.  No  doubt  it  was  more 
difficult  to  deal  with  the  United  States 
and  HuBsia,  from  which  we  received 
large  supplies  of  food  and  raw  materials. 
He  was  not  one  of  the  Council  of  the 
National  Fair  Trade  League,  nor  was 
he  responsible  for  their  programme  ;  but 
he  believed  that  all  Commercial  Treaties 
with  foreign  countries  or  our  own  Colo- 
nies should  absolutely  cease  and  never 
be  renewed.  But  that  would  not  pre- 
clude arrangements  for  the  protection  of 
mutual  interests  by  Conventions.  We 
ought  to  abandon  all  attempts  to  make 
any  tariff  bargains  with  any  foreign 
country,  colony,  or  dependency.  We 
ought  to  impose  a  duty  upon  articles  of 
food  imported  from  foreign  countries, 
perfectly  uniform  in  character,  not  for 
the  purpose  of  Betaliation  or  Protection, 
but  simply  to  control  the  future  course 
of  oar  capital,  and  develop  the  resourooB 


of  the  Empire.  In  one  of  his  speeches 
at  Leeds  the  Prime  Minister  had  spoken 
of  the  possibility  of  America  prospering 
under  a  system  of  Protection.  For  his 
own  part,  he  believed  that  Protection 
was  sdways  hostile  to  the  interests  of 
the  country  that  adopted  it;  but  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  had  said  that 
America  was  capable  of  flourishing 
under  such  conditions,  because  she  haa 
an  incomparable  field  of  commerce  and 
exchange  within  her  own  limits.  That 
was  to  a  great  extent  true,  and  British 
statesmen  would  find  that  the  greatest 
mistake  they  could  commit  was  to  with- 
draw all  commercial  preference  from  the 
component  parts  of  our  own  Empire. 
It  was  much  to  be  regretted  that  our  Em- 
pire had  not  been  so  drawn  together  as 
to  make  all  our  gpreat  Colonies  members 
of  its  free  exchange,  just  as  California 
and  Texas,  Minnesota  and  Florida,  Penn- 
sylvania and  New  England  all  shared 
the  general  commercial  policy  of  the 
United  States.  The  consolidation  of 
the  United  States  had  been  maintained 
20  years  ago  by  a  fearful  Civil  War; 
but  the  unity  of  the  interests  that,  after 
all,  kept  the  States  together  was  owing  . 
to  the  fact  that  the  country  could,  to  a 
g^eat  extent,  subsist  on  its  own  internal 
commerce ;  and  the  same  bond  of  com- 
merce might  easily  be  made  to  unite  the 
parts  of  our  own  Empire.  The  greatest 
sacrifice  we  had  ever  oeen  called  upon  to 
make  was  a  very  small  one,  and  was 
merely  the  imposition  of  a  trifling  duty 
on  foreigpi  food,  in  order  to  drive  the 
industry  of  producing  it  into  the  hands 
of  our  Colonial  fellow-countrymen.  It 
would  be  said,  however,  that  our  Colo- 
nies were  more  Protectionist  even  than 
foreign  countries,  and  that  we  had  no 
control  over  them.  True,  many  of  them 
had  adopted  a  protective  poHcy;  but 
they  had  been  thrown  into  the  arms  of 
Protection  by  the  system  adopted  by  the 
Mother  Country,  which  would  have  the 
result,  if  it  were  persisted  in,  of  forcing 
Canada  into  a  Tariff  like  that  of  the 
United  States.  Had  a  different  policy 
been  adopted,  and  had  the  tie  that 
bound  the  Colonies  to  the  Mother  Coun- 
try been  more  satisfactorily  recognized, 
there  would  have  been  little  or  no  diffi- 
culty in  maintaining  the  complete  free- 
dom of  Colonial  exchange  and  com- 
merce. By  the  word  '*  freedom  *'  he  did 
not  mean  that  the  GoUyoifti^'^^NiJ^'^^s^^st. 
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sucli  heavy  duties  would  not  have  been 
levied   as  other  countries — the  United 
States,  for  example — placed  upon   the 
productions  of  this  country.     The  com- 
parative value  to  England  of  the  foreign 
and  the  Colonial  trade  was  shown  by 
the  following  figures : — During  the  five 
years  1876  to  1880,  inclusive,  the  United 
States,  with  50,000,000  of  people,  had 
taken   from    us    British  manufactured 
goods  to  the  value  of  Is.  11  J.  per  head 
of    the    population ;    Australia,    with 
3,000,000  of  people,  took  goods  to  the 
value  of  £5  19«.  7d.  per  head;  Canada 
and  Newfoundland,  with  4,000,000  of 
people,  to  the  value  of  £1  I2s.  6d.  per 
head;  Eussia,  with  80,000,000,  to  the 
value  of  lU.  6d.  per  head;  the  West 
Indies,  with  a  population  of  1,330,000, 
to  the  value  of  £2  Is.  Sd.  per  head ;  and 
the  Cape  Colony  and  Natal,   with    a 
population  of  1,085,000,  to  the  value  of 
£4  I9s.  7d.  per  head.    That  showed  that 
we  ought  not  to  look  merely  to  the  ab- 
sence of  Free  Trade,  but  also  to  the 
practical  effect  of  the  duties  levied  by 
our  Colonies  on  our  manufactures,  as 
compared  with  the    duties    levied    by 
countries  like  the  United  States;   and 
that,  instead  of  enforcing  on  our  Colo- 
nies the  abandonment  of  all  duties,  we 
ought  to  encourage  them  to  find  in  their 
union  with  the  Mother  Country  a  con- 
tinual advantage  from  the  enjoyment  of 
a  comparatively  free  oxchange,  which 
should  bind  them  for  ever  to  this  coun- 
trj.     With  those  views  he  had  never 
advocated  the  policy   of  dragging  the 
Colonies    into    Free    Trade,    and    had 
never  held  that  it  was  our  duty  to  make 
trade  conventions  with  them.     If  that 
had  been  the  commercial  policy  of  the 
country,  one  of  its  earliest  results  would 
have  been  seen  in  the  case  of  Canada. 
For  J  4  or  15  years  Canada,  living  near 
a  great  Protectionist  neighbour,  had  had 
the  greatest  difficulties  to  contend  with. 
She  had  been  imposing  duties  of  20  per 
cent  on  our  manufactures,    while    the 
United  States  had  been  imposing  60  per 
cent  on  the  same  manufactures.     The 
immediate  consequence  had  been  that 
if  he  sent  £100  worth  of  goods  to  the 
United  States  of  America,  the  duty  of 
60  per  cent  levied  on  them  raised  the 
price  of  them  for  internal  circulation  to 
£160;  while,  if  he  sent  an  equal  £100 
worth  of  goods  to  Canada,  the  duty  of 
20  per  cent  would  raise  the  price  for 
internal  ciroulation  in  that  country  to 
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£120.    The  effect  of  that  was  to  raise 
the  rate  of  wages  relatively  to  the  United 
States  as  compared  with  Canada,  and 
also  to  raise  the  inducements  for  em- 
barking capital  in  the  United  States  as 
compared  with  Canada,  depriving  the 
latter  of  the  advantage  to  which,  as  a 
child  of  this  Empire,  she  was  entitled. 
He  believed  that  it  weis  in  order  to  draw 
capital    and*  enterprize  back  to    their 
proper  channel  that  Canada  had  felt 
herself  compelled  to  adopt  the  policy 
she  had  entered  upon ;  and  he  had  no 
doubt  that  the  adoption  df  such  a  policy 
as  he  had  described  was  the  only  course 
that  could  prevent  the  relative  decay  of 
our  Colonies  as  compared  with  the  pro- 
gress of  nations  like  the  United  States. 
There  were  two  alternatives  open  to  a 
people  in  the  position  occupiea  by  the 
Canadians — either  to  approximate  their 
Tariff  to  that  of  the  United  States  and  to 
seek  a  commercial  union  with  them  on 
a  protective  basis,  or  to  seek  from  the 
Mother  Country  such  a  preference  for 
their  productions  as  would  give  proper 
inducements  for  capital  and  enterprize 
within    our  own    Empire.      We  were 
driving  Canada  and  our  other  Colonies 
into  the  worst  of  those  alternatives ;  and 
we  must  not,  therefore,  be  surprised  if 
Canada,  Victoria,  and  our  other  leading 
Colonies  had  adopted  a  policy  which  we 
greatly  regretted.     He  apologized  for 
detaining  the  House  so  long ;   but  he 
had  been  associated  with  that  movement, 
and  he  was  expected  to  declare  his  con- 
victions in  regard  to  it  frankly  in  that 
House  as  elsewhere.     He  entirely  repu- 
diated the  charge  which  he   much  re- 
gpretted  that  the  Prime  Minister  had 
brought  against  him  and  other  Gentle- 
men holding  similar  opinions,  that  they 
had  said  one  thing  in  the  manufacturing 
districts  and  another  thing  in  the  ag^- 
cultural  districts.     From  the  first  mo- 
ment when  the  convictions  that  he  en- 
tertained found  a  place  in  his  mind  he 
had  frankly  declared  them  on  all  occa- 
sions.    He  had  declared  them,  in  the 
first  place,  to  great  bodies  of  working 
men  in  his  native  county  of  Lancashire. 
He  had  not  scrupled  from  the  first  to 
tell  them  he  believed  that  a  small  duty 
upon  foreign  food  was  the  only  remedy 
for  the  ills  they  had  to  meet ;  and  he 
had  never  addressed  an  important  meet- 
ing— and  in  Lancashire  he  had  addressed 
many — of  working  men  who   had  not 
I  been  completely  and  enthuaiaittioaHy  in 
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favour  of  that  policy.  ["  Oh ! "]  He 
should  be  delighted  to  meet  any 
hon.  Gentleman  who  thought  that  was 
an  over-statement  on  any  platform  he 
chose  in  any  town  in  Lancashire.  It 
was  said  that  movement  was  a  spas- 
modic one,  and  that  it  was  waning.  It 
had,  on  the  contrary,  been  growing  for 
four,  five,  or  six  years  past.  It  was 
never  growing  more  surely  and  steadily 
than  at  this  moment.  They  had  sought 
quietly  and  patiently,  and  by  legitimate 
means,  to  make  their  opinions  known, 
and  to  advocate  the  policy  which  they 
believed  would  be  for  the  advantage  of 
all  classes  of  the  community.  The 
thought  that  there  had  been  something 
spasmodic  in  the  movement  on  that 
matter  might  possibly  be  attributed  to 
events  which  took  place  last  year,  and 
which  were  supposed  to  be  the  outcome 
of  that  movement.  He  said  that  the 
circumstances  of  his  own  election — and 
he  thought  it  had  been  proved  since  in 
the  election  of  his  right  hon.  Colleague 
(Mr.  Raikes) — had  nothing  to  do  with 
the  Fair  Trade  question.  The  discussion 
of  that  question  had  been  forced  upon 
him  in  that  contest.  He  had  taken  up 
the  challenge  gladly;  and  the  people 
certainly  gave  an  unmistakable  answer. 
But  they  would,  he  believed,  have  given 
the  same  answer  if  the  Fair  Trade  con- 
troversy had  never  entered  into  the 
matter.  In  other  parts  of  the  country 
there  were  evidences  of  the  continual 
spread  of  those  principles.  He  received 
the  other  day  a  report  of  the  proceed- 
ings of  a  debating  society  at  Dumfries. 
That  society  consisted  of  intelligent  men 
belonging  to  both  political  Parties  in 
the  place.  During  last  summer  the 
question  of  Fair  Trade  was  discussed  in 
that  society,  when  only  24  members  re- 
corded their  votes  in  its  favour.  The 
same  question  was  debated  a  week  or 
two  ago,  and  it  was  carried  by  97  to  82. 
He  could  mention  a  number  of  facts  of 
a  similar  character.  Whatever  hon. 
Gentlemen  opposite  might  think,  they 
would  have  to  lay  their  account  with  the 
fact  that  that  movement  had  firmly 
rooted  itself  in  the  minds  of  large  masses 
of  the  people  ;  that  it  was  spreading,  and 
would  continue  to  spread;  that  there 
was  only  one  circumstance  that  would 
deliver  them  from  having  to  meet  it  and 
make  terms  with  it,  and  that  was  the 
possibility  that  foreign  nations  might 
completely  reverse  their  policy;    that 


those  things  long  ago  predicted  by  hon. 
Gentlemen  opposite  uiould  begin  to 
show  some  signs  of  fulfilment,  and  that 
foreign  nations  should  distinctly  com- 
mence to  reduce  the  duties  they  imposed 
upon  our  productions,  and  thus  relieve 
our  workmen  and  their  employers  from 
those  fears  and  anxieties  in  regard  to 
the  fate  of  their  industries  which  had 
created  the  movement  of  which  he  had 
been  speaking. 

Mk.  CHAMBERLAIN:  I  do  not 
complain,  Sir,  of  the  length  of  the 
speech  of  the  hon.  Member  for  Preston 
(Mr.  Ecroyd).  On  the  contrary,  as  the 
head  of  an  organization  which  has  had 
this  subject  under  consideration,  the 
hon.  Member's  right  to  lay  his  views 
fully  before  the  House  must  be  ad- 
mitted. I  will  say,  further,  that  the 
fuller  the  hon.  Member  stated  his  views 
and  the  plainer  the  exposition  of  his 
principles,  the  better  it  is  for  those  who 
have  to  meet  him  in  fair  discussion.  I 
am  grateful,  among  other  things,  to  the 
hon.  Member  for  the  light  which  he  haa 
thrown  upon  what  I  must  call  the  ques- 
tion of  definition.  The  House  has  learnt 
from  the  hon.  Member  that  the  question 
whether  a  man  is  a  Protectionist  or  not 
depends  entirely  upon  his  motive  at  the 
time.  It  is  not  a  question  of  fact ;  but 
it  is  a  question  of  intention ;  and  if  a 
man  comes  to  this  House  and  proposes 
to  levy  a  5«.  duty  on  com  to  protect  the 
farmer,  he  would  be  a  Protectionist ;  but 
if  another  man  comes  down  and  pro- 
poses to  lay  the  same  duty  on  foreign 
com,  and  said,  in  the  words  of  the  hon. 
Member,  that  he  did  it  ''quietly  and 
peacefully,  in  order  to  determine  the  flow 
of  capital  and  labour  by  driving  industry 
to  the  Colonies,"  and  although  the  same 
results  may  follow,  although  the  action 
is  similar  and  the  conditions  are  iden- 
tical, in  the  one  case  it  is  to  be  called 
'*  Protection,"  while  in  the  other  the 
name  of  ''Protection"  is  to  be  in- 
dignantly repudiated.  That  seems  to 
be  a  question  beyond  ordinary  compre- 
hension. It  is  a  problem  in  casuistry 
rather  than  a  question  of  practical  poli- 
tics. The  hon.  Member  for  the  Tower 
Hamlets  (Mr.  Kitchie),  with  his  usual 
skill,  has  devised  a  Besolution  so  vague 
and  indefinite,  that  it  has  caught  very 
large  fish  indeed;  and  it  has  obtained 
the  support  of  several  hon.  Gentlemen 
who   profess  op^o%\.t^  ^tA  YttR«\^^v^^\i^» 
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hon.  Baronet  the  Leader  of  the  Opposi- 
tion and  other  right  hon.  Gentlemen 
have  promised  their  support  to  this 
Besolution.  I  admit  that  a  Itesolution 
for  a  Committee  of  Inquiry  is  always  a 
specious  proposal ;  but  I  shall  state  the 
objections  to  it  in  the  words  of  the 
Leader  of  the  Opposition  himself.  Two 
years  ago — on  the  13th  of  February, 
1880 — when  the  right  hon.  Baronet  was 
the  Leader  of  the  House,  there  was  a 
debate  upon  a  Itesolution  proposed  by 
Mr.  Wheelhouse,  then  one  of  the  Mem- 
bers for  Leeds,  almost  identical  in  terms 
with  the  Kesolution  now  under  con- 
sideration ;  and  to  that  Itesolution,  two 
years  ago,  the  right  hon.  Baronet  gave 
a  most  determined  opposition.  The 
right  hon.  Baronet  said — 

''  I  wish  distinctly  to  say,  on  the  part  of  the 
Government,  that  they,  of  course,  recognize  the 
importance  of  the  question  ;  but,  on  the  other 
hand,  they  think  it  would  be  wrong,  by  any 
doubtful  proceeding,  especially  if  countenancea 
by  them,  to  raise  a  false  idea,  or  to  produce  a 
wrong  impression  as  to  their  commercial  policy. 
•  .  .  The  appointment  of  such  a  Ck)mniittee 
would  seem  to  imply  a  change  of  opinion  on  the 
part  of  the  Government  which  I  think  would  be 
injurious.'* — [3  Mansard,  ccl.  619.] 

Now,  if  the  right  hon.  Baronet  is  going  to 
speak  this  evening,  I  hope  he  will  inform 
the  House  what  has  happened  since  1 880 
which  makes  him  ready  to  countenance 
this  doubtful  proceeding,  which,  two 
^ears  ago,  he  thought  would  be  in- 
jurious? An  inquiry  of  the  kind  pro- 
posed would  be  necessarily  one-sided 
and  incomplete ;  and  I  think,  before  it  is 
granted,  we  ought  to  know  what  is  the 
object  which  the  promoters  have  in  view, 
and  to  what  change  in  the  fiscal  con- 
ditions they  expect  this  inquiry  to  lead. 
I  find  among  those  who  support  the 
Motion  the  greatest  possible  divergence 
of  opinion.  It  appears,  if  the  inquiry  is 
to  be  an  efficient  inquiry,  we  must  go 
into  Foreign  Tariffs,  in  order  to  found 
thereupon  some  alteration  in  our  own 
Tariff.  But,  then,  what  alteration  ?  The 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for  the 
Tower  Hamlets  (Mr.  Ritchie)  tells  us  he 
is  opposed  to  anything  in  the  nature  of 
Protection.  Every  hon.  Member  oppo- 
site said  so.  [Mr.  Newdegatb:  No.] 
I  am  glad  to  see  the  hon.  Member  for 
North  Warwickshire  (Mr.  Newdegate) 
in  his  place.  If  he  had  spoken  he  would 
have  called  things  by  their  right  names. 
The  hon.  Member  for  Preston  (Mr. 
Ecroyd)  proposes  to  go  much  further  than 
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the  hon.  Member  for  the  Tower  Hamlets 
(Mr.  Bitchie).  He  wishes  for  this  in- 
quiiy  in  order  to  show  the  necessity  for 
levying  a  moderate  duty  of  1 0  per  cent  on 
manufactures  and  on  food.  The  hon.  and 
learned  Member  for  West  Staffordshire 
(Mr.  Staveley  Hill),  on  the  other  hand, 
wishes  to  levy  a  duty  upon  raw  materials 
and  manufactures ;  but  he  expressly  ex- 
cludes food,  which  the  hon.  Member  for 
Preston  (Mr.  Eoroyd)  proposes  to  tax. 
They  have  thus  entirely  inconsistent 
proposals,  which,  however,  amount  to  a 
practical  reversal  of  the  policy  of  this 
country  for  40  years  past,  and  a  return 
to  the  policy  of  Protection.  We  have 
been  told,  both  by  the  hon.  Member  for 
the  Tower  Hamlets  (Mr.  Bitchie)  and 
by  the  hon.  Member  for  Preston  (Mr. 
Ecroyd),  that  their  proposals  are  only 
for  temporary  change,  and  that  they 
anticipate,  as  the  result,  that  foreign  na- 
tions will  be  brought  to  their  senses,  and 
that  the  duties  they  now  put  on  will  be 
removed. 

Mb.  EOBOYD  :  I  only  spoke  with 
regard  to  the  duty  levied  on  foreign 
food. 

Mb.  CHAMBERLAIN:  The  hon.  and 
learned  Member  for  West  Staffordshire 
(Mr.  Staveley  Hill),  at  all  events,  stated 
most  distinctly  that  his  proposal  was  only 
to  levy  these  taxes  as  a  matter  of  tempo- 
rary emergency,  and  until  other  nations 
had  been  brought  to  their  senses.  I  wish 
to  point  out  that  it  was  upon  similar 
promises  that  the  Protective  Tariff  of  the 
United  States  was  introduced.  It  was 
to  be  a  temporary  measure,  and  was  to 
stimulate  the  infant  industries  of  the 
country.  But,  although  those  industries 
have  grown  to  manhood  and  have  been 
sufficiently  stimulated,  we  do  not  find 
the  duties  removed.  On  the  contrary, 
they  have  gone  on  from  bad  to  worse, 
increasing  the  duties  from  year  to  year ; 
and  the  artificially-created  industries 
have  become  such  a  power  in  the  State 
that  it  has  been  found  almost  impossible 
to  deal  with  them.  I  should  like  to 
carry  my  reference  to  the  United  States 
a  little  further.  The  United  States  is, 
undoubtedly,  the  worst  case  of  a  hostile 
Tariff  with  which  we  have  to  deal,  and  I 
would  test  the  case  now  made  for  an 
inquiry  by  reference  to  it.  What  kind 
of  information  should  we  be  able  to 
obtain,  and  what  advantage  would  the 
inquiry  give  us  ?  I  think  it  would  be 
found  that  the  facts  of  the  case  are 
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already  within  our  knowledge,  and  that 
it  is  only  the  arguments  which  are  the 
subjects  of  discussion.  The  first  fact 
that  would  be  brought  out  in  the  inquiry 
would  be  that  90  per  cent  of  the  United 
States  exports  are  food  and  raw  materials, 
which  are  not  the  subject  of  prohibitive 
Tariffs  at  all.  It  follows  from  that,  and 
is  consequent  upon  it,  that  the  foreign 
ti*ade  in  manufactures  has  been  practi- 
cally annihilated ;  and  the  competition  of 
American  manufacturers  in  neutral  mar- 
kets is  practically  nothing  at  all.  Let  us 
consider  the  case  of  the  special  industries 
to  which  reference  has  been  made.  In 
the  case  of  cotton  the  raw  material  is 
extremely  bulky  and  costly  in  transit, 
and  the  Americans  have  the  raw  ma- 
terial. In  spite  of  that,  and  of  the  in- 
genuity of  the  population,  which  ought 
to  enable  them  to  compete  with  any 
foreign  country,  not  only  in  their  own 
supply,  but  in  the  supply  of  the  neutral 
markets,  and  in  spite  of  their  imposing 
duties  of  from  80  to  60  per  cent,  their 
total  export  of  cotton  manufactures  is 
less  than  £2,000,000  sterling.  Yet,  not- 
withstanding what  is  called  our  one- 
sided Free  Trade,  this  country  exports 
£70,000,000sterling,ofwhich£3,500,000 
go  to  the  United  States,  while  they  send 
us  only  £751,000.  Then,  in  the  case  of 
wool,  America  has  not  the  same  advan- 
tages that  she  has  in  respect  to  cotton ;  but 
she  is,  at  least,  on  an  equal  footing.  The 
woollen  industries  have  been  specially 
protected  by  duties  of  from  40  to  100 
per  cent.  What  has  been  the  result  ? 
The  total  export  of  woollen  manufac- 
tures from  the  United  States  is  £45,000, 
while  that  from  the  United  Kingdom  is 
£20,000,000,  and  that  at  a  time  of  great 
depression.  What  is  still  more  striking 
is  this — that  the  very  industry  which  is 
specially  protected  by  enormous  duties 
should  only  export  £45,U00  worth  of 
goods  in  the  year,  while  the  woollen 
imports  into  the  United  States  from 
different  countries  during  the  year 
amounted  to  £11,000,000  sterling.  In 
the  case  of  iron  and  steel  manufactures 
the  duties  vary  from  40  to  60  per  cent. 
The  American  export  of  these  manufac- 
tures of  all  kinds  is  still  less  than 
£3,000,000  sterling,  while  this  country 
exports  nearly  £30,000,000  sterling,  of 
which  £10.000,000  are  sent  to  the  United 
States.  We  find,  therefore,  in  the  case 
of  the  protected  industries,  that  protec- 
tion is  accompanied  by  an  entire  aosence 
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of  anything  like  an  important  foreign 
trade.  On  the  other  hand,  the  free  in- 
dustries of  this  Kingdom  find  their 
prosperity  largely  in  their  enormous  ex- 
ports. But  I  think  a  more  startling 
illustration  of  the  effect  of  a  Tariff  is  to 
be  found  in  the  influence  of  the  pro- 
tective duties  of  the  United  States,  not 
on  the  interests  specially  protected,  but 
on  the  connected  industries.  I  have  one 
or  two  illustrations  which  I  will  venture 
to  read  to  the  House;  although  I  am 
afraid  of  troubling  them  too  long.  The 
first  case  is  the  case  of  the  boot  and 
shoe  trade  of  the  United  States.  The 
boot  and  shoe  trade  is  not,  I  am  in- 
formed, a  largely  protected  interest ;  but 
a  heavy  duty  of  from  15  to  25  per  cent, 
has  been  placed  upon  leather.  The  effect 
upon  the  connected  boot  and  shoe  in- 
dustry has  been  that  the  export  has 
fallen  from  81,329,000  in  1863  to 
$475,000  in  1869,  and  it  has  never  in- 
creased since.  On  the  other  hand,  in 
the  United  Kingdom,  I  find  that  the 
export  of  boots  and  shoes  has  risen  from 
£1.406,000  in  1860  to  £1,447,000  in 
1870,  and  that  sum  has  increased  to 
£1,656,000  in  1880.  Well,  but  the  most 
striking  case  of  all  is  an  illustration 
which  has  already  been  referred  to  by 
my  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  Oxford- 
shire (Mr.  Cartwright) — the  case  of  the 
shipping  trade  of  the  United  States.  It 
is  a  case  which  is  in  everybody's  mind, 
and  the  facts  are  so  remarkable  that  I 
will  venture  to  quote  them  to  the  House. 
So  long  as  ships  were  built  almost  ex- 
clusively of  wood,  the  shipping  trade  of 
the  United  States  progressed  in  even  a 
more  rapid  ratio  than  that  of  the  United 
Kingdom.  The  United  States,  having 
an  enormous  seaboard  and  an  active, 
courageous  population,  there  was  no- 
thing to  prevent  them  from  being  the 
greatest  carrying  nation  in  the  world, 
except  their  protective  system.  On  iron 
and  everj  article  that  entered  into  the 
construction  of  a  ship,  and  upon  the 
ship  itself,  there  is  a  duty  so  onerous 
that  the  carrying  trade  of  the  world  has 
passed  away  from  America  and  has  come 
to  this  country.  The  figures  are  as  fol- 
lows:— In  the  first  place,  I  find  the 
value  of  exports  and  imports  carried  in 
American  vessels — I  am  dealing  with 
the  American  trade,  and  not  the  general 
trade— fell  from  $344,000,000  in  1871 
to  $273,000,000  iiv  l^^Q— XJaaX.  Ss.  \si  ^-a.^^ 
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years.  At  the  same  time,  the  amount 
carried  in  foreign  bottoms  rose  from 
$739,000,000  to  $1,298,000,000,  or  an 
increase  of  $559,000,000.  I  find,  also, 
that  the  building  of  American  shipping, 
which  was  272,000  tons  annually  in  1 850, 
had  remained  stationary  in  1 870,  and  was 
still  only  276,000  tons ;  while  in  18H0, 
10  years  later,  it  had  fallen  to  157,000 
tons.  At  the  same  time,  the  annual  ton- 
nage building  of  English  shipping  has 
increased  from  226,000  to  473,000— that 
is  to  say,  the  tonnage  of  English  shipping 
built  annually  has  more  than  doubled  in 
the  time  during  which  the  tonnage  of 
shipping  built  in  America  has  been  dimi- 
nished by  nearly  one-half.  Well,  I  believe 
that  the  Americans  are  beginning  to 
see— although  at  present  perhaps  slowly, 
and  perhaps  dimly — the  effect  of  this 
foolisn  policy  upon  their  own  prosperity. 
My  attention  was  called  the  other  day 
to  a  speech  delivered  in  the  United 
States  Senate  by  Senator  Coke,  of 
Texas,  which  shows  that  some,  at  all 
events,  of  the  Eepresentatives  of  the 
people  are  fully  aware  of  the  injury 
done  by  this  protective  policy.  He 
said — 

"  The  commerce  of  no  country  in  the  world 
ia  80  hampered,  so  shackled,  so  obstructed  by 
legislation  in  the  interest  of  the  few  to  tlie 
injury  of  the  mass,  as  in  this  boasted  land  of 
equal  rights.  .  .  .  The  Tariff  under  which,  for 
20  years  past,  we  have  lived  is  the  most 
monstrous  system  of  taxation  in  its  burdens 
upon  the  great  body  of  the  people,  and  its 
bounties  to  a  small  percentage  of  the  whole, 
that  this  country,  in  all  its  history,  and,  I 
believe  I  may  add,  any  other  country,  has  ever 
known." 

What  is  the  conclusion  to  be  drawn  from 
the  facts  that  I  have  laid  before  you  ? 
I  do  nut  like  to  speak  dogmatically  on 
matters  of  this  sort,  because  there  are 
so  many  considerations  that  one  would 
be  afraid  to  arrive  at  too  hasty  a  con- 
clusion. But  it  certainly  appears  to  me 
that  what  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite  call 
our  present  one-sided  Free  Trade  is 
absolutely  the  very  best  that  can  be  de- 
vised with  regard  to  British  interests 
and  the  interests  of  British  trade.  I 
believe  the  Free  Traders  are  perfectly 
right  in  saying,  as  they  do,  from  a 
cosmopolitan  point  of  view,  that  uni- 
versal Free  Trade  would  be  the  best 
possible  thing  for  the  world  at  large ; 
but  I  also  believe  that  whenever  that 
consummation  is  reached,  if  America, 
especially,  becomes  a  Free  Trade  nation  I 
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and  gets  rid  of  the  shackles  which  now 
hamper  her  industry  and  her  commerce, 
her  trade  will  experience  such  a  de- 
velopment that  she  will  become  a  more 
formidable  competitor  to  our  manufac- 
turing industry  than  we  have  ever 
hitherto  experienced.  I  am  convinced 
that  if  there  were  not  an  actual  diminu- 
tion in  our  trade,  there  would,  at  all 
events,  be  such  a  displacement  of  par- 
ticular industries  as  must  necessarily  be 
attended  by  a  great  deal  of  suffering  and 
loss.  I  proceed  now  to  consider  what  is 
the  nature  and  what  is  the  ground  for  the 
proposal  to  which,  we  learn,  this  inquiry 
is  to  lead  us.  Well,  I  say,  in  the  first 
place,  that  we  ought  really  to  have  some 
solid,  substantial  reason  given  for  any 
change  at  all.  And  I  want  to  know 
where  is  the  proof  of  such  a  depression 
in  trade,  such  a  disturbance  of  industry, 
as  would  justify  any  change  in  our  pre- 
sent system  ?  I  think  we  may  dismiss 
individual  cases  of  small  importance. 
And  I  say  again  that,  speaking  generally, 
the  great  branches  of  our  industry — 
always  excepting  the  agricultural  in- 
terest— are  in  a  satisfactory  condition. 
The  hon.  Member  for  the  Tower  Hamlets 
(Mr.  Eitchie)  founds  his  Motion  upon 
the  following  statement.  He  said,  in 
the  first  place,  that  exports  have  in- 
creased recently  in  volume,  but  not  in 
prices.  I  suppose  the  hon.  Member 
meant  not  in  value.  WeU,  that  is  an 
admission  which  I  think  is  absolutely 
inconsistent  with  his  contention  that 
trade  had  been  going  to  the  bad  during 
the  last  five  years.  If  the  volume  of 
our  exports,  the  extent  of  our  productioD, 
has  been  increasing  during  the  whole  of 
that  period — and  that  I  believe  is  the 
case — I  do  not  think  our  manufacturers 
have  much  to  complain  of.  The  hon. 
Member  proceeded  to  comment  with 
some  severity  upon  a  Paper,  written  by 
Mr.  Giffen,  which  has  been  presented 
by  the  Board  of  Trade.  That  Paper  is 
a  continuation  of  Papers  which  have 
been  presented  on  two  several  occasions; 
in  precisely  the  same  form,  in  the  time 
of  the  late  Government.  In  that  Paper 
Mr.  Giffen  points  out  that  there  has 
been  a  considerable  fall  in  the  value  of 
the  raw  materials  of  our  principal  in- 
dustries ;  and  he  shows  that  this  fall  ac- 
counts for  a  reduction  in  the  value  of  our 
exports,  and  does  not  involve  neces- 
sarily a  corresponding  loss  on  the  part 
of  our  manufacturers.    Well,  that  is  a 
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faot  which  I  shonld  have  thought  was 
oapahle  of  mathematical  demonstration. 
Let  us  take  the  case  of  cotton.     The 
hon.  Member  for  the  Tower  Hamlets 
(Mr.  Bitchie)  says  that  the  raw  material 
to  the  total  cost  of  cotton  is  as  7d,  to  1«. 
For  the  sake  of  argument,  let  us  assume 
that  it  is  half-and-half.     Then  suppose 
that  our  exports  of  raw  cotton  amounted 
to  £1,000,000  sterling,  £500,000  of  that 
sum  is  a  mere  re-export  of  raw  material, 
and  it  is  only  the  remaining  moiety  which 
is  the  element  of  profit  to  the  manufac- 
turer and  of  advantage  to  this  country. 
Now,  supposing,  what  has  actually  hap- 
pened, that  the  price  of  raw  cotton  is 
diminished  by  40  per  cent,  then  the  raw 
material  would  cost  £300,000  instead  of 
£500,000;  and  if  the  exports  should  fall 
to   £800,000,   £300,000    of    that    sum 
would  be  attributable  to  raw  material 
and  £500,000  would  remain — precisely 
the   same  sum    as    remains    from  the 
larger  Beturn — and  the  element  of  profit 
to    the   manufacturer  and     the   result 
to  the  country  would  be  the  same  in 
both  cases,  although  the  total  value  of 
the  exports  would  have  been  reduced 
hj  20  per  cent.     Upon  the  question  of 
exports  I  may  say  that  such  reduction 
as  has  occurred  in  exports  is  due  wholly 
to  a  fall  in  prices,  largely,  if  not  en- 
tirely, to  a  fall  in  the  value    of  raw 
material,    and  it   does    not    represent 
any  corresponding  loss  to  the  country. 
The  second  point   made  by  the  hon. 
Member  for  the  Tower    Hamlets  has 
reference  to  the  Income  Tax.     I  have 
never  denied  that  the  profits  of  trade 
have  been  less   lately  than    in    times 
of  extraordinary  inflation,  and  I  would 
go  with  the  hon.  Member  for  Preston 
(Mr.  Ecroyd)  so  far  as  to  say  that  per- 
haps the  reduction  is  not  fully  repre- 
sented by  the  Income  Tax  returns,  which 
are  based  on  the  average  of  three  years. 
But  what  I  think  is  sufficiently  shown 
by  other  figures  is  that  the  depression  of 
trade,  of  which  we  have  all  been  com- 
plaining, is  a  depression  which  has  hit 
the  rich  rather  than  the  poor,  and  which 
has  reduced   the   large   and    excessive 
profits,    which   were  made  in  times  of 
inflation,   without  interfering  with   the 
general  prosperity  or  the  general  welfare 
of   the  country.      The   next  statement 
made  by  the  hon.  Member  for  the  Tower 
Hamlets  (Mr.  Bitchie)  was  that  the  con- 
sumption of  articles  of  necessity  has  de- 
creased.     But  in  order  to  show  any 
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Sound  for  such  a  statement  the  hon. 
ember  had  to  pick  and  choose  his 
figures  in  a  way  that  is  hardly  justified 
by  the  facts  of  the  case.  The  hon.  Mem- 
ber said  that  the  consumption  of  coffee 
has  decreased.  Well,  that  is  perfectly 
true  ;  there  has  been  a  change  of  taste, 
and,  for  some  reason  or  other,  the  con- 
sumption of  coffee  has  declined  from 
108  lb.  per  head,  in  1840,  to  -92  in  18«0. 
But  we  have  made  up,  and  more  than 
made  up,  the  decrease,  by  an  enormous 
increase  in  the  consumption  of  tea,  and 
by  a  very  remarkable  increase  in  the 
consumption  of  cocoa.  Between  1870 
and  18b0  the  consumption  of  cocoa  in- 
creased 50  per  cent  per  head  of  the 
population,  and  the  consumption  of  tea 
has  increased  steadily  from  1*22  lb.  per 
head  of  the  population,  in  1840,  to  4*70 
lb.  per  head  in  1879;  and  the  fall  to 
which  the  hon.  Member  referred  was  a 
fall  of  '11  in  1880,  when  the  consumption 
was  4*59  lb.,  still  being  a  consumption 
nearly  four  times  as  great  as  that  of  the 
year  1840. 

Mb.  BITCHIE :  There  has  been  a 
fall  in  the  consumption  every  year  since 
1877. 

Mb.  GHAMBEBLAIN  :  I  can  assure 
the  hon.  Member  that  he  is  quite  mis- 
taken. In  1875  it  was  4*44;  in  1876 
it  was  4*50;  in  1877  it  was  4*52;  in 
1878,  4-66  ;  in  1879,  4-70;  and  in  1»80 
there  was  the  small  fall  to  which  I  have 
referred— namely,  down  to  4-59.  The 
consumption  of  tobacco  has  risen  steadily 
in  the  same  way  between  1840  and  1877, 
from  '86  lb.  in  the  first  of  those  two 
years  to  1*49  lb.  in  the  latter.  After- 
wards there  came  a  slight  fall.  And 
what  was  the  reason  of  that  fall?  I  think 
the  hon.  Member  for  the  Tower  Hamlets 
(Mr.  Bitchie)  has  good  reason  to  know. 
It  was  due  to  the  action  of  the  late  Go- 
vernment in  imposing  a  considerable  in- 
crease of  duty,  which  had  the  strenuous 
opposition  of  the  hon.  Member.  In 
consequence  of  that  change  the  con- 
sumption decreased  from  r49  lb.,  in 
1877,  to  1-43  lb.  in  1880.  The  con- 
sumption of  sugar  and  spirits  has  enor- 
mously increased,  and  the  importation 
of  other  articles  of  food  has  enormously 
increased  also.  The  last  statement  made 
by  the  hon.  Member  was  based  upon  the 
returns  of  the  Bailway  Companies ;  and 
in  order  to  bring  forward  a  favourable 
case,  the  hon.  Member  said  the  rates  per 
head,  per  train  mile,  had  decreased  with- 
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in  the  last  few  years.  Well,  that  is  so. 
No  doubt  the  receipts  per  train  mile  have 
been  reduced;  but  why?  In  the  first 
place,  because  there  has  been  a  reduc- 
tion of  rates  on  the  whole ;  and  in  the 
second,  what  is  still  more  important,  be- 
cause the  lines  which  have  been  opened 
of  late  years  have  been  feeders  and 
branch  lines,  and  it  is  impossible  that 
the  traffic  upon  them  could  be  equal  to 
the  average  traffic  upon  the  great  main 
lines  of  the  country.  When,  however, 
the  total  receipts  from  the  traffic  are 
examined  a  very  different  story  is  dis- 
closed. The  total  traffic  receipts  in  1869 
were£4l,000,000;  in  18bO,  £61,958,000; 
and  in  1881,  though  the  official  figures 
are  not  yet  made  up,  they  are  about 
£64,338,000;  and  they  are  still  increasing 
every  month.  If  we  take  the  returns  of 
third-class  railway  traffic  we  shall  find 
that  the  results  are  even  more  striking, 
and  still  more  interesting,  as  illustrating 
the  condition  of  the  working  classes. 
The  receipts  from  third-class  passengers 
have  increased  rapidly  and  continuously 
from  £7,000,000  a-year,  in  1869,  to 
£15,000,000  in  1880.  Thus  in  11  years 
the  travelling  expenses  of  the  poorer 
classes  of  the  country  have  increased 
something  like  115  per  cent.  There  is 
only  one  other  evidence  of  prosperity 
which  I  would  offer  to  the  House ;  but 
that  also  is  one  which  is  very  striking. 
It  is  to  be  found  in  the  entrances  and 
clearances  of  shipping  at  ports  in  the 
United  Kingdom,  which  afford  a  more 
accurate  indication  of  the  prosperity  and 
business  of  the  country  than  even  the 
export  or  import  statistics  themselves, 
in  dealing  with  which  there  are  many 
causes  of  error,  such  as  the  question  of 
prices  and  the  way  in  which  values  are 
computed.  The  comparison  of  import 
and  export  values,  taking  one  year  with 
another,  may  sometimes,  from  changes 
of  price,  be  misleading,  and  such  statis- 
tics must  be  used  with  care.  The  en- 
trances and  clearances  of  shipping,  how- 
ever, are  not  open  to  the  same  objection. 
I  find  that  between  1870  and  1880— a 
period  of  10  years — they  have  increased 
from  36,600,000  tons  to  58,700,000— that 
is  to  say  that  there  has  been  an  increase 
in  our  foreign  export  and  import  trade,  as 
shown  by  the  entrances  and  clearances 
of  shipping,  of  60  per  cent  in  that  short 
period.  It  is  perfectly  clear,  from  these 
figures,  that  the  volume  of  our  trade  has 
largely  increased ;  and  although  it  may 
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not  be  quite  as  profitable,  comf  ared 
with  what  it  has  been  in  former  timea, 
still  it  would  be  absurd  and  foolish  to 
suppose  that  it  was  altogether  unprofit- 
able. It  may  well  be  thought  that  our 
manufacturers  may  for  a  time  go  on 
producing  at  a  small  profit,  or  even  at  a 
slight  loss,  in  order  to  keep  their  ma- 
chinery going ;  but  they  certainly  would 
not  go  on  increasing  and  multiplying 
their  works  and  investing  additional 
capital  in  them,  unless  they  saw  their 
way  to  a  remunerative  result.  Let  us 
test  the  question  another  way.  Looking 
at  the  great  seats  of  industry,  if  there 
is  anything  like  stagnation  of  trade  it 
would  be  shown  in  the  decline  of  their 
population  and  in  the  falling- off  of  their 
prosperity.  What  are  the  facts  with 
regard  to  them  ?  According  to  the 
Census  Betums,  between  1870  and  1880 
the  population  of  Birmingham  increased 
from  343,000  to  400,000 ;  and  of  Liver- 
pool, from  463,000  to  525,000;  Man- 
chester has  only  slightly  increased,  be- 
cause the  limits  of  the  borough  are 
circumscribed,  and  as  the  ground  is 
covered  with  houses  already  no  large 
increase  is  possible.  But  Salford,  m 
which  a  large  proportion  of  the  popula- 
tion of  Manchester  resides,  has  increased 
from  124,000  to  176,000;  Bristol,  from 
182,000  to  206,000 ;  Leeds,  from  259,000 
to  309,000;  Leicester,  from  95,000  to 
122,000;  and  Nottingham,  which  is  the 
most  remarkable  case  of  all,  has  in- 
creased from  129,000  to  186,000.  I  have 
had  the  curiosity  to  inquire  into  the 
condition  of  Coventry,  which  has  been 
quoted  as  an  illustration  of  a  town  that 
has  been  utterly  ruined  by  Free  Trade, 
and  I  find  that  in  the  same  period  the 
population  of  the  Parliamentary  borough 
has  increased  from  41,000  to  47,000. 
It  therefore  appears  that  even  that  town 
has  recently,  at  all  events,  got  over  the 
blow  it  received  through  a  Free  Trade 
policy.  But  the  increase  of  population 
is  not  the  only  index  to  the  prosperity 
of  a  borough ;  and  taking  the  rateable 
value  of  property,  which  largely  consists 
of  mills  and  other  productive  works,  in 
similar  boroughs,  I  find  that  between 
the  years  1872  and  1879  the  rateable 
value  of  property  in  Birmingham  has 
increasedfrom£l,229,000  to  £1,454,000; 
Liverpool  has. increased  from  £2,768,000 
to  £3,211,000;  of  Manchester,  from 
£1,805,000  to  £2,296,000;  of  Bristol, 
from  £719,000   to   £888^000;    and  of 
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Leeds,  from  £807,000  to  £1,083,000. 
Then,  I  ask,  where  is  the  proof  of  de- 
pression ?  Where  is  the  proof  of  stag- 
nation in  the  figures  I  have  read  to  the 
House?  If  we  go  further  afield  and 
take  the  newer  seats  of  industry,  like 
Barrow  and  Middlesborough,  the  pro- 
portionate increase  has  been  much 
greater.  But,  whatever  may  have  been 
our  own  progress,  we  are  told  that  we 
ought  still  to  be  discontented  because 
other  countries  have  made  still  greater 
progress.  That  is  a  state  of  things 
which  Fair  Traders  are  totally  unable 
to  see  with  satisfaction.  Now,  I  am 
very  doubtful  whether  any  proof  what- 
ever has  been  given  that  any  other 
country  has  done  as  well  during  the  last 
10  years  as  we  have.  But  even  if  other 
countries  have  progressed  more  than  we 
have,  I  should  have  said  that  that 
proved  nothing  either  for  or  against 
Protection ;  because  in  dealing  with  this 
matter  it  must  be  borne  in  mind  what  a 
multiplicity  of  factors  we  have  to  take 
into  consideration  in  estimating  the  rela- 
tive progress  of  foreign  nations  com- 
pared with  our  own.  We  should  have 
to  take  into  account  the  increase  of 
popidation,  the  development  of  the 
means  of  communication,  and  many 
other  matters  besides  the  effect  of  fiscal 
regulations.  A  country  in  which  the 
population  is  greatly  increasing  is  likely 
to  increase  its  products  more  rapidly 
than  a  country  in  which  the  popula- 
tion is  stationary.  Again,  if,  at  the 
period  which  we  select  for  our  compari- 
son, one  country  is  without  an  efficient 
means  of  communication,  and  these  have 
been  subsequently  supplied,  we  should 
expect  the  increase  to  be  greater  than  in 
an  older  country  where  such  means  of 
communication  have  existed  all  along. 
We  must  consider  also  such  special  cir- 
cumstances as  war,  famine,  bad  harvests, 
and  other  things  which  affect  trade  at 
particular  times  and  in  particular  coun- 
tries. Lastly,  we  have  to  take  into 
account — and  this  is  of  particular  im- 
portance in  considering  the  difference 
which  a  calculation  of  percentages  ap- 
parently shows — the  initial  condition 
of  the  country  with  which  you  make 
your  comparison.  In  other  words,  if 
you  were  comparing  a  country  with 
a  trade  of  £1,000,000  and  a  country 
with  a  trade  of  £10,000,000,  and  both 
had  increased  their  trade  by  the  amount, 
say,  of  £10,000,000,  it  is  quite  dear  that 


the  increase  in  both  cases  is  the  same ; 
but,  calculated  by  percentages,  the  pro- 
portion of  increase  in  the  one  case  is 
1,000  per  cent,  and  in  the  other  only 
1 00  per  cent.  The  increase  is  the  same 
in  amount  in  both  cases ;  but  the  propor- 
tion in  the  one  case  is  10  times  as  great 
as  it  is  in  the  other.  I  would  gladly  ask 
the  House  to  listen  to  a  comparison  of 
the  increase  of  the  trade  of  this  country 
with  that  of  various  other  countries ;  but 
I  feel  compelled  to  confine  myself  to  two. 
I  will  first  take  the  case  of  France.  The 
prosperity  of  France  is  particularly  an- 
noying to  some  hon.  Gentlemen  oppo- 
site, having  regard  to  the  negotiations 
for  the  old  Commercial  Treaty.  Now,  I 
find  that  the  French  exports — and  I  am 
making  a  concession  to  hon.  Members 
opposite  in  dealing  only  with  exports, 
for  I  hold  that  the  true  measure  of 
a  country's  prosperity  is  to  take  both 
her  exports  and  imports — during  the 
period  between  the  years  1850  and 
1880  increased  from  £43,000,000  to 
£139,000,000,  or  an  increase  of  223  per 
cent.  The  English  exports  increased 
during  the  same  period  from  £7 1,000,000 
to  £223,000,000,  or  an  increase  of  214 
per  cent.  It  therefore  appears  that  the 
percentage  increase  in  the  exports  of 
both  countries  has  been  about  the  same,  or 
slightly  to  the  advantage  of  France ;  but 
if  we  were  to  add  the  increase  in  what  has 
been  called  our  **  invisible  exports" — 
that  is,  in  freight  and  shipping  charges, 
which  amounts  to  a  considerable  sum, 
the  difference  would  be  still  less.  But 
if  you  take  amounts,  which  I  con- 
tend to  be  the  proper  course,  instead  of 
percentages,  the  advantage  is  on  the 
side  of  England,  for  while  the  increase 
in  the  French  exports  only  amounted  to 
£96,000,000  the  increase  in  the  English 
exports  amounted  to  £162,000,000— that 
is  to  say  that  the  English  exports  in- 
creased by  more  than  50  per  cent  more 
rapidly  than  the  French  exports.  But, 
as  I  have  stated,  in  all  of  these  cases  cer- 
tain other  circumstances  have  also  to  be 
taken  into  account  in  estimating  the 
value  of  these  figures.  In  the  case  of 
France  the  payment  of  the  French  War 
Indemnity  has  largely  increased  the 
volume  of  exports  sent  out  by  that 
country.  The  Indemnity  had  to  be  paid 
partly  in  bullion,  but  chiefly  in  exports, 
and  it  told  upon  the  trade  of  France  in 
the  few  years  which  immediately  fol- 
lowed   the    war.     The  hon,   MA\fi&><is^ 
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for  West   StaflTordshire  (Mr.   Staveley 
Hill)  has  used  an  extraordinary  argu- 
ment.    He   admitted  that  a  large  in- 
crease   of    exports   from    France    into 
Germany  resulted  from  the  payment  of 
the  War  Indemnity ;  but  he  considered 
that  this  meant  a  diminution  of  employ- 
ment to  a  large  portion  of  the  German 
nation,  and  was,  therefore,  a  disastrous 
thing — in  other  words,   he    contended 
that  the  payment  of  £200,000,000  was 
a  bad  thing  for  Germany.    It  followed, 
therefore,   that  its  effect  upon   France 
was  to   stimulate   employment  and  to 
encourage  industry  there,   and  that   it 
would  be  a  good  thing  for  any  nation 
to    pay    a    tribute    of    £200,000,000, 
and    a    bad    thing  to    be    forced    to 
receive     it.      There     is    also    another 
matter — namely,   the    fact   that    about 
the  same  time  the  Provinces  of  Alsace 
and  Lorraine   became   separated  from 
the    French    Empire,    and    all    goods 
passing     thither    were     thenceforward 
transferred   from   the  home    trade   ac> 
count  to  the  export  account.     If  these 
two  circumstances  are  borne  in  mind, 
it  will  add   still   further  to   the  satis- 
faction with  which  we  must  regard  the 
increased   exports  of  this    country,    as 
compared  with  the  exports  of  France.  I 
may  also  point  out,  in  the  case  of  France, 
that  the  period  I  have  chosen  for  com- 
parison is  a  period  during  which  their 
policy,  though  not  of  Free  Trade,  was  a 
policy  more  liberal  than  it  had  been 
previously,    and  that  that  policy    has 
largely  contributed  to  the  condition  of 
affairs  which   I    have   described.     The 
other  case  to  which  I  wish  to  call  atten- 
tion  is  the  case  of  the  United  States. 
That  is  a  country,  of  course,  in  which  the 
policy  has  been  more  retrograde  than 
that  of  any  other  country.     I  find  in  the 
United  States  that  the  increase  in  the 
amount  of  exports  has  been,  in  round 
numbers,  from  £26.000,000  in  1840   to 
£l7u.000,(»0()  in    1880,  or  554  per  cent, 
Hs  againnt  an    inoreasu    in    this   coun- 
try    from     £51,000,000      in     1840    to 
£j23,000,t00    in    1880.    being    an    in- 
crease of  3.i8  per  cent,  the   actual  in- 
crease having  been  £144,000,000  in  the 
case  of  America,  and  £172,000,000   in 
the  case  of  England.     But  this  amount 
is   altogether  exclusive    of   what    Mr. 
Giffen,  in  the  admirable  Paper  which 
he  read  before  the  Statistical  Society, 
called  the  **  invisible  exports,"  being  the 
amountgained  by  our  Mercantile  Marine  ] 
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in  freight  and  otherwise.    That  amount 
is  proved,  by  the  most  conclusive  evi- 
dence— by  cumulative  evidence — to  have 
increased,  in  the  same  period,  in  the  case  of 
the  United  Kingdom,  from  £20.000,000 
to  £80,000,000.    It  will  be  necessary, 
therefore,    to     add    a    sum    of   about 
£60,000,000   to  the  value   of  our  ex- 
ports;   and,   adding  that  £60,000,000 
tr)  the  £172,000,000,    we  shall  obtain 
£232,000,000,  which  is  nearly   doable 
the  increase  in  the  United  States  in  the 
same  period.    There  has  been   no  in- 
crease whatever  in  their  shipping  trade, 
but  rather,  on  the  contrary,  a  decrease. 
Then,  as  to  another  point,  if  we  take  the 
exports  of  the  United  States,   not  at 
their  amount,  but  per  head  of  the  popu- 
lation, and  compare  them  with  the  ex- 
ports per  head  of  the  United  Kingdom, 
the  advantage  will  be  still  more  striking 
in   favour  of  our  policy.     The  exports 
per  head  of  the  United  States    have 
risen   from   £l    11«.    \d.    in    1840    to 
£3  8«.  \d,  in  1880,  while  those  of  the 
United  Kingdom  have  increased  in  the 
same  time  from  £l  18«.  9(^.  to  £6  9t.  bd. 
In  other  words,  while  the  increase  in 
the  United  States  was  119  per  cent,  in 
this  Kingdom  it  stands  at  234  per  cent. 
We  must  also  take  into  account,    in 
dealing  with  the  question,  the  character 
of  the  exports  of  the  United   States. 
They  have  introduced  a  protective  policy 
in  order   to  encourage   their  manufac- 
tures ;  I  have  already  shown  with  what 
success.    But  the  total  result  is  this — 
they  exported  £17,000,000  of  manufac- 
tures,   against  £191,000,000  from  this 
country,  of  which  we  sent  £24,600,000 
to  the  United  States,  or  more  than  their 
total  exports  altogether.     Under  these 
circumstances,   whether  the  House  re- 
gards the  trade  of  the  country  abso- 
lutely or  relatively  to  the  trade  of  other 
countries,  there  is  no  real  ground  for 
alarm,   and  no  cause  for  the  inquiry 
which  the  hon.   Member  proposes.    I 
will  now  ask  permission  to  examine,  for 
a   few  minutes,   the  various  proposals 
which  have  been  made.     The  first  ques- 
tion I  have  to  ask  is  this — is  the  food  for 
the  country  to   be  taxed?    The  hon. 
Member  for    West  Staffordshire  TMr. 
Staveley  Hill)   says   **No";  the  non. 
Member  for  Preston  (Mr.  Ecroyd)  says 
*'  Yes."     I  think  it  is  desirable  that 
those  hon.   Gentlemen  should  oome  to 
some  agreement  before  supporting  the 
Itesolution  for  inquiry.  Thenon.  ICem* 
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ber  for  West  Staffordsliire  says,  in  the 
Amendment  he  has  put  upon  the  Paper, 
that  duties  are  to  be  levied  on  foreign 
produce,  provided  that  nothing  is  done 
to  raise  the  price  or  diminish  the  supply 
of  food.     I  do  not  know  whether  the 
hon.  Member  thinks  you  can  tax  food 
without  raising  its  price.     I  would,  at 
any  rate,  lay  down  the  axiom,  to  begin 
with,  that  that  is  impossible,  and  it  is 
only  by  increasing  the  price  that  the 
object  of  the  hon.  Memoer  for  Preston 
can  be  achieved,    and  that    you    can 
stimulate  the  gprowth  and  prosperity  of 
our  Colonies.     The  modest  proposal  he 
makes  would  raise  the  price  of  home- 
grown corn  also,  and  the  result  would 
be  that  the  British  consumer  would  have 
to  bear  a  tax  of  £40,000,000,  £14,000,000 
of  which  would  go  to  the  Bevenue  if 
the  foreign  importations  continued,  and 
£26,000,000  would  go,  not  to  the  farmer 
or  the  labourer — for  if  anything  is  proved 
by  the  experience  of  the  past,  it  is  that  it 
would  go  neither  to  the  farmer  nor  the 
labourer — but  it  would  go  to  the  landed 
interest,  to  enable  them  to  keep  up  their 
rents.     All  I  have  to  say  of  a  pro- 
posal of    that    kind  is    that   it    could 
never  be  adopted  by  the  country,  or  if 
adopted  it  would  be  swept  away  upon 
the  first  recurrence  of  serious  distress. 
But  now  I  want  to  ask  the  House  to 
consider  whether  the  proposition  of  the 
hon.  Member  for  Preston  is  a  practical 
proposal  on  another  ground.   At  the  pre- 
sent moment  foreign  countries  supply  us 
with  82^  per  cent  of  the  total  quantity  of 
food  which  we  import,  while  the  Colonies 
only  send  us  17^  per  cent  of  that  quantity. 
If  we  deduct  the  amount  which  comes 
from   Colonies  like   New  South  Wales 
and   others,  which  are  practically  free 
trading  Colonies,  only  5  per  cent  of  our 
food    comes    from    the    self-governing 
and  highly  protective  Colonies.     The 
total  amount  of  food  sent  by  foreign 
countries  is  £138,000,000  sterling.  I  ask 
the  House,  therefore,  whether  it  is  pos- 
sible, or  whether  it  is  conceivable,  that 
this   enormous  transfer  can  be  made  ? 
Does  the  hon.  Member  believe  that  these 
£138,000,000  worth  more  food  can  be 
produced  immediately  in  our   Colonies 
by  any  artificial  process  ;  or  does  he  for 
one  moment  believe,  on  the  other  hand, 
that  the  Colonies,  which  are  now  only 
able  to  send  us  £30,000,000  worth  of 
food,  will  be  able  to  send  us  £  1 38,000,000 
in  addition^  and  ^ake  our  manufactures  to 


the  extent  of  £138,000,000  in  return  ?  I 
say,  in  the  first  instance,  that  they  can- 
not produce  the  amount  of  food  re- 
quired ;  and  then,  that  they  could  not 
take  in  return  our  exports  to  the  amount 
indicated. 

Mr.  ECROYD:  I  never  said  they 
would  be  able  to  do  so  at  once.  My 
proposal  was  to  institute  a  gradual  pro- 
cess. 

Mr.   CHAMBERLAIN:   Well,  Sir, 
the  hon.  Member  for  Preston  addressed 
the  House  for  an  hour  and  three  quar- 
ters;  and  I  certainly  supposed  at  the 
end  of  his  speech  that  he  had  put  his 
views  fully  before  the  House.  But  that, 
it  seems,  is  not  the  case.     However,  if 
the  hon.  Member  does  not  think  that 
this  transfer  could    be  effected  readily 
with  regard  to  the  supply  of  food  for 
this  country  from  foreign  countries    to 
our  Colonies,  I  should  like  to  know  very 
much  what  we  are  to  do  in  the  interval  ? 
If  we  are  to  retaliate  upon  foreign  coun- 
tries by  imposing  a  duty  on  food  im- 
ported from  those  countries  into  Eng- 
land, as  a  means  of  inducing  them  to 
alter  their  Tariffs,  and  effecting  a  trans- 
fer of  the  supply  of  food  to  the  Colonies, 
I  do  not  see  where  the  food  of  the  coun- 
try is  to  come  from ;  because  it  is  impos- 
sible   that  in  anything  like  a  reason- 
able time  our  Colonies  could    produce 
an   amount  of    food  at    all   approach- 
ing   to    the    quantity   required.      But 
even  if  they  could,  at  a  future  period, 
produce  it,  they  could  not  possibly  ac- 
cept payment  for  it  in  our  manufac- 
tures.    Is  it  conoeivable  that  the  popu- 
lations of  the  Australian  Colonies — con- 
siderably less  than  the  population  of 
London — and  others,  including  Canada, 
the  whole  of  whose  imports  from  this 
country  put  together  only  amount  to  a 
total  of  £25,000,000  sterling— is  it  pos- 
sible  that  they  could  take  £138,000,000 
more  ?    And  if  they  could  not  do  this, 
look  what  would  happen.  I  ask  the  hon. 
Member's  attention  particularly  to  this. 
If  we  cannot  pay  the  Colonies  for  our 
food  supply  in  manufactures,  we  must  pay 
for  it  in  bullion,  and  that  would  raise  the 
**  bogey"  which  hon.  Members  so  dislike. 
Gold  would  be  too  plentiful  in  the  Colo- 
nies, and  too  scarce  in  this  country,  and 
the  consequence  would  be  that  the  price 
of  corn  in  the  Colonies  would  soon  rise  to 
the  price  of  corn  in  foreign  countriea^ 
even  witVi  a  \0  ^«t  ^«ii\.  ^\i^.i  ^5^^^^^* 
Trade  \?\a  Vkea  ^o  \i^^  ^^^^  '^^'^  ^^ 
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channels,  and  the  only  difference  will  be 
that  this  country  will  have  to  pay  10 
per  cent  more  all  round.     If,  however, 
it  were  conceivable  that,  after  a  long 
series  of  years,  the  transfer  to  the  Colo- 
nies could  be  effected,  it  would  be  only 
a  transfer  of  business,  and  not  a  transfer 
that  would  be  wholly  to  our  advantage. 
From  whomsoever  we  buy  our  food,  they 
must  take  our  goods  in  return ;  we  cannot 
pay  them  in  bullion ;  they  must  be  paid 
in  our  manufactures.   Foreign  countries 
are  now  paid  by  our  manufactures,  al- 
though they  will  not  continue  to  take 
our  manufactures    hereafter,    because, 
upon  the  terms  proposed  by  the  hon. 
Member  for  Preston,  we  cease  to  find 
them  the  means  of  paying  for  them. 
But  whereas,  ex  hypothesis  the  Colonies 
are  to  produce  dearer,  and  require  the 
additional  10  per  cent  in  order  to  pro- 
duce at  all,  it  is  clear  that  they  will  send 
us  less  in  return  for  our  goods,  and  we 
shall  be  worse  off  than  we  are  at  the 
present  time.     Well,  Sir,  upon  the  sup- 
position that  we  are  going  to  make  this 
extraordinary  disturbance  in  trade  which 
has  been  suggested  by  the  hon.  Member 
for  Preston,  I  ask  what  it  is  supposed 
will  become  of  the  energy  and  capital 
of  foreign  countries  now  employed  in 
the  production  of  food  ?     Do  you  sup- 
pose it  will  remain  idle  ?    No,  Sir  ;  the 
result  will  be  that   this    energy    and 
capital  will  be  diverted  from  its  present 
application,  and  you  will  simply  have 
given  an  impetus  to  foreign  manufac- 
tures, and  raised  up  competition  in  other 
branches  of  trade.     For  my  own  part,  I 
do  not  think  we  can  contemplate  without 
apprehension  the  possibility  of  a  change 
under  which  America,  which  now  exports 
90  per  cent  of  food,   and  only  10  per 
cent  of  manufactures,  could  only  export 
10  per  cent  of  food  and  90  per  cent  of 
manufactures  ;    yet  such  would  be  the 
effect  of  the  suggestion  of  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Preston,  so  far  as  the  United 
States   are  concerned.     Then   there  is 
another  assumption  which  underlies  the 
proposal  of  the  hon.  Member,    and  to 
which  I  am  inclined  to  take  exception. 
The  hon.  Member  assumes  that  the  Colo- 
nies which   now  levy  protective  duties 
would  alter  those  duties  in  return  for 
the  increased  produce  which,  under  the 
proposed  arrangement,  we  should  take 
from  them.     But,  Sir,  I  am  of  opinion 
that  they  would  do  nothing  of  the  sort. 
At  any  rate,  I  am  quite  sure  it  would 
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not  be  worth  their  while  to  do  so,  be- 
cause the  arrangement  under  which  they 
supply  us  is  only  to  be  a  temporary 
arrangement.  As  I  understand  the  hon. 
Member,  so  soon  as  any  foreign  country 
comes  to  our  terms  we  are  to  open  our 
ports  to  it  again.  The  hon.  Member 
dissents  from  that.  Then  his  project  is 
one  for  excluding  them,  and  is  a  much 
larger  proposal  than  I  had  any  idea  he 
intended  to  make  to  the  House.  Ho 
proposes  to  exclude  ail  food  from  the 
United  States,  and  only  to  open  our 
market  to  their  manufactures.  If  the 
hon.  Member  thinks  that  the  citizens  of 
the  United  States  are  likely  to  fall  in 
with  that  arrangement  he  must  consider 
them  much  less  ''  cute  "  than  I  do.  I 
certainly  always  supposed  that  when  the 
object  of  hon.  Members  opposite  was 
attained,  foreign  countries  which  now 
imposed  Protection  were  to  open  their 
ports,  and  that  we  were  to  open  our 
ports  in  return.  I  should  like  to  know 
what  is  to  become  of  the  English  Pro- 
tection in  the  Colonies  which  has  been 
created.  I  cannot  believe  it  possible  that 
any  Colony  would  allow  that  it  would 
be  of  advantage  to  it  to  have  such  arti- 
ficially created  interests  ruthlessly  de- 
stroyed in  consequence  of  some  change 
of  policy  in  a  foreign  country  over  which 
it  had  not  the  slightest  control.  Then 
I  pass  from  the  proposal  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  Preston  to  that  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  West  Staffordshire,  who 
expressly  excludes  food  from  taxa- 
tion. I  will  not  dwell  on  the  objec- 
tions which  may  be  raised  by  the  agpri- 
cultural  interest,  although  I  would  cer- 
tainly say  that  if  Protection  is  to  be 
used  at  all,  that  interest  has  as  much 
claim  to  it  as  any  other.  I  cannot 
conceive  how  it  can  be  desired  to  ham- 
per that  interest  by  adding  10  or  20  per 
cent  to  the  articles  required  in  agricul- 
tural business.  But  assuming  that  the 
farmers  are  taken  in  by  these  proposals 
on  the  part  of  their  friends,  and  offer  no 
opposition  to  them,  then  the  next  ques- 
tion I  have  to  ask  is — Are  our  raw  mate- 
rials to  be  taxed?  And  again— What 
are  raw  materials  ?  The  hon.  Member 
for  Preston  (Mr.  Ecroyd)  proceeds  on  the 
assumption  that  we  have,  at  the  present 
time,  an  import  of  £35,000,000  worth  of 
manufactures,  which,  according  to  the 
arbitrary  classification  adopted  by  the 
Board  of  Trade  for  purposes  of  compari- 
son, is  perfectly  true.    But  if  the  hon. 
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Member  looks  to  tlie  tables  which  give 
the  details  of  this  classifioation,  he  will 
find  that  there  is  hardly  one  of  the 
articles  enumerated  which  is  not  the  raw 
material  for  one  trade  or  another.  Take, 
for  instance,  tanned  leather.  That  is  a 
raw  material  of  the  boot  and  shoe  trade, 
and  comes  in  free  of  duty  ;  and  to  that 
fact  was  due  the  progress  which  that 
trade  had  made  in  recent  times.  If  the 
hon.  Member  treated  that  as  a  manu- 
factured article  he  would  ruin  the  boot 
and  shoe  trade ;  if  he  treated  it  as  raw 
material,  then  he  would  be  forced  to 
reduce  this  £35, 000, 000  of  manufactures, 
and  so  on  with  other  articles,  until  there 
would  remain,  only  an  insignificant  sum 
— certainly  not  more  than  one-fifth  of 
the  original  amount.  How,  upon  this 
remaining  sum  of  £7,000,000  of  bond 
fide  manufactures,  he  is  goine  to  raise 
the  revenue  which  will  enable  him  to 
offer  a  serious  reduction  of  the  burden 
of  taxation,  for  the  life  of  me  I  cannot 
understand.  I  think  my  hon.  Friend 
the  Member  for  the  University  of  London 
(Sir  John  Lubbock)  has  already  dealt 
with  another  part  of  this  subject.  The 
hon.  Baronet  has  pointed  out  with  per- 
fect truth  that  if  we  are  to  enter  upon 
this  game  of  Betaliation,  it  is  a  game  at 
which  two  can  play,  and  that  we  shall 
play  at  it  at  a  great  disadvantage.  Our 
imports  of  manufactures  and  half  manu- 
factures are  only  £35,000,000,  while  we 
export  £190,000,000,  which  would  leave 
a  balance  of  £155,000,000  on  which  we 
stand  to  lose  in  the  game  of  Eetaiiation ; 
and,  therefore,  I  cannot  but  regard  the 
proceeding  as  a  very  risky  one.  I  may 
mention  that  France  is  the  only  import- 
ant case  of  any  foreign  country  whose 
export  of  manufactures  to  us  is  greater 
than  our  export  of  manufactures  to  her ; 
and  I  wish  for  a  moment  to  look  at  the 
case  of  France,  because  it  illustrates  the 
error  into  which  hon.  Members  fall,  and 
are  likely  to  fall,  without  a  knowledge 
of  all  the  circumstances  of  the  case. 
Although  the  export  of  French  manu- 
factures to  us  is  larger  than  the  amount 
of  our  manufactures  imported  into  France, 
yet  I  believe  that  a  great  part  of  those 
manufactures  which  appear  in  our  Be- 
tums  are  manufactures  in  transit.  It  is 
a  curious  fact  in  connection  with  this 
that  the  Italian  import  of  our  manu- 
factures is  much  larger  than  their  ex- 
ports to  us;  and  I  am  led  to  believe 
that  there  is  a  ^ort  of  triangular  trade 


going  on  between  the  three  countries 
—  England,  France,  and  Italy ;  and 
that  Italian  silk  and  wine  go  first  to 
France,  where  they  are  more  or  less 
treated,  and  then  come  to  us  as  French 
manufactures,  whereas,  in  reality,  they 
are  Italian  manufactures,  and  we  pay 
for  them,  not  in  manufactures  sent  to 
France,  but  in  manufactures  sent  to  Italy. 
Any  proposal,  therefore,  for  a  Tariff  upon 
French  goods  would  not  only  affect  our 
trade  with  that  country,  but  would  be 
an  interference  with  our  export  trade  to 
Italy.  Then,  Sir,  there  are  other  serious 
objections  to  a  policy  of  Betaliation. 
There  is  the  objection  that,  resulting  as 
it  does  in  the  protection  of  home  indus- 
tries, it  destroys  all  stimulus  and  com- 
petition. That,  undoubtedly,  is  a  very 
serious  matter.  The  hon.  Member  has 
referred  to  the  condition  of  the  woollen 
industries,  and  especially  to  the  case  of 
Bradford,  which  affords  one  of  the  most 
striking  illustrations  of  the  advantage 
of  our  Free  Trade  policy.  Some  years 
ago  the  French  made  great  improve- 
ments in  their  manufacture  of  wool, 
and  in  consequence  substituted  articles 
of  better  quality  and  more  pleasing 
appearance  than  the  English  goods, 
and  the  woollen  trade  in  this  country 
suffered.  What  would  have  happened 
in  the  absence  of  the  policy  of  Free  Trade 
which  the  country  adopted  ?  The  Eng- 
lish manufacturers  would  have  had  no 
stimulus  to  the  improvement  of  their 
goods,  and  the  English  manufacture  of 
to-day  would  have  been  the  same  as  it 
was  25  years  ago.  But  under  the  policy 
of  Free  Trade  the  English  manufacturers 
have  been  able  to  look  the  matter  in  the 
face ;  they  have  altered  their  process  of 
manufacture,  and  they  are  now  com- 
peting successfully  with  the  manufac- 
turers of  France.  I  was  told  by  an 
English  manufacturer  the  other  day  that 
his  orders  were  larger  than  he  ever  re- 
collected them  to  be,  and  that  he,  at 
least,  was  perfectly  satisfied  with  the 
present  condition  of  the  woollen  trade. 
Another  illustration  was  to  be  found  in 
the  case  of  the  edge-tool  trade  of  Bir- 
mingham, which  was  at  one  time  almost 
destroyed  by  competition  from  America. 
It  was  not  that  the  goods  were  cheaper, 
but  American  makers  had  discovered 
what  was  the  best  form  of  edged  tools  for 
various  purposes ;  and  I  must  say  that 
our  maii\i£ac>tMX^x^  ^^t^  -s^r^  ^^^  ^» 
\  adopt  tiiQ&e  VEDL'5tQrq^\xia\iX»^  ^^^  ^<^\sx^- 
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what  conservative  in  their  objections. 
However,  in   the  face  of  this  competi- 
tion   with    the    English    manufacture, 
Birmingham  is  now  producing  articles 
which  are  better  in  quality  and  cheaper 
in  price  than  the  American  goods,  and 
which  are  now  successfully  competing 
with  them  in  Australia  and  other  Colo- 
nies.    Finally,   Betaliation,  Compensa- 
tion,or  Protection — by  whatever  name  it 
is  known — must  have  the  effect  of  creating 
weak  interests,  which  will  have  afterwards 
to  be  abandoned,  and  which  will,  in  con- 
sequence, give  rise  to  great  suffering  and 
loss.     Sir,  I  ask  the  House  to  meet  this 
Motion  with  a  negative.  Had  it  been  pos- 
sible, I  should  have  desired  the  Amend- 
ment of  my  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for 
Oxfordshire  to  be  accepted ;  but,  as  that 
Amendment  cannot  be  put,  I  hope  the 
House  will  vote  on  the  Main  Question, 
that  you.  Sir,  **  do  now  leave  the  Chair." 
I  express  that  hope  upon  the  ground 
that  the  hon.  Member  for  the  Tower 
Hamlets  (Mr.  Eitchie)  has  made  out  no 
case.     The  condition  of  trade  is  not  un- 
satisfactory.    It  is,  I  believe,  in  a  state 
of  gprowing  prosperity.     The  temporary 
depression  from  which   it  suffered  has 
passed  away ;  and  it  has  been  said  truly 
that  this  improved  condition  of  things 
has   been   coincident  with   the    advent 
to  power  of  a  Liberal  Ministry.     If  hon. 
Gentlemen  opposite  are  successful  in  their 
endeavours  to  bring  about  a  change  of 
Government,  perhaps  the  hon.  Member  for 
the  Tower  Hamlets  will  in  the  course  of  a 
few  years  have  a  much  better  foundation 
for  such  a  Motion  as  this  than  he  has  at 
present.     I  remember  quoting,  in  refer- 
ence to  this  matter,  a  conversation  re- 
ported to  me  three  or  four  years  ago,  in 
the  time  of  the  late  Government,  which 
I  might  be  allowed  to  mention  once  more 
to  the  House.     A  friend  of  mine  was 
talking  to  a  merchant  in  Birmingham, 
who  happens  to  a  Conservative,  and  this 
gentleman  was  expressing  his  alarm  at 
the  proceedings   of  the   Kadicals,    and 
gave  his  idea  of  the  evil  results  which 
would  follow  if  my  right  hon.  Friend 
(Mr.  Gladstone)  should  ever  again  assume 
the  reins  of  Office.     My  friend,  out  of 
mere  curiosity,  wound  up  by  saying — 
"  Well,  but  if  it  should  happen  that  Mr. 
Gladstone   should   be  Prime   Minister, 
would  you  leave  the  country,  or  what 
would  you  do?"   and    thereupon  this 
gentlemaui    whose    candour   overcame 
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his    Conservatism   for    a  time,    said — 
**Well,  to  tell  you  the  truth,  I  should 
buy  all    the    copper  I  could    lay  my 
hands  on,  and  hold  for  a  rise."     Well, 
I  really  do  not  know.  Sir,  whether  that 
gentleman  carried  out  his  intention ;  but 
all  I  can   say  is  that  if   he  has  done 
so  I  believe  he  will  have  no  cause  what- 
ever to  regret  it,  because  the  price  of 
copper  has  risen,  and  the  demand  for  it 
has    increased.     The    price    of  almost 
every  article  of   our  manufacture  has 
also  risen,   and  the  demand  increased. 
In  the  second  place,  I  ask  the  House  to 
reject  the  Motion  of  the  hon.  Member, 
because  it  appears  to  me  to    be  un- 
doubtedly   a    retrograde    step  in     the 
direction   of  a  reversal  of  that  policy 
under     which    the    prosperity    of    the 
country  has  so  greatly  increased,  and  its 
resources  have  been  so  enormously  de- 
veloped ;  under  which  wages  have  risen ; 
under  which  the  necessaries  of  life  have 
been  cheaper,  which  has  added  to  the 
comfort  of   all  classes  of  the  people, 
which    has,   above    all,    removed   just 
causes  of  discontent,  and  has  done  much 
to  settle  on  a    secure   basis  the   fbun* 
dations  of  settled  government,  and  of 
social  ordoi* 

SiK  STAFFORD  NORTHCOTE :  Mr. 
Speaker,  I  will  detain  the  House  a  very 
few  minutes;  but  I  find  it  necessary,  of 
course,  to  rise  after  the  special  appeal 
which  has  been  addressed  to  me  by  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  President  of 
the  Board  of  Trade.  Sir,  I  must,  in  the 
first  place,  remind  the  House  what  is  the 
question  before  us.  The  question  which 
is  actually  before  us  is  that  which  is 
raised  by  my  hon.  Friend  the  Member 
for  the  Tower  Hamlets  (Mr.  Ritchie),  who 
asks  that — 

"A  Select  Committee  be  appointed  to  in- 
quire into  the  effects  which  the  Tariffs  in  force 
in  Foreign  Countries  have  upon  the  principal 
branches  of  British  Trade  and  Commerce,  and 
into  the  possibility  of  removing,  by  Legislation 
or  otherwise,  any  impediment  to  a  fuller  de- 
velopment of  the  manufacturing  and  commercial 
industry  of  the  United  Kingdom.*' 

I  venture  to  say  that  that  demand,  sup- 
ported as  it  is  by  the  very  temperate 
and  very  well  delivered  speech  of  my 
hon.  Friend,  is  one  which  we  ought  to 
consider  well  before  rejecting  it.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  opposite  says  he 
can  hardly  understand  how  I  could 
support  or  accept  such  a  proposal  as 
this,  consistently  with  what  I  said  when, 
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two  yearn  ago,  Mr.  Wheelhouse  made  a 
proposition  for  a  Select  Committee  on 
the  same  subject.  On  that  occasion  I 
certainly  did  say — speaking  on  behalf 
of  the  then  Government — that  we  could 
not  assent  to  that  proposal,  because  it 
might  give  a  wrong  impression  and  pro- 
duce a  false  idea  as  to  our  commercial 
policy.  Well,  Sir,  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman says — "  How  do  you  consider 
that  circumstances  differ  on  the  present 
occasion  from  what  they  were  then  ?" 
I  say,  in  the  first  place,  there  is  the 
broadest  possible  distinction  between 
the  proposal  made  by  Mr.  Wheelhouse, 
and  still  more  the  speech  by  which  that 
proposal  was  supported,  and  the  pro- 
posal and  speech  of  my  hon.  Friend  the 
Member  for  the  Tower  Hamlets.  The 
Motion  of  Mr.  Wheelhouse  was  for  a 
Committee 

"  To  consider  the  Commercial  Relations  at 
present  existing  between  England  and  Foreign 
Nations,  especially  with  regard  to  the  import  of 
Manufactured  Goods  from  Abroad,  as  well  as 
the  effect  caused  by  our  system  of  one-sided  so- 
called  Free  Trade,  with  a  view  (if  possible)  of 
ameliorating  the  condition  of  the  wage  classes 
of  the  country." — [3  Hantard,  ccl.  604.] 

And  every  word  of  the  speech  of  Mr. 
Wheelhouse  was  directly  in  favour  of 
Protection.  My  hon.  Friend  has  taken 
an  entirely  different  line.  He  has 
drawn  attention  to  certain  points  which 
I  will  refer  to  in  another  moment,  and 
he  has  asked  for  a  Committee  which 
would  do  something  very  different  from 
that  which  Mr.  Wheelhouse  proposed. 
But  I  do  not  rest  the  case  simply  upon 
the  difference  between  the  Motions  of 
Mr.  Wheelhouse  and  my  hon.  Friend. 
We  are  asked  what  has  happened  since 
then  ?  Why,  two  things  have  happened. 
One  of  those  things  is  a  speech  that  was 
made  by  the  Prime  Minister  himself 
last  year,  and  the  other  is  the  result  of 
the  negotiations  respecting  the  French 
Treaty.  The  House  can  hardly  have 
forgotten  the  speech  that  was  made  by 
the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  on  the 
4th  of  April,  in  moving  his  Financial 
Statement ;  it  has  been  already  quoted 
by  my  hon.  Friend ;  but  I  am  sure  the 
House  will  not  be  sorry  to  hear  the 
words  again.  The  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  paused  in  the  middle  of  his 
Financial  Statement,  in  order  to  draw 
the  attention  of  the  Committee  to  a  sub- 

Sct  which  he  thought  required  attention, 
e  said — 


**  There  is  another  point  on  which  I  think  it 
is  necessary  to  say  a  few  words,  because  in  my 
estimation  we  have  reached  a  period  at  which  I 
think  the  attention  of  the  Committee  ought  to 
be  addressed  to  it.  I  think  this  is  one  of  those 
junctures  which  undoubtedly  renders  it,  if  not 
obligatory,  at  least  expedient,  that  this  should 
be  done.  I  wish  to  present  to  the  House,  in  a 
yery  succinct  and  general  form,  a  few  figures 
which,  I  think,  illustrate  in  a  striking  manner 
the  present  movement  of  public  wealth  as  com- 
pared with  population  and  expenditure.  This 
is  a  subject  which  does  not  annually  come  under 
the  consideration  of  the  Committee ;  but,  un- 
doubtedly, it  is  a  subject  that  periodically  it  is 
desirable  should  be  brought  into  view,  and 
especially  so  when  a  change  has  been  taking 
place  with  respect  to  which  the  Minister  may 
happen  to  believe,  as  I  believe,  that  neither  the 
public  nor  Parliament  are  fully  aware  of  it. 
We  make  gpround  at  such  a  rate,  and  for  such 
a  long  time,  that  people  begin  to  believe  we 
shall  never  cease  to  make  ground ;  but  I  wish 
Parliament  to  understand  that  we  are  not  mak- 
ing ground  at  present.  I  speak  of  the  last  few 
years,  and  without  reference  to  Partj  differ- 
ences, and  I  say  we  are  rather  losing  than 
making  ground." — [3  Hanaardy  cclx.  680.] 

The  right  hon.  Gentleman  then  pro- 
ceeded to  draw  attention  to  the  various 
statistics  which  were  quoted  by  my  hon. 
Friend.  We  have  had  a  very  simple 
explanation  given  by  the  hon.  Baronet 
the  Member  for  the  University  of  Lon- 
don (Sir  John  Lubbock)  and  adopted  by 
the  President  of  the  Board  of  Trade; 
they  attribute  our  losing  ground  for 
some  time  to  the  fact  that  we  have  had 
a  Conservative  Ministry.  But  what  is 
remarkable  is  that  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman the  President  of  the  Board  of 
Trade,  when  he  quotes  figures  to  show 
that  the  idea  of  the  distress  of  the 
country  is  exaggerated,  and  that  we  are 
not  losing  but  making  ground,  should 
take  his  figures  from  the  very  time  of 
which  he  speaks  so  lightly.  This  very 
evening  some  of  the  figures  which  he 
gave  us  with  regard  to  the  growth  of 
population,  on  which  he  so  much  dwelt, 
relate  to  the  years  from  1872  to  1879, 
of  which  two  years  belong  to  the  one 
Government  and  four  or  five  to  the 
other.  Well,  then,  I  remarked  in  the 
speech  which  he  made  last  year,  and 
which  he  published  with  an  appendix, 
that  his  comparative  statements  were 
made  as  to  the  progress  of  various 
branches  of  industry  in  the  six  years 
from  1869  to  1874,  and  the  six  years 
from  1874  to  1880,  and  that  he  showed 
greater  progress  in  a  large  number  of 
branches  oi  \\i^u%\.r3  \\3Ct\XL^  >iXi.^\^^  ^sck. 
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The  hon.  Baronet  (Sir  John  Lubbock) — 
and  I  heard  it  with  surprise,  coming  as 
it  did  from  him,  who  is  usually  so  fair — 
stated  that  our  troubles  began  when  the 
late  Government  came  into  Office.  Why, 
it  was  immediately  pointed  out  to  him 
that  the  decline  began  two  years  before 
— in  the  year  1872 — and  that  there  was 
a  small  decline  in  that  year  and  another 
in  the  following  year.     But  really,  if 
these  are  the  arguments  used,  would  it 
not  be  worth  the  while  of  the  Govern- 
ment to  let  us  have  a  Committee  which 
would  bring  out  these  important  points, 
and  which  would  give  us  the  opportunity 
of  cross-questioning  a  little  and  examin- 
ing into  the  reality  of  statements  of  this 
general  character,  which  are  used   so 
glibly,  and  which  pass  muster,  no  doubt, 
amongst  those  who  do  not  know  better. 
We  want  to  know  with  regard  to  the 
difference  in  our  position  in  consequence 
of  the  failure  of  the  French  Treaty  nego- 
tiations.    I  was  struck  just  now  by  one 
of  the  opening  observations  of  the  right 
hon.   Gentleman.      He   stated  that  he 
gathered  from  the  speeches  which  had 
preceded  him   that  Protection  was  or 
was  not  called  Protection  according  to 
the  object  with  which  any  particular 
duty  was  imposed;  that  the  duty  im- 
posed for  one  object  would  be  called 
protective,  but  if  imposed  for  another 
object  the  same  duty  would  not  be  called 
protective.     I  think  we  may  turn  that 
observation  upon  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man and  his  Colleagues,  with  regard  to 
the  important  question  that  is  sometimes 
called  Beciprocity  and  sometimes  Be- 
taliation.     It  is  not  Betaliation,  or  even 
Beciprocity,  in  what  is  considered  the 
sense  of  the  word  by  Free  Traders.     If 
you  propose  to  a  country  like  France 
that  if  she  will  make  certain  concessions 
you  will  take  6^.  a  gallon  off  the  duty 
on  her  wines,  it  is  not  at  all  objection- 
able.  But  if,  on  the  other  hand,  you  say 
to  France — *'  We  intend,  if  you  do  not 
make  certain  concessions,  to  add  6d.  a 
gallon  to  the  duty  on  your  wines,"  it  is 
called  Betaliation.     I  adhere  entirely  to 
the  views  which  I  have  always  expressed 
on  this  subject.     I  am  as  firmly  con- 
vinced of  the  soundness  of  the  general 
principles  of  Free  Trade  as  I  have  ever 
been  in  my  life ;  but  I  do  not  see  where 
you  are  to  bring  about  the  mischief 
which  is    apprehended,   if  you  assent 
to    the    proposal    which  is    made    by 
my  hon.  Friend  for  a  fair  inquiry  into 
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this  subject.  It  is  obvious,  if  you 
have  the  confidence  which  you  ought 
to  have  in  your  own  system,  you  ought 
not  to  be  so  much  afraid  of  subjecting 
it  to  examination.  The  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman did  not  use  the  words  that  were 
uttered  the  other  day  upon  another  sub- 
ject by  the  noble  Marquess  the  Secre- 
tary of  State  for  India ;  he  surely  will 
not  say  that  the  Free  Trade  system,  as 
it  stands  at  present,  is  either  so  sacred 
or  fragile  that  it  will  not  bear  inquiry. 
What  I  think  you  would  gain  by  an 
inquiry  would  be  this — that  you  would 
clear  the  minds  of  those  outside  who 
are  at  present  agitated  by  what  is  goin^ 
on.  Do  you  suppose  there  is  no  reia 
excitement  in  the  country  upon  the  sub- 
ject? Do  hon.  Gentlemen  dispute  what 
the  hon.  Member  for  Preston  (Mr. 
Ecroyd)  says  ?  Do  they  deny  that  there 
are,  in  many  of  the  Northern  manufac- 
turing towns,  large  bodies  of  persons 
who  are  much  agitated  upon  this  sub- 
ject, and  who  are,  many  of  them,  adopt- 
ing what  I  think  to  be  wild  and  mis- 
taken ideas,  but  still  ideas  which  are 
deserving  attention,  and  which  it  would 
be  most  profitable  that  you  should  be 
able  to  deal  with  and  explain  ?  I  con- 
tinually hear  statements  made  here  and 
elsewhere  which  are  at  once  contradicted, 
and  you  scarcely  know  how  to  deal  with 
the  controversy.  Take  a  question  about 
which  a  good  deal  has  been  said — I  mean 
the  question  of  the  balance  of  trade.  I 
think  it  would  be  a  great  advantage  if 
we  were  able  to  follow  up  that  question 
more  closely  than  we  are  able  to  do  in  a 
debate  of  this  kind.  And  so  with  other 
questions,  even  that  suggested  by  tho 
hon.  Member  for  Preston  (Mr.  Ecroyd) 
— the  question  of  a  Colonial  or  Imperial 
union  for  the  purpose  of  doing  away 
with  duties  between  the  different  parts 
of  the  Empire.  Even  that,  I  think, 
is  worth  consideration  and  discussion, 
though  I  am  bound  to  say  that,  to  me, 
it  seems  to  be  beyond  reach  at  the  pre- 
sent time.  It  would  be  well  to  discuss 
the  difficulties  which  beset  many  of  our 
manufacturers ;  it  would  be  well  if  we 
could  go  into  the  whole  circumstances 
to  see  whether  —  and  my  hon.  Friend 
(Mr.  Bitchie's)  Motion  is  quite  wide 
enough  to  cover  it  —  to  see  whether 
there  is  no  other  method  besides  that 
of  retaliatory  duties  which  oould  be 
adopted,  and  adopted  with  advanta^, 
to  remove — 
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*<  The  impediments  to  a  fuller  deyelopment 
of  the  manufacturinff  and  commercial  industries 
of  the  United  Kingoom." 

I  believe  that  many  questions  would  be 
raised  and  would  be  discussed  before 
such  a  Committee  as  is  now  proposed 
which  it  would  be  extremely  advan- 
tageous we  should  discuss.  I  am  sorry 
to  find  that  the  Oovemment  do  not 
intend  to  assent  to  the  very  moderate 
request  of  my  hon.  Friend. 

Me.  GLADSTONE :  Sir,  when  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  rose  I  was  in 
hopes  that  he  rose  for  the  purpose  of 
disclaiming  with  decision,  and,  perhaps, 
even  with  a  little  indignation,  the  im- 
putation that  had  been  cast  upon  him 
by  my  right  hon.  Friend  the  President 
of  the  Board  of  Trade,  to  the  effect  that 
he  meant  to  completely  reverse  the  course 
that  he  had  taken  two  years  ago,  and 
that,  having  then  refused  to  assent  to  a 
Committee  of  Inquiry  into  the  policy  of 
Protection  and  Free  Trade,  he  now 
meant  to  support  a  similar  proposal. 
Disappointments,  however,  are  not  un- 
common, and  our  political  education,  as 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  said  the  other 
day,  is  always  advancing,  and  we  are 
constantly  hearing  of  some  possibility 
which  we  had  hitherto  believed  to  be 
impossible.  I  propose  to  examine  what 
I  must  call  the  very  flimsy  reasons  given 
by  the  right  hon.  Baronet  for  his  extra- 
ordinary change  of  front.  The  first 
reason  g^ven  is  that  this  Motion  differs 
from  a  former  one  on  the  same  subject. 
The  present  Motion  is  one  which  calls 
upon  Parliament  to  inquire  into  the 
effects  which  the  Tariffs  in  foreign  coun- 
tries have  upon  the  principal  branches 
of  British  trade  and  commerce,  and  the 
Motion  of  Mr.  Wheelhouse  was  a  Mo- 
tion of  which  the  most  salient  point  was 
that  it  was  to  inquire  into  the  system  of 
so-called  one-sided  Free  Trade.  Now, 
except  that  there  is,  as  I  must  admit,  a 
certain  improvement  in  the  English  of 
the  present  Motion  as  compared  with 
that  of  1880, 1  affirm  that  the  substance 
of  the  two  Motions  is  precisely  the  same. 
The  question  of  the  hostile  nature  of 
foreign  legislation  and  high  Foreign 
Tariffs  is  the  basis  of  both,  and  a  com- 
parison between  that  hostile  legislation 
and  those  high  Tariffs  and  our  own 
system  of  free  imports  is  the  subject 
which,  in  that  case  and  in  this  case,  the 
Committee  was  to  be  called  upon  to 
examine.    The    next  reason  is  that  I 


made  a  speech  in  which  I  stated  to  the 
House  of  Commons  last  year  that 
whereas  we  had  been  accustomed  to 
take  for  granted  that  we  were  always 
making  ground  it  was  doubtful  whether, 
at  this  moment,  we  were  really  doing  so  ; 
and  my  illustration,  drawn  entirely  from 
the  profit-making  classes  and  not  from 
the  wage-receiving  classes  of  this  coun- 
try, was  drawn  from  the  fluctuations 
in  the  value  of  the  Id,  on  the  In- 
come  Tax.  [Sir  STAPFOKii  Noethcote  : 
Customs  and  Excise  receipts  as  well.] 
And  a  comparison,  likewise  of  the  move- 
ments of  the  receipts  in  various  years 
from  the  Customs  and  Excise.  Aye,  but 
not  to  show,  as  regarded  those  move- 
ments of  receipt,  that  we  were  not 
making  ground,  but  to  show  that  we 
were  not  making  ground  as  compared 
with  the  population  and  expenditure  of 
the  country,  which  is  a  different  thing. 
But  why  an  exhibition  of  a  fact  of  that 
kind,  which  appeared  to  be  a  matter  of 
public  interest,  and  likely  to  have  a 
salutary  effect  on  the  temper  of  this 
House  in  regard  to  public  expenditure 
and  public  economy,  should  be  a  reason 
for  adopting  a  measure  which  the  ri^ht 
hon.  Gentleman  himself  condemned  a 
year  before  as  calculated  to  shake  the 
confidence  of  the  country  and  propagate 
false  impressions  with  respect  to  the  in- 
tentions of  the  Government  and  Parlia- 
ment as  to  our  commercial  relations,  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  did  not  in  any 
single  word  of  his  speech  explain.  And 
what  was  the  third  of  these  three 
reasons  which  I  have  ventured  to  call 
— but  I  will  not  use  the  word  again. 
What  is  the  third  of  these  three  most 
unsubstantial,  most  scanty,  most  ethereal, 
most  transcendental  reasons  ? — all  these, 
I  hope,  are  Parliamentary  expressions, 
and  have,  at  least,  the  tacit  approval  of 
the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  Bridport  (Mr.  Warton). 

Me.  WARTON:  Let  me  explain. 
[  "  Order  !"]  I  did  not  object  to  the 
word  '*  flimsy." 

Me.  GLADSTONE:  I  did  not  intend 
to  impute  to  the  hon.  and  learned  Mem- 
ber that  he  did  object  to  the  word. 
I  meant  to  fortify  myself  against  those 
who  objected  by  showing  that  I  had  the 
sanction  of  the  hon.  and  learned  Mem- 
ber for  that  expression.  The  third  reason 
was  that  we  had  failed  in  the  commercial 
negotiations  with  France.  Well,  Sir, 
let  that  pass.    Undoubtedly,  at  the  pre. 
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sent  moment,  tHe  facts  before  the  House 
are  to  the  effect  that  the  efforts  which 
have  been  continued  for  many  years  to 
effect  a  renewal  of  the  Tariff  Treaty 
with  France  have  now  come  definitely  to 
an  unsuccessful  termination.  Be  that 
80 ;  but  why  is  that  a  reason  for  investi- 
gating our  system  of  Free  Trade  ?  The 
speech  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  was 
to  the  effect — and  I  admit  that  a  great 
deal  is  to  be  said  in  that  sense — that 
these  Tariff  Treaties  were  doubtful  and 
entangling  instruments,  and  that  they 
imparted  something  of,  at  least  apparent, 
disparagement  to  the  principles  of  Free 
Trade.  Then,  Sir,  it  appears  that,  es- 
caping from  the  meshes  of  the  Tariff 
Treaty,  we  have  emerged  from  a  murky 
into  a  clear  atmosphere,  and  that  those 
principles  of  Free  Trade  on  which  we 
stand  in  our  fiscal  legislation  are  no 
longer  disparaged,  no  longer  brought 
into  any  doubt  or  question  by  our 
having,  at  least  apparently,  made  some 
portion  of  them  ultra  vires.  And  why  is 
that  more  complete,  and  thorough,  and 
rigid  establishment  of  the  principles  of 
Free  Trade,  if  we  are  real  Free  Traders, 
to  be  made  a  reason  for  a  Parliamentary 
inquiry?  '*0h,'*  says  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman,  **  do  not  show  a  mistrust  of 
the  principles  of  Free  Trade  by  refusing 
an  inquiry  into  them."  Why,  Sir,  if 
we  were  to  propose  in  this  House  a  Com- 
mittee to  inquire  whether  it  was  desir- 
able to  continue  the  system  of  trial  by 
jury,  or  a  Committee  to  inquire  whether 
it  was  desirable  to  revive  the  rotten 
boroughs  extinguished  by  Schedule  A 
of  the  Reform  Act,  should  I  be  told  that 
I  was  showing  mistrust  in  the  Beform 
Act,  or  mistrust  in  trial  by  jury,  if  I 
said — **  I  shall  vote  for  no  Committee  for 
such  a  purpose?"  No,  Sir;  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  gave  us  these  three 
reasons ;  but  in  his  speech  there  was 
this  one  fatal  defect — that  he  did  not 
answer  the  reason  he  himself  gave  in 
1880.  In  1880,  when  this  same  proposal 
was  made,  he  said — 

**  I  wish  distinctly  to  say  on  the  part  of  the 

Government that  they  think  it  would 

be  wrong  by  any  doubtful  proceeding,  coun- 
tenanced especially  by  them,  to  raise  a  false 
idea  or  to  produce  a  wrong  impression  as  to  their 
commercial  policy."— [3  Mansard,  ccl.  619.] 

This  is  a  proposal  tending  to  produce  a 
"  false  idea  "  and  a  **  wrong  impression  '* 
as  to  our  commercial  policy;  and  for 
that  proposal  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 

¥r^  Gladstone 


is  now  going  to  vote.  I  do  not  like,  at 
this  unreasonable  hour — 1.10  a.m. — to 
detain  the  House ;  but  two  or  three 
words  I  must  say.  The  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman on  that  occasion  was  emphati- 
cally  right  in  the  words  he  used,  and 
he  has  not  attempted  to  reply  to  those 
words  ;  nor  has  he  told  us  that  the  ap- 
pointment of  this  Committee  will  not 
raise  a  false  idea  or  produce  a  false  im- 
pression. And  why  has  he  not  told  us 
that  ?  Because  he  knows  that  the  whole 
value  set  upon  the  proposal  by  nineteen - 
twentieths  of  those  who  will  support 
it  is  just  because  it  will  give  a  false  im- 
pression and  raise  a  false  idea.  If  this 
were  a  matter  carried  on  with  dosed 
doors  and  within  the  walls  of  this 
country,  as  we  have  walls  to  this  House, 
then  I  think  that  the  excitement  that 
might  prevail  here,  and  the  false  ex- 
pectations that  might  be  raised,  wonld, 
perhaps,  be  comparatively  harmless. 
The  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
Preston  (Mr.  Ecroyd)  might  amuse  the 
enthusiastic  working  men  whom  he  is  in 
the  habit  of  addressing,  and,  no  doubt, 
they  would  be  exceedingly  pleased  with 
one  another  on  the  repetition  of  the 
occasions  to  which  he  has  referred.  Al- 
though I  think  a  great  deal  of  delusion 
would  be  propagated  throughout  the 
land,  yet  I  admit  that  it,  after  all,  would 
be  child's  play,  and  would  never  have  a 
result,  for  the  bubble  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  is  blowing  would  burst  in 
the  first  moment  of  its  existence.  Un- 
fortunately, the  knowledge  of  these  pro- 
ceedings and  the  proposal  for  this  Com- 
mittee of  Inquiry,  and  the  knowledge  that 
the  proposal  for  such  a  Committee  has 
been  supported  by  the  late  Leader  of  the 
House  of  Commons,  which  I  deem  to  be 
a  fact  far  more  important  than  the  pro- 
posal for  the  Committee  itself,  cannot  be 
confined  within  these  walls,  and  cannot 
be  confined  within  these  shores,  but  will 
go  abroad.  I  will  not  ask  the  Mover  of 
the  Motion  whether  he  is  prepared  to 
face  the  consequences  of  his  own  success, 
for  I  take  it  that  he  is  perfectly  prepared 
to  do  so ;  but  I  should  like  to  know  how 
the  right  hon.  Baronet  would  face  the 
consequences?  Does  he  not  know,  as 
well  as  I  do,  that  the  fact  of  such  a  vote 
having  been  given  by  the  House  of 
Commons,  going  forth  through  Europe 
to  the  civilized  world,  would  at  once 
become  the  strongest  argument  in  favour 
of  Protection,  in  favour  of  hostile  Tariffs, 
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in  favour  of  those  who  are  fighting  the 
battle  of  commercial  legislation,    who 
would  then  be  able,  for  the  first  time, 
to  say — '*  See  that  this  delusion  of  Free 
Trade,  even  in  its  stronghold,  is  now 
shaken  to  its  base ;  and  one,  at  least,  of 
the  great  Parties  in  the  country  has,  by 
the  mouth  of  its  Leader,  admitted  that 
it  has  become  a  subject  for  solemn  in- 
quiry, re-trial,  and  re- investigation  whe- 
ther the  great  struggle  of  30  years  ago 
is  to  be  fought  over  again  or  not,  and 
whether  the  system  of  free  importation 
is  to  be  reversed?"     I  cannot  really 
understand  by  what  process  of  mind  it 
is  that  a  Gentleman  of  a  tenth  part  of 
the  knowledge  and  experience  of  the 
right  hon.  Baronet  could  bring  himself 
to  the  conclusions  to  which,  apparently, 
the  unfortunate  necessities  of  his  posi- 
tion have  forced  him.  This  I  must  say — 
I  do  not  believe  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man anticipates  the  success  of  the  Mo- 
tion.    I  must  further  own  that,  though 
there  are  no  arguments  for  the  Motion, 
there  are  some  temptations  to  concur  in 
it ;  lor  I  should  be  very  much  interested 
indeed  in  viewing  the  proceedings  of  the 
Committee,  considering  the  nature  of 
the  component  parts  which  would  make 
it  up.     There  would  be  one  Gentleman 
with  his  modest  proposal  of  simply  a  re- 
taliatory duty  upon  wine.    There  would 
be  another  Gentleman  with  his  proposal 
of  a   10  per  cent  duty  upon  foreign 
manufactures  and  articles  of  food,  but 
not  upon  raw  materials;    and  another 
with    his  proposal    for    a    duty  upon 
foreign  manufactures  and  raw  materials, 
but  not  upon  articles  of  food.    And,  Sir, 
I  would  venture  to  give  this  advice  to 
my  hon.   Friends  on  this  side  of  the 
House,  in  the  impossible  event  of  the 
House  voting  the  Committee,  that  the 
whole    enjoyment    of   that   Committee 
should  be  left  to  its  supporters.     If  it 
were  possible  for  them  to  secure  a  Com- 
mittee Room  within  the  precincts  of  the 
Tower  of  Babel,  it  would  be  the  most 
appropriate  site.     It  is  not  my  intention, 
at  this  hour,  to  detain  the  House  upon 
a  question  which  I  greatly  regret  should 
have  already  occupied  so  many  hours  of 
time  which  is  wanted  for  purposes  more 
urgent  and  more  practical.     The  House 
will,  I  have  no  doubt,  reject  this  Mo- 
tion ;  and  they  will  reject  it  on  the  very 
ground  so  happily  stated  and  recorded 
for  us  by  the  right  hon.  Baronet  two  years 
ago— ojD  the  ground  that  the  adoption 


of  the  Motion  would  do  mischief  in  this 
country,  and,  to  some  extent,  mischief 
in  foreign  countries,  to  an  enormous  ex- 
tent, by  propagating  the  false  and  erro- 
neous idea  that  we,  in  the  teeth  of  all 
the  demonstrative  evidence,  of  which 
portions  have  been  laid  before  us  to- 
night in  the  admirable  speeches  which 
have  been  delivered  on  this  side  of  the 
House,  are  about  to  lose  the  fruits  of 
the  struggles  of  a  generation  of  men, 
and  about  to  compromise  a  system  which 
has  contributed  largely  and  mainly  to 
the  unparalleled  wealth,  strength,  and 
prosperity  of  the  country,  and  to  revert 
to  a  scheme  of  delusions  and  impostures 
which,  happily,  have  been  banished  from 
these  three  ^ngdoms. 

Me.  O'DONNELL  said,  he  would  not 
trouble  the  House  for  more  than  a  very 
few  minutes.  It  happened  that  some  of 
the  Irish  Members  were  in  favour  of 
inquiry  into  the  system  of  free  imports ; 
and,  without  wishing  to  criticize  the  ad- 
mirable and  able  speech  they  had  just 
listened  to  from  the  Prime  Minister,  he 
wished  they  could  hit  upon  some  system 
of  inquiring  into  the  working  of  the  rule 
and  plan  we  had  adopted,  which  would 
not  have  such  terrific  and  formidable 
effects  at  home  and  abroad.  He  would 
only  call  the  attention  of  the  House  to 
this  fact — that  in  the  opinion  of  the  vast 
majority  of  the  Irish  people  the  intro- 
duction of  Free  Trade,  under  the  circum- 
stances, at  any  rate,  in  which  it  was  in- 
troduced, simply  completed  and  assured 
that  ruin  of  Irish  agriculture  which  was 
at  the  bottom  of  the  social  and  political 
difficulties  which  were  now  tasking  the 
energies  of  both  political  Parties.  In 
the  second  place,  it  was  the  opinion  of 
some — [^Interruption.'] — he  begged  hon. 
Members'  pardon,  and  could  assure  them 
that  he  did  not  intend  to  delay  the 
House  long,  and  that  conversation  in 
loud  tones  was  not  calculated  to  shorten 
the  length  of  his  remarks.  Some  Irish 
Members,  at  least,  were  of  opinion  that 
an  inquiry  into  the  defects  of  our  pre- 
sent system  of  absolutely  free  imports 
would  throw  a  much-needed  light  upon 
the  settlement  of  Irish  agpricultural  ques- 
tions. He  would  venture  to  submit  this 
to  the  consideration  of  the  Prime  Mi- 
nister —  Supposing  the  effect  of  the 
present  system  of  absolutely  free  im- 
ports, competing  with  that  important 
I  branoii  oi  ii«Aa.\^  VfAMAHx^  ^^^x\sSa.  ^3^^ss«:^- 
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o  have  such  a  thing  as  a  fixation  of 
fair  rents  for  any  length  of  time — sup- 
posing the  worlang  of  the  absolutely 
free  system  of  imports  made  the  system 
Off  fair  rents  calculated  on  a  duration  of 
15  or  20  years  a  system  of  unfair  rents 
within  five  years,  would  it  not  be  well 
worth  while  to  haye  some  system  of  in- 
quiry by  which  the  political  Leaders  on 
both  sides  of  the  House  would  know 
that  in  trying  to  fix  rents  in  Ireland  on 
the  basis  of  a  15  or  20  years'  duration 
they  would  only  run  the  risk  of  insuring 
a  fresh  crop  of  discontent  ?  Some  safer 
way  of  arriving  at  facts  than  at  present 
existed  was  badly  wanted ;  and  it  was 
the  opinion  of  large  numbers  of  people  in 
Ireland  that  before  long,  in  consequence 
of  this  evil,  the  absolutely  unchecked 
system  of  free  agricultural  imports  into 
Ireland  must  be  remedied.  A  collection 
of  trustworthy  statistics,  which  could 
only  be  arrived  at  by  such  an  inquiry 
as  was  now  suggested,  was  really  neces- 
sary for  the  settlement  of  the  Irish 
agrarian  question  ;  and  if  that  was  not 
the  opinion  of  the  Liberal  Party,  he  was 
afraid  they  were  not  likely  to  succeed  in 
administration  in  Ireland. 

Mr.  NEWDEGATE  said,  he  wished 
to  express  the  impression  which  the  elo- 
quent and  most  energetic  speech  of  the 
First  Lord  of  the  Treasury  had  made 
upon  him.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
seemed  to  feel  that  dwelling  under  a 
system  of  free  imports  was  like  dwelling 
in  a  glass  house.  The  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman continued  to  use  the  words  **  Free 
Trade ;"  but  he  varied  it  with  the  words 
"free  imports,"  because  no  man  knew 
better  than  he  did  that  free  import  on 
one  side  and  Protection  on  the  other  was 
not  Free  Trade.  The  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man and  his  Friends  must  cease  to  call 
themselves  Free  Traders  ;  they  had  no 
hope  of  becoming  so,  for  the  negotiations 
with  the  French  Government  had  put  an 
end  to  the  delusion  under  which  free 
imports  were  instituted.  Yet  the  House 
was  now  called  upon  deliberately  to  re- 
ject a  proposal  to  inquire  into  the  position 
of  this  country  under  these  altered  cir- 
cumstances. He  had  been  called  a 
"  bigot  ;'*  but  if  ever  there  was  an  in- 
stance of  bigotry,  it  was  in  the  refusal 
of  this  inquiry.  If  ever  there  was  a 
confession  of  weakness,  it  was  in  the  re- 
fusal of  this  inquiry  by  those  who  longed 
to  be  called  Free  Traders,  but  knew  that 
the  system  which  they  had  maintained 
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was  no  longer  Free  Trade.  He  had 
agreed  with  the  Prime  Minister  last  year 
when  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  pointed 
out  in  his  Financial  Statement  that  the 
position  of  this  country  had  become  most 
grave  under  these  circumstances;  and  he 
rejoiced  that  the  right  hon.  Baronet  the 
Member  for  North  Devon  (Sir  Stafford 
Northcote)  had  had  the  courage  to  re- 
peat the  demands  of  the  country  for  an 
inquiry  into  this  altered  position. 

Mr.  BIDDELL  said,  he  was  glad  of 
the  admission  that  the  slackness  of  their 
manufacturers  had,  in  part,  arisen  from 
the  depression  of  agriculture.  It  was 
evident  the  agricultural  and  manafac- 
turing  industries  understood  each  other 
better  than  formerly.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  President  of  the  Board  of 
Trade  had  stated  that  the  total  imports 
and  exports  of  a  nation  were  the  best 
test  of  its  prosperity.  Accepting  that 
data,  he  would  compare  the  two  years 
1872-3  with  those  of  1879-80.  Why  he 
had  selected  the  former  period  was  that 
wheat  in  it  had  sold  higher  than  for  15 
or  20  years  past — namely,  at  58«.  per 
quarter ;  in  the  latter  at  only  44«.  per 
quarter.  Another  reason  he  made  the 
comparison  was  to  show  the  manu- 
facturers that  a  high  price  of  com 
was  not  inconsistent  with  their  pros- 
perity. In  the  first  period  their  annual 
imports,  in  round  numbers,  amounted 
to  £312,000,000,  their  exports  to 
£363,000,000;  together,  £675,000,000; 
while  in  1879-80  the  annual  imports 
were  £267,000,000,  and  their  exports 
were  £392,000,000;  together  making 
a  total  value  of  £659,000,000.  Their 
poor  relief  and  management  cost  in  the 
first  period  annually  £14,000,000,  and  in 
the  latter  £16,000,000.  Their  Custom 
duties  were  respectively  £20,500,000 
and  £19,500,000.  The  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman had  largely  alluded  to  the  United 
States.  Well,  how  stood  we  with  them  ? 
Why,  our  export  trade  was  declining. 
In  1872-3  we  annually  sent  them  ex- 
ports to  the  extent  of  £36,000,000; 
while  in  1879-80  we  sent  only  to  the 
value  of  £26,000,000.  As  to  com,  their 
annual  growth  in  the  first  period  was 
11,500,000  acres;  in  the  latter  only 
10,750,000.  Their  increasing  depend- 
ence upon  foreign  supplies  for  their  food 
was,  to  his  mind,  a  most  serious  matter, 
and  should,  if  possible,  be  checked  bj 
encouragement  to  the  home  grower. 
Not  that  he  would  plaoe  aay  mtty  oa 
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Jhon.  Gentleman 
waa  that  if  we 
:her  Dountries  would 
prognoaticatiou  had 
I  proposed  Committee 
could  inquire. 

duestion  put. 

The  House  dividtd : — Ayee  140 ;  Noe; 
61.— (DiT.  List,  Ko.  60.) 

Main  Question,  "That  Mr.  Speaker 
do  now  leave  the  Ohair,"  put,  and 
agreed  to. 

SUPPLY— CrVIL  SERVICES  AND 
REVENUE  DEPARTMENTS. 
SoppLT — conaidtred  in  Committee- 
(In  the 


Motioi 

"Tl  ■ 

avii 


proposed. 


for  the  foUowiDg 
da  !S3, 


OIVIL  SERVICES. 
Ci-ABs  I. — Pdbijc  Wobkh  and  BtriLD- 
raoa. 
Great  Britain :—  £ 

Royal  Palaces 

lure  Qrounda 


700 


UoDiTmeot    1 


Earl   of   Beuwiufleld 


soo 

30,000 
2,500 

40,000 
8,000 
1,600 
2.000 

30,000 

46,000 


Swtnn*  D&partwutUt, 

Public  UiillilmgB   . 


30,000 
1.700 
2,000 

LighthouBM  Abroad  , .  2,000 

Diplomatic  and  CoDEular  BaildingB  . .       6,fiOD 

Glasb  II. — Salabibs  Aim  ExFursKs  of 
Civil  Depabtuentb. 

■  £iig;laiid  :~>  £ 

House  of  Lorda,  OfflcM 
House  of  Cotnmone,  Office* 
Treaaury,     including     Pailiamentaiy 
Counsel  . .  . .  . .      ii,uuv 

Home  Office  and  Subordinate  Depart- 

15,000 
12,000 

e,soo 

4,000 
600 

30,000 


jJiOffice  and  Subordinate 


Board  of  Trade  and  Subordinate  Da- 


Cop^hold,  Inoloaure,  and  Tithe  Com. 


Hecret  Harrice 

Scotland:— 
Eicbequoc  and  other  Offices 
FiBhery  Board 
Lunacy  Commiaidon 
R^iitrar  Oeneral't  Office    . . 
Board  of  Superridon 


9,000 
1,200 

60,000 
2,600 

26,000 
2,600 
6,000 
4,600 
1,600 
4,000 

14,000 


300 
10,000 
6,600 
1,000 
6,000 
6,000 


Class  III. — Law  akd  JusriOB. 

England : — 
Law  Charges  ..  ..  ..17 

Public  Prosaoutor* Office    .. 
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i 

Criminal  ProaecutionB  . .  . .  34,000 
Chancery  Division,  and  Supreme  Court, 

GeneraUy            26,000 

Central  Office  of  the  Supreme  Court, 

&c 20.000 

Probate,  &c.  Registries,  High  Court  of 

Justice..             ..             ..             .•  16,000 

Admiralty  Registry,    High  Court  of 

Justice..             ..             ..             ..  2,000 

Wreck  Commission              .  •             . .  2,500 

Bankruptcy  Court  (London)               . .  7,000 

County  Courts        ..             ..             ..  20,000 

Land  Registry       ..             ..             ..  •    1,000 

Revising  Barristers,  England             . .  -    - 

Police  Courts  (London  and  Sheemees)  2,000 

Metropolitan  Police              ..             ..  100,000 

County  and  Borough  Police,    Great 

Britain                ..             ..             ..  1,000 

Convict  Establishments    in    England 

and  the  Colonies               ..             ..  100,000 

Prisons,  England  ..             ..             ..  80,000 

Reformatory  and  Industrial  Schools, 

Great  Britain     ..             ..             ..  70,000 

Broadmoor  Criminal  Lunatic  Asylum  4,000 

Scotland : — 

Lord  Advocate,  and  Criminal  Proceed- 
ings     ..             ..             ..             ..  10,000 

Courts  of  Law  and  Justice  . .             . .  6,000 

Register  House  Departments             . .  6,000 

Prisons,  Scotland  . .             . .             . .  20,000 

L:«land: — 

Law  Charges  and  Criminal  Prosecu- 
tions    . .             . .             . .             •  •  15,000 

Supreme  Court  of  Judicature             . .  15,000 

Court  of  Bankruptcy            . .             . .  1,600 

Admiralty  Court  Registry  . .             . .  200 

Registry  of  Deeds  . .             . .             . .  3,000 

Registry  of  J udgpnents         ..             .,  600 

Land  Commission  . .             . .  30,000 

County  Court  Officers,  &c.    . .             . ."  16,000 

Dublin  Metropolitan  Police  (including 

Police  Courte)     . .             . .              . .  20,000 

Constabularv          ..             ..             ..  300,000 

Prisons,  Ireland     . .             . .             . .  30,000 

Reformatory  and  Industrial  Schools  . .  26,000 

Dundrum  Criminal  Lunatic  Asylum  . .  1,600 

Cl-vss  IV. — Education,  Scibnob,  and 

Akt. 

England : —  £ 

Public  Education   . .             . .             . .  650,000 

Science  and  Art  Department               . .  60,000 

British  Museum      . .              . .              . .  26,000 

National  Gallery    . .             . .             . .  1,000 

National  Portrait  Gallery    . .             . .  500 

Learned  Societies,  &c.          . .             . .  3,600 

London  University               , .             . ,  2,000 
Deep  Sea  Exploring  Expedition  (Re- 
port)    ..             ..             ..             ..  1,000 

Tiinsit  of  Venus   ..             ..             ..  1,000 

Scotland:  — 

Public  Education   ..             ..             ..  110,000 

Universities,  &c.    . .             . .             . .  3,600 

National  Gallery    . .             . .             •  •  400 

Ireland : — 
Public  Education  . . 
Teachers*  Pennon  Office 


Endowed  Schools  Commisnoners 
National  Gallery   •  • 
Queen's  Colleges  . .  •  • 

Royal  Irish  Academy 


£ 

200 

300 

2,000 

500 


Class  V. — Foreign  and  Colonial 
Sebyiobs. 


Diplomatic  Services  •  • 

Consular  Services  . . 
Suppression  of  the  Slave  Trade 
Tonnage  Bounties,  &c. 
Suez  Canal  (British  Directors) 
Colonies,  Grants  in  Aid 
South  Africa  and  St.  Helena 
Subsidies  to  Telegraph  Companies 


4 

60,000 

60,000 

1,500 

1,500 

400 

5,000 

2,000 

9,000 


Class  VI. — Non-Effectivb  Ain>  Chabi- 

TABLB  SeRYICBS. 


•  • 


160,000 
600 


Superannuation    and    Retired  Allow- 
ances .  •  .  •  •  • 
Merchant  Seamen's    Fund    Pensions, 

ObC.  ..  ..  •■  •* 

Relief  of  Distressed  British  Seamen 
Abroad  .  •  .  •  .  • 

Pauper  Lunatics,  England  . . 

Pauper  Lunatics,  Scotland  . .  .  • 

Pauper  Lunatics,  Ireland     . . 

Hospitals  and  Infirmaries,  Ireland     . . 

Friendly  Societies  Deficiency 

Miscellaneous  Charitable  and  other 
Allowances,  Great  Britain 

Miscellaneous  Charitable  and  other 
Allowances,  Ireland 


Class  YII. — Misobllaneous. 

Temporary  Commissions 
Miscellaneous  Expenses 


£ 
120,000 
1,000 
8,000 


65,000 
4,000 


SOO 
600 


£ 
5,000 
4,600 


Total  for  Civil  Services 


£2,961,600 


REVENUE  DEPARTMENTS. 


t  • 


Customs  .. 

Inland  Revenue     . . 

Post  Office 

Post  Office  Packet  Service 

Post  Office  Telegraphs 


Total  for  Revenue  Departments 
Grand  Total    .. 


£ 

..  100,000 
..  100,000 
..  100,000 
..  120,000 
..    250,000 

. .  £670,000 

£3,631,600 


Lord  GEORGE  HAMILTON  said, 
he  was  very  sorry,  at  that  late  hour  ( 1 .46), 
to  detain  the  Committee ;  but  he  rose  for 
the  purpose  of  moving  the  reduction  of 
the  Vote  which  had  just  been  put  from 
the  Chair  bjthe  sum  of  £200,000.  As 
he  understood  the  Vote,  it  was  a  Yote  on 
Account  for  two  months ;  and  he  pro- 
posed to  reduce  the  Education  Vote, 
which  amounted  to  the  sum  of  £550,000, 
by  the  sum  of  £300,000.    That  would 
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give  the  Oovemment  a  Vote  on  Aocount 
for  carrying  on  the  work  of  elementary 
education  in  Great  Britain  and  Wales 
for  one  month.  His  reason  for  taking 
this  course  might  be  stated  in  a  very 
few  words.  The  Vice  President  of  the 
Council  (Mr.  Mundella)  laid  upon  the 
Table  of  the  House  on  the  6th  of  March 
a  new  Bevised  Code.  That  Code  was 
laid  upon  the  Table  in  aooordance  with 
certain  powers  given  to  the  Education 
Department,  and,  bo  far  as  he  knew, 
the  Education  Department  was  the  only 
great  spending  Department  of  the  State 
which  had  the  power  of  manipulating 
the  sums  placed  under  its  control  for 
elementary  education,  because  there  was 
power  given  to  the  Privy  Council  to 
alter,  annul,  or  revise  in  any  way  they 
chose,  any  of  the  conditions  upon  which 
the  grant  was  given.  Any  Minute  which 
they  prepared  for  the  alteration  of  the 
Code  was  made  to  apply  to  every  single 
elementary  school  from  one  end  of  the 
Kingdom  to  the  other.  Now,  this  was 
an  enormous  power  for  any  Department 
to  exercise;  and  when  the  conditions 
under  which  the  grant  was  made  were 
to  be  officially  imposed,  and  might  vitally 
affect  the  schools,  it  was  not  too  much 
to  say  that  such  important  alterations 
in  the  Code  which  might  affect  the  very 
existence  of  every  elementary  school  in 
the  Kingdom,  no  matter  whether  that 
school  was  Boman  Catholic,  Noncon- 
formist, or  Church  of  England,  should 
be  properly  discussed  before  they  were 
carried  inta  operation.  Indeed,  Parlia- 
ment had  provided  this  safeguard  over 
the  spending  power  of  the  Privy  Council 
-»that  the  Minute  of  alterations  made 
by  the  Privy  Council  should  lie  for  30 
days  upon  the  Table  of  the  House.  Of 
course,  the  clear  intention,  and  the  only 
object  of  that  provision,  was  that  during 
these  30  days  any  Member  of  the  House 
who  objected  to  the  Code  should  have 
an  opportunity  of  discussing  it.  Now, 
the  present  Eevised  Code  was  laid  on  the 
Table  of  the  House  by  the  Vice  Presi- 
dent of  the  Privy  Council  on  the  6th 
of  March,  and  it  would  consequently 
become  law  on  the  6th  of  April.  He 
fLord  George  Hamilton)  had  asked  the 
Government  some  time  back  to  do  one 
of  two  things-— hitherto  delay  the  coming 
into  law  of  the  Code  until  time  could  be 
given  for  its  discussion,  or  to  place  a  day 
at  the  disposal  of  the  House  for  dis- 
cussing it.     He  did  not  think  that  either 
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of  those  proposals  was  unreasonable. 
He  admitted  that  the  Government  must 
have  a  certain  sum  of  money  in  order  to 
carry  on  the  elementary  education  of  the 
country ;  and  what  he  proposed,  there- 
fore, was  that  the  Government  should 
have  money  given  to  them  for  one  month. 
The  House  would  re- assemble  after  the 
Easter  Holidays  before  that  month  had 
expired,  and  then  the  Government  might 
provide  an  early  day  for  securing  the 
necessary  discussion.  He  did  not  wish 
to  say  that  the  Vice  President  of  the 
Council  had  made  any  unfair  or  im- 
proper alterations  in  the  Code ;  indeed, 
he  would  go  so  far  as  to  credit  him  with 
having  made  several  decided  improve- 
ments ;  but  the  matter  was  one  that  re- 
quired further  explanation  and  a  good 
deal  of  criticism.  When,  on  a  previous 
occasion,  Mr.  Lowe  and  his  noble  Friend 
the  Member  for  Liverpool  (Viscount 
Sandon)  laid  alterations  in  the  Code 
upon  the  Table,  they  afforded  the  House 
an  opportunity  of  discussing  them 
within  the  time  prescribed  by  law. 
[Mr.  Mundella  said,  that  was  not  so.] 
He  (Lord  George  Hamilton)  had  a  dis- 
tinct recollection  that  Mr.  Lowe,  in  reply 
to  Mr.  Disraeli,  said — 

*'  If  I  wanted  to  play  fast  and  loose,  I  should 
have  laid  the  Code  on  the  Table  upon  the  first 
day  of  the  Session,  and  have  trusted  to  its 
passing  tiirough  in  the  pressure  of  Business.'* 

That  was  what  really  happened  in  this 
case  ;  but,  so  far  as  his  memory  served 
him,  his  right  hon.  Friend  the  late  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer  (Sir  Stafford 
Northcote)  acceded  to  the  proposal  of 
the  Postmaster  General  when  the  last 
Code  was  laid  upon  the  Table,  and 
delayed  its  coming  into  law  until  an  op- 
portunity for  discussing  it  was  afforded. 
He  wished  to  point  out  that  although 
the  Code  would  not  come  into  operation 
until  April  next  year,  it  would  hardly 
be  competent  for  any  hon.  Member  to 
propose  or  to  carry  any  alterations  in  it, 
and  that  it  would  necessarily  become  law 
unless  the  discussion  were  taken  im- 
mediately after  it  was  laid  upon  the 
Table.  The  principle  upon  which  pay- 
ments were  made  for  elementary  educa- 
tion was,  that  the  schoolmasters  and 
managers  of  every  school  should  have 
12  months  in  order  to  prepare  the 
children  for  the  examinations.  It  would 
be  necessary,  under  the  provisions  of  the 
Code,  that  every  elementary  school  should 
be  examined  before  April  next  year.    He 
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had  received  various  letters,  pointing 
out  that  if  the  Code  were  allowed  to 
become  law,  and  the  discussion  did  not 
take  place  until  some  three  or  four 
months  hence,  no  proposal  could  then  be 
made  to  alter  it,  because,  if  such  a  pro- 
posal were  made,  the  masters  and  mana- 
gers would  be  placed  under  great  dis- 
advantage, inasmuch  as  they  would  not 
have  had  12  months'  notice.  Under 
these  circumstances,  he  hoped  the  Go- 
vernment would  not  refuse  his  reasonable 
request,  which  was  that,  so  far  as  the 
Elementary  Education  Vote  was  con- 
cerned, they  should  only  take  a  Vote  for 
one  month.  He  would  move  a  reduction 
of  the  Vote  by  £200,000. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 

"That  a  sum,  not  exceeding  £3,431,600,  be 
granted  to  Her  Majesty,  on  account,  for  or  to- 
wards defraying  the  Charge  for  the  following 
Civil  Services  and  Revenue  Departments  for 
the  year  ending  on  the  31st  day  of  March  1883." 
— {Lord  Oeorge  Hamilton.) 

Mb.  MUNDELLA  said,  the  noble 
Lord  who  had  just  addressed  the  Com- 
miteee  had  taken  an  extraordinary 
course.  He  thought  the  object  of  the 
noble  Lord  was  not  so  much  to  criticize 
the  Code  as  to  obtain  a  little  time  from 
the  Government.  [**No!"]  Perhaps 
the  Committee  would  allow  him  to  state 
why  he  said  this.  The  Q-ovemment  had 
laid  the  Code  upon  the  Table,  and  that 
Code  was  not  challenged.  If  any  dis- 
cussion were  to  arise  on  any  action  of 
the  Government  it  must  be  on  the 
Motion  for  the  rejection  of  the  Code 
that  the  discussion  arose,  as  no  Notice, 
except  that  of  his  hon.  Friend  the 
Member  for  the  University  of  London 
(Sir  John  Lubbock),  had  yet  been  placed 
upon  the  Paper.  The  noble  Lord  said 
that  the  Education  Department  had  the 
power  to  alter  or  to  annul  the  grant  to 
any  voluntary  or  other  school  during 
the  year ;  but  the  noble  Lord  must  admit 
that  that  remark  would  not  apply  to  the 
grant  for  the  present  year.  The  g^ant 
up  to  April,  1883,  must  be  paid  according 
to  the  existing  Code,  as  it  was  not  af- 
fected by  the  new  Code  at  all.  The  new 
Code  would  not  come  into  operation 
until  after  the  sums  included  in  this 
Vote  had  been  paid— namely,  not  until 
after  the  1st  day  of  April,  1883.  Con- 
sequently, not  one  farthing  of  the 
money  voted  this  year  would  be  devoted 
to  the  payment  of  charges  under  the  | 
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new  Code.  If  the  Committee  refused 
this  Vote — which  always  came  before 
them  every  year,  because  the  school 
payments  went  on  every  day  of  the  year 
as  regularly  as  the  Inspectors  made 
their  Reports — the  result  would  be,  as 
the  noble  Lord  knew  very  well,  that  the 
whole  school  machinery  would  be  at  a 
standstill,  owing  to  the  want  of  funds 
to  pay  the  grants.  He  might  further 
remind  the  Committee  that  there  never 
was  a  Code  known  which  had  been  dis- 
cussed so  much  in  advance  as  this,  be- 
cause he  had  made  known  the  proposals 
contained  in  the  Code  in  July  last ;  and 
during  the  Recess  he  had  received  re- 
presentations in  regard  to  them  from 
everybody  who  was  at  all  interested  in 
the  question  of  education.  The  Privy 
Council  had  endeavoured  to  meet  their 
wishes  as  far  as  possible,  and  the 
Council  had  received  from  school  boards, 
from  the  masters  of  schools,  and  from 
all  quarters,  thanks  for  what  they  had 
done  in  the  Code.  He  believed  that  the 
Code  carried  into  efiPect  the  greatest  im- 
provements that  had  ever  been  intro- 
duced, and  he  was  quite  sure  that  when 
the  House  came  to  discuss  the  Code,  no- 
body would  give  it  better  support  than 
the  noble  Lord  himself.  He  was  quite 
satisfied  of  that.  The  noble  Lord  said 
that  no  opportunity  had  been  afforded 
for  discussing  it.  Now,  10  days  ago,  he 
had  offered  the  noble  Lord  last  Tuesday 
morning ;  and  again,  this  week,  he  had 
offered  him  next  Tuesday.  There  might 
be  five  hours'  discussion  of  the  Code  then, 
if  anybody  cared  to  challenge  it;  and, 
personally,  he  should  only  be  too  glad  to 
have  a  discussion.  A  discussion  would 
undoubtedly  arise  some  time  or  other ; 
but  he  did  not  believe  that  it  would  re- 
sult in  any  alteration  or  modification  of 
the  Code.  Hitherto,  year  by  year,  it 
had  always  been  after  the  Code  had  been 
laid  for  30  days  on  the  Table  of  the 
House  that  it  had  been  discussed,  and 
any  modifications  that  were  made  were 
made  by  Minute  after  the  Code  had 
been  laid  upon  the  Table  and  become 
law.  The  Privy  Council  had  no  desire 
to  say  that  this  was  a  perfect  Code,  or 
that  it  was  incapable  of  modification; 
and  they  would  only  be  too  happy  if  an 
opportunity  were  given  for  discussing  it. 
He  waa  satisfied  that  the  noble  Lord  had 
no  serious  wish  to  delay  the  Code.  No- 
body knew  better  than  the  noble  Lord 
that  it  was   an  improvement  upon  th0 
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existing  Code,  and  that  it  was  adapted 
to  sweep  away  a  great  many  of  the  im- 
perfections which  the  noble  Lord  him- 
self did  his  best  to  remedy  when  he  was 
at  the  head  of  the  Department.  He 
(Mr.  Mundella)  hoped  that  the  House 
would  not  refuse  the  grant  upon  this 
occasion  because  the  Government  were 
unable  to  promise  a  night  for  its  discus^ 
sion  before  the  6th  of  April.  That  was, 
in  point  of  fact,  the  only  question  raised 
by  the  noble  Lord. 

Mb.  LYULPH  STANLEY  said, 
he  agreed  with  the  noble  Lord  the 
Member  for  Middlesex  (Lord  George 
Hamilton)  as  to  the  importance  of  having 
a  fair  discussion  of  the  Code.  At  the 
same  time,  much  as  the  Code  needed 
discussion,  he  did  not  think  it  was  de- 
sirable to  adopt  the  Amendment  which 
had  been  moved  by  the  noble  Lord  and 
force  the  hands  of  the  Government  by 
making  provision  for  only  one  month. 
He  wished  to  point  out  to  the  noble 
Lord  that  the  course  he  suggested  would 
have  a  very  prejudicial  effect.  Many  of 
the  school  boards  and  managing  bodies 
met  only  once  a  month,  and  they 
wanted  a  little  more  time  than  this  pro- 
posal would  afford  them  for  examining 
the  Code.  Many  of  the  suggestions 
contained  in  the  Code  were  absolutely 
new  suggestions,  and  were  departures 
from  the  principles  laid  down  in  the 
autumn.  It  was,  therefore,  absolutely 
necessary  that  a  night  should  be  fixed 
for  a  full  discussion  of  the  Code,  and  it 
should  not  be  left  to  private  Members 
to  take  upon  themselves  the  responsi- 
bility of  ballotting  for  a  night.  The 
responsibility  ought  to  be  taken  by  the 
Department  itself,  which  ought  to  meet 
the  House  of  Commons  fairly,  and  give 
them  a  proper  opportunity  for  discuss- 
ing the  Code.  It  was  because  he  be- 
lieved that  the  discussion  should  be  full 
and  minute,  and  because  he  did  not  be- 
lieve that  the  consideration  of  the  Code 
could  be  undertaken  with  the  Easter 
Holidays  intervening,  that  he  objected  to 
the  Amendment  moved  by  the  noble 
Lord.  It  must  be  borne  in  mind  that, 
after  the  Code  had  been  criticized,  it 
could  always  be  modified  by  a  Supple- 
mentary Minute ;  and  no  one  would  be 
prejudiced  by  its  becoming  law  within 
80  days.  He  hoped,  therefore,  that  the 
money  now  asked  for  by  the  Govern- 
ment would  be  granted,  and  that  they 
would  not  be  asked  to  undertake  this 


important  discussion  immediately  after 
the  Easter  Holidays,  before  an  oppor- 
tunity had  been  afforded  to  the  country 
for  a  full  examination  of  the  Code. 
Therefore,  in  the  interests  of  full  and 
free  discussion  itself,  he  should  object  to 
this  Amendment. 

Mr.  E.  H.  PAGET  said,  he  hoped 
the  Committee  would  take  the  view 
which  had  been  put  forward  by  the  noble 
Lord,  that  more  time  was  necessary  for 
the  consideration  of  the  Education  Code. 
It  was,  undoubtedly,  a  matter  of  the 
greatest  concern  and  importance,  so  far 
as  the  voluntary  schools  were  concerned, 
that  those  who  were  interested  in  them 
should  have  a  thorough  understanding 
of  the  new  scheme,  it  was  not  his  in- 
tention to  express  any  opinion  as  to 
whether  this  was  a  good  or  a  bad  one, 
because,  as  yet,  there  had  been  no  oppor- 
tunity of  seeing  how  it  was  likely  to  act ; 
and  he  challenged  any  hon.  Gentleman, 
however  well  he  might  be  acquainted  with 
the  details  of  the  scheme,  to  say  in  what 
manner  it  would  affect  the  elementary 
schools.  As  to  the  Board  schools,  their 
position  was  a  very  different  one ;  and, 
however  it  might  result,  the  new  Code 
was  a  matter  of  little  importance  to  them. 
But  he  repeated  that,  in  the  case  of  the 
voluntary  schools,  and  especially  those 
of  the  poorer  class,  it  was  a  matter  of 
importance,  and,  so  to  speak,  of  life  and 
death  to  them,  to  know  how  they  would 
be  affected  ;  and,  therefore,  he  asked 
that  a  sufficient  time  should  be  allowed 
for  a  thorough  and  ample  study  of  the 
Code,  for  the  purpose  of  ascertaining  its 
probable  effect  upon  the  finances  of  these 
schools.  Up  to  the  present  time,  cer- 
tainly, there  had  been  no  opportunity  of 
doing  this.  The  Easter  Holidays  were 
close  at  hand ;  and  he  contended  that  it 
was  but  reasonable  that  the  Vote  should 
be  postponed  till  the  time  suggested  by 
the  noble  Lord,  for  the  purpose  of  con- 
sulting with  those  interested  in  the 
schools  as  to  how  the  new  scheme  would 
apply  to  their  work,  and  whether  or  not 
they  would  be  able  to  survive  it.  He 
did  not  say  they  would  not  be  able  to  do 
BO ;  but  he  contended  that  it  was  not 
right  to  force  this  matter  upon  them 
until  its  effect  upon  their  finances  was 
ascertain  ed 

Mb.  a.  J.  BALFOUR  said,  the  whole 
question,  so  to  speak,  lay  in  a  nut-shell. 
The  speeches  of  the  hon.  Member  who 
had  just  sat  down,  and  of  the  right  hon< 
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Gentloman  the  Vice  President  of  the 
Council,  were  proofs  not  only  that  the 
new  Code  would  be  made  the  subject  of 
criticism  in  that  House,  but  that  such 
criticism  was  necessary.  It  seemed  to 
him  quite  clear  that  the  provisions  of 
the  new  Code  would  be  most  properly 
discussed  at  the  time  when  the  Educa- 
tion Estimate  was  brought  forward.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  had  not  said  any- 
thing, in  the  course  of  the  observations  he 
had  just  made,  in  reply  to  the  argument 
of  the  noble  Lord,  that  schoolmasters 
should  have,  as  nearly  as  possible,  a 
year's  notice  of  the  Code  under  the 
provisions  of  which  they  were  to  come 
at  the  end  of  the  year.  That  was  the 
actual  substance  of  the  argument  of  his 
noble  Friend,  and  it  had  received  no 
attention  at  the  hands  of  the  Vice  Pre- 
sident of  the  Council.  Since,  then,  it 
followed  that  there  must  be  criticism, 
and  that  it  must  come  soon,  hon.  Mem- 
bers could  not  insure  an  opportunity  for 
this  purpose  unless  they  limited  the 
amount  asked  for  by  Government  to  one 
month's  Supply. 

Mb.  AETHUR  O'CONNOE  said,  the 
question  of  the  new  Education  Code  was 
one  of  vital  importance  to  the  Eoman 
Catholic  schools  throughout  Ireland,  and 
he  had  listened  with  extreme  surprise 
when  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Vice 
President  of  the  Council  intimated  to  the 
Committee  that  the  Eoman  Catholic 
clergy  had  expressed  to  him  their  satis- 
faction at  the  provisions  of  the  new 
scheme.  [Mr.  Mundblla  dissented.] 
He  certainly  understood  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  to  say  that  they  had  ex- 
pressed to  him  their  thanks  for  the  new 
Code.  But,  however  that  might  be,  he 
could  assure  him  that  a  very  different 
feeling  prevailed  amongst  the  great  body 
of  the  Catholic  people  in  Ireland,  and 
that  they  viewed  the  probable  conse- 
quences of  the  Code  with  sentiments  of 
the  greatest  alarm.  The  question,  how- 
ever, was  a  large  one,  and  involved  too 
many  points  of  importance  for  it  to  be 
discussed  with  propriety  at  2  o'clock  in 
the  morning.  In  leaving  the  subject, 
therefore,  he  would  remark  that  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  had  no  right  to 
complain  of  the  noble  Lord  for  raising 
the  question  of  the  Code  on  the  present 
occasion,  because  he  believed  it  would 
be  in  the  recollection  of  the  Committee 
that  the  noble  Lord  had  given  Notice 
that  when  these  Estimates  came  forward 
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he  should  bring  up  the  subject  of  edu- 
cation. But  the  Education  Vote  was 
only  one  of  142  Votes  on  the  Estimates, 
and  its  discussion  must  necessarily  take 
up  a  considerable  time.  How,  then, 
could  the  Committee  be  reasonably  ex- 
pected to  pass  the  whole  of  this  sum  of 
£3,631,000  without  any  discussion  what- 
ever ?  If  hon.  Members  would  glance 
down  the  list  of  Votes,  it  would  be  seen 
that  there  were  a  number  of  items  which 
many  Members  sitting  on  that  aide  of 
the  House  could  not  be  supposed  to 
allow  to  pass  without  every  form  of 
challenge  which  it  was  in  their  power 
to  offer.  For  instance,  there  was  the 
Vote  for  the  Office  of  Privy  Seal,  which 
he  would  never  allow  to  pass  without  a 
division.  Then  there  was  the  Vote  for 
Secret  Service  money,  which  Irish  Mem- 
bers would  certainly  not  allow  to  pass 
without  a  full  inquiry  into  its  application 
and  working.  Then,  again,  there  were 
the  Votes  for  Convict  Establishments  and 
Prisons  in  Ireland,  besides  a  number  of 
others  which  it  was  then  not  necessary 
for  him  to  point  to,  because  those  he  had 
mentioned  were  quite  sufficient  to  show 
the  utter  unreasonableness  of  the  Go- 
vernment expecting  them  to  vote  this 
money  at  so  late  an  hour.  Under  the 
circumstances,  he  should  move  to  report 
Progress. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"That  the  Chairman  do  report  Pro- 
gress, and  ask  leave  to  sit  again." — (3fr. 
Arthur  0^  Connor.) 

LoBD  GEOEGE  HAMILTON  said, 
the  reasonable  proposal  he  had  made 
to  the  Government  with  reference  to  this 
Vote  was  entirely  in  the  interest  of  edu- 
cation. He  had  no  wish  to  force  on  a 
discussion  with  regard  to  the  Code,  and 
he  was  now  quite  ready  to  make  even  a 
more  reasonable  proposal  to  the  Govern- 
ment than  he  had  made  before.  He  was 
willing  to  agree  to  a  Vote  for  two  montlis' 
Supply  if  the  Government,  on  their  part, 
would  undertake  that  before  the  two 
months  expired  a  day  should  be  ap- 
pointed for  the  discussion  of  this  ques- 
tion. 

Mb.  THOMAS  COLLINS  said,  he 
hoped  the  noble  Lord  did  not  mean 
that  the  question  should  be  discussed  at 
a  Morning  Sitting.  The  House  had  bean 
placed  in  a  position  of  great  difficulty  bj 
the  debate  on  the  Procedure  of  the 
House  being  put  off  until  after  the  Easter 
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Holidays,  and  hon.Members  found  them- 
selves, after  sitting  for  10  hours,  called 
upon  at  past  2  o'clock  in  the  morning  to 

fo  through  a  long  series  of  Votes  and 
isouss  important  questions  with  refer- 
ence to  education.  He  was  prepared  to 
admit  that  the  new  Education  Code  was 
an  improvement  upon  its  predecessor; 
but,  at  the  same  time,  it  raised  questions 
of  such  magnitude  that  thej  would  have 
to  be  fully  discussed  by  all  those  Mem- 
bers who  took  an  interest  in  the  great 
question  of  education.  He  could  see  no 
reason  why  a  Government  night  should 
not  be  set  apart  for  this  discussion.  This 
would  have  been  a  perfectly  easy  matter 
had  the  Government  not  blocked  the 
whole  Business  of  the  House,  and  con- 
sumed two  months  of  the  Session,  by 
the  unnecessary  conflict  which  they  had 
raised  between  the  two  Houses  of  Par- 
liament, and  by  their  mischievous  pro- 
ceedings with  reference  to  the  cldture, 

Mr.  HEALY  said,  the  noble  Lord 
the  Financial  Secretary  to  the  Treasury 
could  not  suppose  that  Irish  Members 
would  allow  the  items  in  this  Vote  for 
Secret  Service,  County  Court  Offices, 
Constabulary,  and  Prisons  in  Ireland  to 
be  taken  on  that  occasion.  He  there- 
fore thought  the  noble  Lord  should  allow 
them  to  understand  distinctly  the  parti- 
cular Services  for  which  the  money  was 
required.  For  his  own  part,  he  took  a 
very  great  interest  in  the  Education 
Vote,  and  he  desired  an  opportunity  of 
expressing  his  views  upon  the  English 
educational  system.  For  instance,  he 
believed  that  it  required  four  or  five 
times  as  long  to  teach  a  child  to  read 
under  the  system  in  force  in  England 
than  it  did  under  the  systems  in  opera- 
tion in  France  and  Germany ;  and, 
therefore,  he  should  like  to  take  the 
English  system  and  contrast  it  with  the 
system  in  foreign  schools.  Further,  it 
was  his  intention  to  ask  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Vice  President  of  the 
Council  to  grant  a  Select  Committee  for 
the  purpose  of  inquiring  into  that  sub- 
ject. Ho  asked  the  noble  Lord  to  say 
for  what  particular  Services  he  required 
this  Vote  on  Account. 

Lord  FREDERICK  CAVENDISH 
said,  he  wished  to  point  out  that  this 
Vote  on  Account  was  necessary  for 
carrying  on  the  whole  Civil  Service  of 
the  country.  Hon.  Members  would  be 
aware  that  it  was  clearly  understood  that 
no  money  would  be  taken  except  for 


purposes  previously  sanctioned  by  Par- 
liament, and  the  money  now  asked  for 
was  simply  for  carrying  on  the  Service 
of  the  country  until  the  Estimates  of  the 
year  came  forward  and  were  passed. 
The  present  Vote  on  Account  appeared 
to  be  the  smallest  ever  asked  K>r  the 
Civil  Service.  He  entirely  agreed  with 
the  noble  Lord  opposite  that  the  Educa- 
tion Code  should  be  discussed ;  but  he  did 
not  understand  that  it  could  make  any 
difference  to  the  noble  Lord  whether  or 
not  it  should  be  discussed  exactly  within 
the  period  he  had  named.  The  discus- 
sion, which  he  admitted  to  be  necessary, 
could  take  place,  without  any  loss  to  the 
public,  after  this  Vote  was  taken.  It 
had  already  been  promised  that  the 
Votes  for  the  Army  and  Navy  should  be 
taken  at  an  early  date ;  and,  although 
he  was  not  in  a  position  to  say  when 
the  Education  Vote  would  be  brought 
forward,  he  could  assure  the  noble  Lord 
that  it  was  the  wish  of  Her  Majesty's 
Government  to  place  it  amongst  the  ear- 
liest Votes  to  be  discussed. 

Mr.  REDMOND  said,  that  the  fact  of 
the  noble  Lord  not  asking  for  money  in 
respect  of  any  new  Services,  as  he  had 
just  informed  the  Committee,  was  not  of 
the  slightest  importance  in  dealing  with 
this  Vote  on  Account.  The  noble  Lord 
was  asking,  on  that  occasion,  for  money 
in  support  of  the  Secret  Service,  which, 
amongst  other  things,  was  being  used  in 
Ireland  to  demoralize  the  Irish  people  as 
far  as  possible.  Further,  it  had  been 
used  forjthe  purpose  of  carrying  out  a  rule 
in  Ireland,  against  which  he  and  his 
hon.  Friends  were  bound,  on  every  oc- 
casion, to  protest.  It  was  all  very  well 
for  the  Government  to  tell  the  Committee 
that  the  money  asked  for  was  for  pur- 
poses which  had  received  the  sanction  of 
Parliament ;  but  his  complaint  was  that 
the  Government  were  carrying  on  new 
proceedings  in  Ireland  under  cover  of 
the  old  Services.  He  objected  to  the 
present  Vote  being  taken  in  its  entirety, 
because  it  included  sums  on  account  that 
would  be  applied  to  various  Services  in 
Ireland  which  would  necessarily  be  the 
subjects  of  discussion  on  the  part  of 
Irish  Members.  If,  however,  the  noble 
Lord  the  Financial  Secretary  to  the 
Treasury,  in  asking  for  money  on  ac- 
count, would  exclude  all  contentious 
matters  with  reference  to  Ireland,  he 
should  not  object  in  the  slightest  degree 
to  the  Vote  being  taken.    Bat,  vsjaia^ss. 
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lie  was  able  to  exclude  from  this  lump 
sum  the  money  demanded  in  respect  of 
the  following  Services,  in  the  way  of 
which  Irish  Members  felt  it  their  duty 
to  place  every  obstacle  in  their  power, 
he  should  certainly  oppose  the  Vote. 
They  protested  against  any  money  being 
voted  on  the  present  occasion  for  the 
Establishment  of  the  Lord  Lieutenant, 
and  in  respect  of  the  Office  of  the  Chief 
Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant ;  they 
objected  to  the  voting  of  money  for  the 
maintenance  of  Prisons  and  Convict 
Establishments  in  Ireland  as  they  were 
at  present  managed,  to  the  mismanage- 
ment of  which  institutions  Irish  Mem- 
bers had,  over  and  over  again,  called 
attention  in  that  House ;  they  objected 
to  money  being  taken  for  the  Local 
Government  Board  in  Ireland,  for  rea- 
sons that  had  been  frequently  explained ; 
for  the  Queen's  Colleges,  against  which 
they  had  protested  on  every  occasion 
when  the  question  came  imder  the  con- 
sideration of  the  House.  Then  there 
was  the  Secret  Service  money,  that  was 
doing  so  much  to  demoralize  the  Irish 
people,  as  he  had  already  pointed  out. 
Irish  Members  protested  against  the  use 
to  which  this  money  was  being  applied  ; 
and  they  were,  moreover,  bound  on  every 
occasion  to  object  to  any  money  being 
taken  on  account  of  the  Post  Office  Ser- 
vice in  Ireland  until  the  recent  proceed- 
ings in  that  Department  had  been  ex- 
plained and  justified.  Finally,  there 
was  the  money  asked  in  respect  of 
Criminal  Prosecutions  in  Ireland.  They 
were  told  that  no  money  was  required  in 
respect  of  any  new  Services ;  but,  as  he 
had  already  explained,  it  was  under  the 
cover  of  the  old  Services  that  new  pro- 
ceedings were  being  carried  on  against 
persons  in  Ireland.  They  might  have 
allowed  this  Vote  for  Criminal  Prosecu- 
tions to  pass,  had  it  not  been  for  the 
novel  character  of  the  proceedings  which 
had  been  carried  on  under  this  guise; 
but  Irish  Members  now  felt  it  their 
duty  to  protest  against  the  Vote.  If 
there  was  a  subject  upon  which  they 
were  bound  to  protest,  it  was  that  of  the 
Constabulary  in  Ireland.  The  proceed- 
ings of  that  force  were  a  disgrace  to  the 
Government  of  any  civilized  nation  ;  the 
proceedings  of  the  Constabulary  in  Ire- 
land to-day  were  a  disgrace  to  the  Go- 
vernment of  England;  and  he  was 
convinced  that  if  only  in  this  country 
of  England  the  proceedings  of  the  Irish 
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Constabulary  were  properly  exposed,  if 
only  their  protest  in  the  House  of  Com- 
mons could  reach  the  English  public,  and 
if  they  could  understand  that  the  forces 
of  the  Crown  and  the  Constabulary  were 
being  used  in  a  barbarous  manner  to 
carry  out  a  barbarous  rule,  he  believed 
that  very  much  indignation  would  be 
felt  amongst  a  large  class  of  English 
people  who  to-day  gave  a  tacit  assent  to 
the  government  of  Ireland.  That  assent 
was  now  given  because  the  people  of 
England  were  ignorant  of  the  manner 
in  which  the  government  of  Ireland  was 
being  carried  on.  He  did  not  believe 
very  much  in  English  public  opinion  on 
Irish  questions ;  but  he  was  convinced 
of  this — that  if  once  they  could  reach 
the  public  ear  of  England,  if  they  oould 
once  impress  on  the  English  people  the 
true  manner  in  which  the  government 
of  Ireland  was  being  carried  on,  a  large 
section,  at  any  rate,  of  the  Engli^ 
people  would  rise  in  revolt  against  the 
Government  of  the  country.  The  go- 
vernment of  Ireland  to-day  presented, 
in  many  respects,  the  worst  features  of 
a  despotism.  The  money  which  they 
were  asked  to  vote  for  the  Secret  Ser- 
vice provided  a  means  whereby  the  Go- 
vernment could  suborn  false  witnesses, 
whereby  they  could  pay  men  to  swear 
away  the  lives  and  liberties  of  the 
people  he  (Mr.  Eedmond)  and  his  hon. 
Friends  represented.  They  would  be 
false  to  those  who  sent  them  to  repre- 
sent them  in  the  House  of  Commons  if 
they  did  not  oppose  every  obstacle  in 
their  power  to  the  passing  of  a  single 
Vote,  or  one  farthing  of  money,  to  per- 
petuate the  system  at  present  carried 
out  in  Ireland.  In  his  heart  he  believed 
the  Secret  Service  money  was  at  the  bot- 
tom of  a  large  portion  of  the  crime  and 
the  outrage  which  to-day,  unfortunately, 
existed  in  Ireland^  He  presumed  the 
money  which  was  given  to  informers, 
and  which  was  g^ven  under  the  recent 
Police  Circular  to  men  who  came  forward 
and  gave  evidence  of  crimes  which  in 
their  opinion  were  about  to  be  commit- 
ted, was  supplied  out  of  the  Secret  Ser- 
vice fund ;  consequently,  it  was  palpably 
their  duty  to  protest  against  this  Vote. 
English  Members,  no  doubt,  viewed  the 
opposition  of  hon.  Members  in  his 
quarter  of  the  House  to  Votes  of  this 
kind  with  great  impatience.  That  was 
but  natural,  because  they  were  ignorant 
of  the  manner  in  which  the  rale  of  their 
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nation  was  carried  out  in  Ireland. 
[**  Hear,  hear!  "]  He  ventured  to  ask 
any  hon.  Member  who  by  his  cheers 
accused  them  of  unduly  prolonging  the 
discussion  on  Votes  of  this  kind,  whether 
he  understood  the  manner  in  which  the 
Secret  Service  money  was  being  ex- 
pended in  Ireland  ?  Did  he  know  that 
recently  a  Police  Circular  was  issued  by 
Colonel  Hillier,  offering  rewards  to  men 
who  might  offer  evidence  of  crimes  which 
were  to  be  committed,  and  that  police- 
men had  been  instructed  by  that  Circular 
to  go,  in  a  friendly  manner,  amongst  the 
people  and  worm  themselves  into  the 
coufidence  of  the  people,  and  thus  en- 
deavour to  obtain  evidence  from  men 
who  might  be  cognizant  of  crime  about 
to  be  committed  ?  He  asked  hon.  Mem- 
bers, in  a  spirit  of  fairness,  was  it  likely 
that  such  a  system  of  government  could 
tend  in  any  other  direction  than  in  the 
creation  of  outrage?  What  was  the 
effect  of  a  Circular  of  that  kind  upon 
the  people  ?  The  police  were  anxious  to 
show  their  dexterity  in  the  detection  of 
crime,  and  they  were  able,  under  Colonel 
Hillier's  Circular,  to  tell  the  men  that 
if  they  gave  them  information  about 
crimes  which  were  about  to  be  commit- 
ted, even  though  they  themselves  insti- 
gated the  commission  of  the  crimes, 
they  would  obtain  from  the  police  large 
monetary  rewards.  Furthermore,  the  Cir- 
cular went  on  to  say  that  the  man  who 
gave  the  information  would  not  even 
not  have  his  name  given  to  the  public, 
but  he  would  be  treated  in  every  way 
that  his  identification  should  not  be 
arrived  at.  For  the  reasons  he  had 
given,  amongst  others,  he  considered  they 
were  bound  to  protest  against  this  Vote. 
He  had  said  that  he  believed  that  to 
the  issue  of  the  recent  Circulars  to  the 
police  many  of  the  crimes  and  outrages 
which  were  happening  in  Ireland  were 
to  be  attributed.  He  wanted,  before 
he  voted  a  single  farthing  in  support 
of  the  Secret  Service  in  Ireland,  to 
hear  some  justification  for  the  issue  of 
those  Circulars.  It  was  all  very  well 
to  tell  them  that  the  fund  was  re- 
quired for  the  Public  Service,  and  that 
they  were  not  asked  to  vote  any 
money  in  respect  of  Services  which 
had  not  already  been  approved  in  this 
House ;  but  he  cared  not  if  majorities  of 
the  House  of  Commons  had,  Session  after 
Session,  approved  of  the  institution  of 
the  Secret  Service ;  it  still  remained  the 


duty  of  himself  and  hon.  Friends  to  op- 

fose  it  by  every  means  in  their  power, 
f  the  noble  Marquess  (the  Marquess  of 
Hartington)  could  by  any  means  ex- 
clude from  the  bulk  sum  now  proposed 
those  sums  which  were  required  in  re- 
spect  of  the  contentious  Irish  matters, 
and  would  bring  those  sums  up  sepa- 
rately, he  would  have  no  further  oppo- 
sition to  offer ;  but  unless  the  noble  Mar- 
quess would  do  something  of  the  kind, 
he  should  conceive  it  to  be  his  duty  to 
prevent,  by  every  obstacle  the  Forms  of 
the  House  allowed  him  to  avail  himself 
of,  the  Government  obtaining  the  money 
they  now  asked  for. 

The  Marquess  of  HAETINGTON 
said,  he  thought  hon.  Members  scarcely 
understood  the  position  of  affairs.  The 
Vote  asked  for  was  simply  to  carry  on 
the  government  of  the  country  for  two 
months,  and  until  the  Committee  should 
have  an  opportunity  of  fully  discussing 
the  questions,  amongst  others,  raised  by 
the  hon.  Member  for  New  Boss  (Mr. 
Kedmond).  To  enter  into  a  discussion 
at  the  present  moment,  which  the  hon. 
Member  now  invited  them  to  do,  would 
really  rather  tend  to  defeat  than  to  pro- 
mote the  object  in  view.  If  there  were 
to  be  a  discussion  now  on  the  Consta- 
bulary or  Secret  Service  Votes,  the  de- 
cision arrived  at  might  be  held  to  pre- 
judge the  opinion  of  the  Committee 
when  it  came  to  vote  the  whole  sum. 

Mk.  W.  H.  SMITH  said,  he  hoped 
hon.  Members  below  the  Gangway  would 
see  the  force  of  the  observations  which 
had  just  fallen  from  the  noble  Marquess, 
and  not  persist  in  a  discussion  which 
would  prejudice  the  position  even  from 
their  own  point  of  view.  He  understood 
that  the  Educational  Estimates  would 
be  put  down  amongst  the  first  of  the 
Civil  Service  Estimates,  so  as  to  secure 
a  full  discussion  upon  educational  mat- 
ters without  further  waste  of  time.  De- 
sultory discussions  like  the  present  only 
resulted  in  a  waste  of  time  ;  and,  upon 
the  understanding  that  the  Votes  he 
had  referred  to  would  be  taken  early  in 
May,  he  and  his  hon.  Friends  would 
withdraw  their  opposition. 

Colonel  NOLAN  said,  he  admired 
the  tactics  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
(Mr.  W.  H.  Smith).  It  had  been  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman's  task,  on  pre- 
vious occasions,  to  ask  for  money,  and 
he,  therefore,  knew  the  difficulties  he 
had  to  face.     He  (Colonel  Nolan)  did 
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not  wish  to  occupy  much  of  the  time  of 
the  Committee ;  but  the  present  was  a 
fitting  opportunity  to  ask  one  or  two 
questions  of  the  Officials  of  the  Irish 
Government.     The  first  question  was  in 
regard  to  the  provision  of  new  potato 
seed.     In  four  or  five  years  time  the 
value  of  Champion  seed  now  being  used 
wotdd  be  spent.     Some  time  ago  a  re- 
solution was  arrived  at  to  take  steps  to 
obtain  new  seed,  and  he  would  like  to 
know  whether  any  provision  was  made 
in  the  Estimates  in  this  respect  ?    The 
second   question   was  in    regard  to    a 
grievance  that  was  brought  before  him 
by  a  constituent  of  his.     It  was  the  case 
of  a  Mr.  Newman,  who  was  **  reason- 
ably suspected  "  by  the  Chief  Secretary 
of  having  signed  a  **  no  rent "  notice. 
The  gentleman  denied  it ;  he  had  never 
done  anything  of  the  kind,  and  he  had 
promised  that  he  would  never  do  any- 
thing of  the  kind  again.     He  (Colonel 
Nolan)  hoped  the  Committee  would  give 
him  the  whole   of  the  credit  of  that 
"  bull,"    for    certainly    Mr.    Newman 
never  said  anything  of  the  kind ;   it  was 
entirely  his  own  invention.     Mr.  New- 
man was  a  national  school  teacher,  and 
by  his  having  been  imprisoned  on  sus- 
picion,  his    result    fees    were    greatly 
affected.     An  attempt  had  been  made  to 
suspend  him  from  his  position  ;   but  it 
appeared  to  him  (Colonel  Nolan)  that  to 
do  this,  when  the  man  had  not  been  tried, 
would  be  most  unfair.     They  were  en- 
titled to  an   assurance  from  the  Chief 
Secretary  that  unless  Mr.  Newman  were 
brought  to  trial  and  convicted,  his  posi- 
tion as  a  school  teacher  should  not  be 
interfered  with.   In  his  opinion  it*would 
be  well  if  Mr.  Newman  were  released 
and  allowed  to  return  quietly  to  school. 
Mb.  HEALY  said,  he  thought  the 
course  of  instruction  which  the  noble 
Lord  (the  Marquess  of  Hartington)  had 
given  them  might  very  well  have  been 
delivered  earlier,  because  he  told  them 
that  it   pledged   the  Committee  in   no 
way  if  they  passed  the  Vote  on  the  pre- 
sent occasion.     He  should  have  pointed 
that  out  at  the  outset.     The  noble  Lord 
the  Member  for  Middlesex  (L<ird  George 
Hamilton)  had  moved  the  reduction   of 
the  Vote  by  £1,000,000;  but  the  noble 
Marquess  waited  until  an  Irish  Member 
got  up,  and  then  he  opened  a  fusillade 
at  the  Irish  Benches.     He  told  them  if 
they  voted  the  money  now  they  would 
not  be  pledged  to  the  principle  of  the 
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Vote.    How  was  it  the  noble  Marqneaa 
did  not  impart  that  information  to  the 
Committee  as  soon  as  the  noble  Lord  the 
Member  for  Middlesex  rose  ?  The  noble 
Marquess  did  not  give  his  very  excel- 
lent instruction  to  the  noble  Lord  on  the 
Front  Opposition  Bench.  It  appeared  to 
him  the  position  of  the  noble  Marquess 
was  somewhat  incongpruons.     Now,  let 
them  make  up  their  minds  what  they 
were  going  to  do  ?   Were  they  going  to 
make  a  night  of  it,  or  were  they  going 
to  make  up  their  minds  at  onoe  ?  As  far 
as   he    was    personally   concerned,    he 
was    not    going   to   allow    Id.   of   the 
Constabulary,   or  the   Prisons,    or  the 
Secret  Service  Votes  to  be  taken  to- 
night.   Notwithstanding  the  charge  of 
Obstruction,  he  should  resist  the  Votes 
to  the  utmost  of  his  power.     Of  course, 
when    the    Government   had    got    the 
eidture,   there  would   be  no  more  Ob- 
struction ;  it  was  intended  to  put  an  end 
to  it,  so  that  he  and  his  hon.  Friends 
could   not  be  charged  with  it   again. 
The  present  position  of  affairs  appeared 
to  be  this.    Irish  Members  were  deter- 
mined that  the  Government  should  g^ve 
them  ample   time    to    discuss  various 
matters  relating  to  Ireland;  the  Govern- 
ment, upon  their  part,  had  determined 
that  they  would  absorb  all  the  time  at 
the  disposal  of  the  House  by  discussions 
on  the  eidture  and  the  House  of  Lords, 
about  which  questions    no   one  cared 
anything.     Owing  to  this  determination 
of  the  Government,  the  House  could  not 
at  reasonable  times  discuss  many  im* 
portant  Irish  subjects ;  but  at  the  fag 
end  of  a  Friday  Sitting  they  were  askea 
to  give  their  assent  to  a  Vote  for  the 
Constabulary,  Prisons,  Secret   Service, 
Local  Government   Board,   and    many 
other  important  matters.     That  sort  of 
thing  did  not  hang.     Because  the  Go- 
vernment chose  to  take  up  all  the  time 
of  the  House  by  the  consideration  of 
the  action  of  the  House  of  Lords  and  a 
discussion  on  the  eidture  Besolution.  he 
did  not  see  why  they  should  be  asked 
to  vote  £3,000,000  at  a  quarter  past 
2  o'clock   in  the  morning.     They  in- 
tended   to    avail    themselves  of  every 
opportunity  to  discuss  the  Irish  policy 
of  the  Government.      They  meant  to 
sicken  the  Government  of  Ireland ;  they 
would  raise  Irish  subjects  in  season,  and 
out  of   season,  until    the  Government 
would  be  sick  of  IreUmd  and  of  their 
coercive  policy.     He  noticed  that  la«t 
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night,  when  he  and  his  hon.  Friends  were 
discussing  a  very  important  matter  re- 
lating to  their  imprisoned  friends,  the 
hon.  Member  for  Gateshead  (Mr.  W. 
H.  James)  and  the  hon.  Member  for 
Middlesbrough  (Mr.  J.  Wilson)  endea- 
voured to  organize  a  **  count  out."  Why 
did  not  the  hon.  Member  for  Gates- 
head, when  the  Business  of  his  own 
Party  was  under  discussion,  try  to  *  *  count 
out?" 

The  chairman  :  The  hon.  Gentle- 
man must  address  himself  to  the  Chair, 
and  keep  to  the  question  before  the 
Committee. 

Mr.  HEALY  said,  if  the  Chairman 
said  he  was  not  addressing  himself  to 
the  Chair,  of  course  he  was  not ;  he  in- 
tended to  do  so.  He  would  ask  Mr. 
Playfair,  if,  under  all  the  circumstances, 
it  was  unreasonable  that  Irish  Mem- 
bers should  desire  full  discussion  of 
Irish  questions  ?  They  knew  very  well 
that  tne  Government  endeavoured  to 
shirk  Irish  questions.  They  gave  no 
opportunity  for  their  discussion ;  they, 
time  after  time,  refused  days  for  the 
consideration  of  Irish  matters,  and  the 
consequence  was  that  the  Irish  Mem- 
bers had  to  seize  opportunities  as  they 
arose.  These  opportunities  arose  largely 
on  Motions  to  adjourn  the  House  and 
on  the  Estimates ;  therefore,  when  they 
got  a  chance  like  the  present,  it  was  too 
good  to  be  lost.  They  found  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Ministers  wanted  money  to  carry 
on  their  nefarious  system  of  government 
in  Ireland.  They  wanted  £8,000  for 
Secret  Service ;  £8,000  to  debauch  public 
opinion  in  Ireland ;  and  £300,000  to 
enable  them  to  turn  decent  people  out 
on  the  road  sides  for  not  pa3ring  hardly 
possible  rents.  Then  they  required 
money  to  pay  the  Local  Government 
Board  for  dismissing  innocent  public 
servants  like  Dr.  Kenny.  They  wanted 
money  to  enable  them  to  carry  out  the 
Coercion  Act,  and  to  enable  them  to 
keep  in  prison  men  in  every  way  as 
respectable  as  anyone  on  the  Treasury 
Bench.  The  Irish  Members  would  make 
the  Government  give  them  the  oppor- 
tunity they  wanted,  and  the  matter  had 
better  be  decided  one  way  or  the  other, 
and  that  at  once.  It  did  not  matter  to 
him  whether  or  not  the  Government 
decided  to  go  on  with  the  discussion  of 
these  Estimates.  He  would  as  soon  stay 
up  all  night  as  not.  He  had  in  his 
portfolio,  outside,  valuable   documents 


relating  to  all  these  Irish  subjects,  which 
they  would  take  seriatim.  The  noble 
Marquess  considered  that  if  they  al- 
lowed these  Votes  to  pass  now,  they 
would  not  be  pledging  themselves  to 
support  them  in  the  future;  but  that 
was  not  the  view  of  the  Irish  Members. 
The  Government  had  better  say  whether 
they  were  now  going  to  take  the  discus- 
sion. [**  Order !  "]  Gentlemen  who  cried 
out  '*  Order ! "  snould  learn  something 
about  Order  before  they  commenced  to 
interrupt. 

Thb  CHAIRMAN:  I  must  remind 
the  hon.  Gentleman  that  the  Committee 
is  not  discussing  the  items  in  the  Votes 
now,  but  the  Motion  to  report  Pro- 
gress. 

Mb.  HEALY:  Very  well,  as  the 
Motion  is  to  report  Progress,  it  would  be 
as  well  that  we  should  divide  and  report 
Progress. 

Colonel  NOLAN  said,  he  had  put  a 
couple  of  definite  questions  to  the  right 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  the  Attorney 
General  for  Ireland,  and  he  thought  he 
had  a  right  to  ask  for  a  reply. 

Mb.  METGE  said,  the  Government 
should  give  them  a  guarantee  that  they 
would  not  bring  on  another  Vote  on 
Account  before  the  Whitsuntide  Holi- 
days, and  then  bring  on  the  residue  of 
the  Estimates  late  in  the  Session,  with- 
out giving  the  Irish  Members  a  chance 
of  discussing  them.  The  ctdture  Bules 
might  be  in  force  when  the  Estimates 
were  finally  brought  on  for  considera- 
tion ;  and  the  Government  would  then 
be  able  to  close  the  mouths  of  the  Irish 
Representatives,  and  prevent  them  from 
discussing  those  questions  that  they 
looked  on  as  so  important  to  the  country. 

LoBD  FREDERICK  CAVENDISH 
said,  that,  under  all  the  circumstances, 
it  was  impossible  for  him  to  say  what 
progress  would  be  made  in  Supply.  He 
could  only  assure  hon.  Members  that 
the  Government  would  be  anxious  to 
bring  on  the  discussion  of  the  Votes  on 
the  earliest  possible  day.  With  regard 
to  what  had  fallen  from  the  hon.  and 
gallant  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
County  Gal  way  (Colonel  Nolan),  he 
must  say  that  a  Vote  on  Account  was 
hardly  the  time  for  discussing  the  mat- 
ters he  had  raised.  So  far  as  he  could 
catch  the  meaning  of  the  hon.  and  gal- 
lant Member,  he  had  referred  to  some- 
thing which  concerned  a  new  Service. 
He   could   tell   the   hon.  and  ^ells^:^ 
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Member,  if  that  was  so,  tliat  no  part  of 
a  Vote  on  Account  was  ever  applied  to 
a  new  Service. 

Mr.  DALY  said,  he  was  perfectly 
aware  that  the  Business  of  the  country 
must  be  carried  on;  but,  at  the  same 
time,  this  sheet  of  Votes  that  he  had  in 
his  hand  was  before  him  now  for  the 
first  time.  He  was  asked  to  vote  a  sum 
on  account  for  the  Constabulary  of  Ire- 
land. When  he  compared  the  Vote  for 
the  coming  year  with  that  for  the  past 
year,  he  found  an  increase  in  the  former 
over  the  latter  of  £  1 1 4, 000,  In  common 
with  many  other  Members,  he  had  a 
strong  feeling  that  the  Constabulary  of 
Ireland  were  not  doing  so  much  the 
work  of  the  country  as  the  work  of  cruel 
and  heartless  landlords ;  and  he  did  not 
think  he  should  be  called  on  to  affirm, 
even  in  part,  a  Vote  of  that  kind.  He 
would  put  it  to  the  noble  Marquess 
(the  Marquess  of  Hartington)  that  they 
should  not,  as  it  was  now  within  12 
minutes  of  3  o'clock  in  the  morning,  be 
called  on  to  affirm,  either  in  whole  or  in 
part,  any  such  Vote  as  that.  There 
were  other  Votes  down  which  he  would 
not  refer  to  at  this  late  hour ;  but  he 
certainly  did  think  that,  as  a  matter 
of  principle,  this  was  not  the  time  when 
these  Votes  should  be  submitted  to  the 
approbation  or  disapprobation  of  the 
Committee,  because  they  could  not  re- 
ceive that  treatment  at  the  hands  of  the 
Committee  their  importance  deserved. 
The  Constabulary  Vote  he  should  have 
thought  of  sufficient  importance  to  have 
induced  the  Government  to  agree  to 
report  Progress. 

Colonel  NOLAN  said,  his  consti- 
tuency paid  from  £15,000  to  £20,000 
under  this  Vote  alone,  and  he  thought 
it  was,  therefore,  only  right  that  he 
should  avail  himself  of  the  Forms  of  the 
House  for,  at  least,  extracting  informa- 
tion. This  new  charge  on  the  Estimates 
was  asked  for  last  year,  and  was  nearly 
refused — for  he  thought  they  would  have 
beaten  the  Government  with  regard  to 
it  had  it  not  been  for  the  support  given 
to  Her  Majesty's  Ministers  by  the  Con- 
servatives and  some  few  Irishmen.  He 
had  only  just  seen  the  Estimates  and 
did  not  know  where  to  look  for  the 
amount  to  which  he  referred.  Where 
was  he  to  find  it  ?     And  how  was  he  to 

discuss  it  unless  he  received  this  in-  how  the  Chairman  could  say  that  the 
formation  ?  No  one  on  the  Treasurv  Vote  he  had  referred  to  was  not  down 
JBench  seemed  to  know  aa7lE!ku3i|^at^\\Ti^<^^'^>s^  li  he  (the  Chair- 

lord  iy0dmck  Cav$niUK 


about  it ;  but  he  hoped  he  should  hear 
an  explanation  of  some  kind  from  some- 
one. They  might,  at  least,  tell  him 
whether  or  not  it  was  in  the  Estimates. 
Surely,  this  was  a  very  moderate  re- 
quest. As  to  the  second  request,  about 
Mr.  Newman,  he  was  sorry  the  Chief 
Secretary  for  Ireland  was  not  in  his 
place  to  give  the  necessary  information. 
There  ought  to  be  two  Chief  Secretaries 
for  Ireland,  one — an  Assistant  Chief 
Secretary — in  Ireland,  and  another  in 
the  House  of  Commons  to  answer  ques- 
tions. He  wished  to  know  if  Mr. 
Newman  was  to  be  allowed  to  resume 
his  position,  seeing  that  he  had  not  been 
put  upon  his  trial  ?  This  was  a  reason- 
able question,  to  which  he  was  entitled 
to  receive  an  answer. 

The  CHAIRMAN :  The  question  is 
that  I  report  Progress,  and  ask  leave  to 
sit  again. 

Colonel  NOLAN  said,  he  had  repeated 
his  question,  and  he  wished  to  have  an 
answer 

Lord  FREDERICK  CAVENDISH 
said,  there  was  no  Vote  such  as  the 
hon.  and  gallant  Member  had  mentioned 
in  these  Estimates.  The  subject  had 
not  been  brought  under  his  notice. 

Colonel  NOLAN  said,  he  did  not 
mean  to  refer  to  these  Estimates  alone, 
but  to  any  Estimates. 

Lord  FREDERICK  CAVENDISH 
said,  this  lump  sum  was  taken  to  carry 
on  the  entire  Service. 

Colonel  NOLAN  wished  to  know 
whether  any  attention  had  ever  been 
paid  to  the  Resolution  of  the  House  of 
last  year  as  to  seed  potatoes  ?  If  no 
money  had  been  paid  in  respect 

The  CHAIRMAN:  The  hon.  and 
gallant  Member  has  no  right  to  discuss 
a  question  that  is  not  within  these  Esti- 
mates. If  the  subject  is  not  within 
these  Estimates  it  cannot  be  discussed. 

Mb.  ARTHUR  O'CONNOR  said,  that 
if  they  looked  through  the  Estimates 
they  would  find  there  were  two  Votes 
under  which  this  question  as  to  school 
teachers  could  be  raised. 

The  chairman  :  That  was  not  the 
point  on  which  I  spoke;  it  was  with 
reference  to  an  entirely  different  subject 
not  in  the  Estimates  before  the  Com- 
mittee. 

Colonel   NOLAN  wished    to  know 
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man)  could  assure  him  that  the  Vote 
was  not  down  in  these  Estimates,  of 
course,  he  was  out  of  Order  in  referring 
to  it. 

The  CHAIEMAN  :  The  noble  Lord 
the  Financial  Secretary  to  the  Treasury 
distinctly  stated  it  was  not  in  the  Esti- 
mates ;  therefore,  not  being  in  the  Esti- 
mates, it  is  not  before  the  Uommittee. 

Mb.  HEALY  said,  the  Vote  for  the 
Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland  and  for  the 
Lord  Lieutenant  was  in  the  Estimates, 
and  surely  the  question  could  arise  upon 
those. 

Mb.  AETHUR  O'CONNOR  said, 
these  were  Votes  under  which  the  case 
of  these  school  teachers  could  properly 
be  TAisfiQ 

The  chairman  :  Order.  The  point 
is,  whether  the  Vote  for  seed  potatoes 
is  in  the  Estimates,  and  not  as  to  the 
school  teachers. 

Mb.  ARTHUR  O'CONNOR  said,  he 
had  understood  the  hon.  and  gallant 
Member  (Colonel  Nolan)to  be  talking 
about  something  else.  With  regard  to 
the  position  in  which  they  now  were,  he 
would  point  out  to  the  House  the  very 
great  danger  they  stood  in  of  entering 
upon  proceedings  which  could  not  reflect 
credit  on  the  House,  and  which  were 
not  at  all  likely  to  render  the  course  of 
Business  in  future  Sessions  either  more 
pleasant  or  more  profitable.  The  noble 
Lord  said  it  was  absolutely  necessary  to 
vote  this  money.  Well,  he  (Mr.  Arthur 
O'Connor)  thought  he  could  show  that 
it  was  not  absolutely  necessary  to  vote 
it — or,  at  any  rate,  that  there  was  a 
g^eat  deal  that  the  Government  did  not 
require  at  all.  There  was,  for  instance, 
**Vote  4.  A.  Monument  to  Lord  Bea- 
consfield."  He  was  not  going  to  oppose 
that  Vote,  but  it  would  serve  as  an  illus- 
tration of  the  point  he  wished  to  enforce. 
There  was  £2,100,  voted  in  the  present 
financial  year  for  that  monument,  which 
had  not  been  expended.  The  Govern- 
ment had  some  of  that  money  in  hand, 
and  they  did  not  propose  to  spend  it 
until  the  end  of  the  year,  and  then  they 
would  have  it  re-voted  to  them.  That 
was  perfectly  unnecessary.  Then,  take 
Secret  Service  money.  Anyone  would 
suppose  that  the  Government  was  de- 
pendent on  the  Estimates  for  Secret 
Service  money,  but  that  was  not  the 
case ;  £10,000  was  charged  for  Secret 
Service  on  the  Consolidated  Fund,  and 
the  Government  had  as  much  control 


over  that  portion  of  the  Consolidated 
Fund  as  they  had  over  that  which  went 
to  pay  the  Judges'  salaries.  Besides,  the 
Government  did  not  want  so  much  Secret 
Service  money  as  they  used  to,  because 
out  of  the  £23,000  voted  in  the  past 
only  £13,000  had  been  expended,  and 
thousands  were  handed  back  to  the  Ex- 
chequer: As  to  the  question  raised  by 
the  hon.  Member  for  Meath(Mr.  Metge), 
in  regard  to  bringing  forward  these 
Votes  on  Account,  if  they  gp*anted  the 
Votes  they  would  be  finding  the  Govern- 
ment in  ample  funds  for  carrying  on 
every  department  until  June ;  and  then 
in  June  they  might  find  Her  Majesty's 
Ministers  coming  forward  again  for  a 
second  Vote  on  Account,  as  they  did 
last  year — the  Government  telling  hon. 
Members  that  it  was  absolutely  neces- 
sary that  they  should  have  the  money, 
and  that  the  discussion  could  be  taken 
on  a  future  occasion.  When  did  that 
discussion  that  the  Gt)vernment  promised 
come  on  last  Session  ?  Why,  it  came  on 
when  it  was  hardly  possible  to  keep  a 
quorum  together,  when  hon.  Members 
were  hardly  physically  able  or  willing 
to  keep  a  House.  Anxious  as  he  was 
as  a  Member  to  do  his  duty,  he  protested 
against  this  system  of  doing  away  with 
all  fair  opportunity  of  canvasing  the 
Public  Expenditure  as  it  ought  to  be 
canvassed.  He  would  ask  the  Govern- 
ment to  say  whether,  having  regard  to 
the  very  ample  provision  they  proposed 
to  make  for  their  immediate  require- 
ments, they  had  not  sufficient  margin  to 
enable  them  to  dispense  with  some  of 
the  items  on  the  long  list  in  the  hands 
of  hon.  Members.  He  would  ask  them 
whether  it  was  absolutely  necessary  to 
take  £600  for  the  Privy  Seal  Office ; 
whether  they  conscientiously  said  they 
required  £6,000  for  the  Secret  Service  ; 
and  whether  they  could  not  dispense 
with  the  items  for  the  Lord  Lieutenant's 
Household,  and  for  the  Office  of  the  Chief 
Secretary  for  Ireland  ?  He  would  put  it 
to  them,  also,  whether  the  Vote  was 
absolutely  necessary  just  now  for  Prisons 
and  Constabulary  in  Ireland  ?  Though 
there  were  some  other  Votes  which, 
under  other  circumstances,  he  should 
certainly  oppose,  so  far  as  he  was  con- 
cerned he  should  be  content  to  with- 
draw his  personal  opposition  if  the  Go- 
vernment would  consent  to  eliminate 
from  the  present  Votes  the  items  he  had 
mentioned. 
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The  Marqitess  of  HAETINQTON  : 
I  can  hardly  believe,  in  spite  of  what 
has  fallen  from  hon.  Members,  that 
there  can  be  a  determined  intention  on 
the  part  of  any  Member  of  tbis  House 
to  obstruct  the  obtaining  of  money  which 
it  has  been  stated  is  absolutely  neces- 
sary for  the  Public  Service.  The  hon. 
Member  who  last  spoke  wishes  to  know 
if  all  the  sums  asked  for  are  absolutely 
necessary  ?  Our  reply  is  in  the  affirma- 
tive, because  we  cannot  discriminate  in 
a  Vote  on  Account  between  the  various 
items.  If  we  did  do  so,  we  should  have  to 
enter  into  long  discussions,  and  have  to 
waste  a  gpreat  deal  of  time  in  regard  to 
matters  that  are  really  urgent.  If  we 
were  to  discriminate  between  the  im- 
portance of  one  Vote  and  another,  we 
should  be  declaring  an  opinion  which 
might  be  of  the  utmost  possible  im- 
portance, and  might  be  very  incon- 
venient. "We,  therefore,  ask  the  Com- 
mittee to  do  what  it  alwavs  has  done — 
namely,  to  enable  the  Qovemment  to 
continue  the  Services  for  a  limited 
period — until  the  time  when  the  Com- 
mittee will  be  able  to  discuss  all  the 
Votes  irrespective  of  their  importance. 
I  hope  hon.  Gentlemen  will  re- consider 
the  intention  announced  by  the  hon. 
Member  for  Wexford  (Mr.  Healy),  and 
will  not  think  it  necessary  to  enter  into 
one  of  those  contests  which  do  not  reflect 
credit  on  the  Assembly. 

Mr.  JUSTIN  MCCARTHY  said,  the 
noble  Lord  hardly  perceived  the  force 
of  the  temperate  and  moderate  intima- 
tion of  the  hon.  Member  for  Queen's 
County  (Mr.  Arthur  O'Connor!  and  the 
noble  Lord  had  seen  that  tnere  were 
many  matters  in  this  Vote  which  the 
Irish  Members  could  not  allow  to  pass 
without  discussion  and  protest.  What 
they  hoped  to  do  was  to  impress  upon 
Parliament  and  upon  the  English  people 
their  objections  to  these  Votes,  which 
ought  not  to  be  taken  at  this  hour  of 
the  night ;  and  they  wanted  to  know 
what  security  they  would  have,  if  they 
allowed  the  Votes  to  be  passed,  that 
there  should  be  an  opportunity  for  dis- 
cussing the  Votes  ?  As  the  hon.  Member 
had  said,  many  months  hence  there 
might  be  a  further  Vote  on  Account 
asked  for,  and  a  full  discussion  on  these 
Votes  might  be  put  off  almost  to  the 
Qreek  Kalends,  or  to  the  end  of  the 
Seasion,  when  there  would  \>e  no  dioji^^ 


the  Government  would  have  the  cldiure, 
under  which  the  Chairman  could  bring 
the  discussion  to  a  close  at  any  moment. 
Could  the  noble  Lord,  to  whom  he  g^ve 
great  credit  for  manhood  and  fair  play, 
say  it  was  reasonable  to  expect  them  to 
allow  these  proposals  to  pass  now  with- 
out some  genuine  assurance  that  they 
would  have  an  opportunity  for  a  fair 
discussion  ? 

Mr.  SCLATER  -  booth  said,  he 
hoped  the  noble  Lord  would  adhere 
to  the  statement  he  had  made  to  the 
Committee,  and  not  distinguish  between 
one  of  these  Votes  and  another.  It  had 
been  the  practice  for  many  years  for 
the  House  to  take  Votes  on  Account 
which  were  absolutely  necessary  at  this 
time  of  the  year ;  but  the  practice  had 
also  been  to  take  the  Civil  Service  Esti- 
mates on  the  first  day  after  the  Easter 
Vacation.  Could  the  noble  Lord  say 
that  an  early  discussion  would  be  taken 
on  these  Estimates  ? 

Lord  FREDERICK  CAVENDISH 
wished  to  remind  the  Committee  that  a 
promise  had  been  given  that  the  Army 
Estimates  should  be  taken  on  the  first 
day  after  the  Easter  Recess,  and  the 
Navy  Estimates  on  the  earliest  oppor- 
tunity after  that.  He  did  not  think  any 
further  pledges  could  be  given. 

Colonel  NOLAN  said,  he  should  not 
assume  that,  this  being  a  Vote  on  Ac- 
count, there  would  be  no  discussion ;  but 
he  wished  to  obtain  an  answer  from  the 
noble  Lord  upon  the  question  he  had 
raised,  and  if  the  Government  were  de- 
termined to  give  no  answer,  and  to  take 
£18,000  from  his  constituents  alone, 
he  should  protest  against  that ;  and  he 
believed  he  should  be  right  in  doing  all 
he  could  to  prevent  the  money  being  so 
obtained. 

Mr.  sexton  said,  the  hon.  and 
gallant  Member  for  Galway  (Colonel 
Nolan)  had  been  shut  out  from  discuss- 
ing the  question  of  seed  potatoee;  but 
would  not  the  hon.  and  gallant  Member 
be  entitled  to  discuss  the  grant  adminis- 
tered by  the  Local  Government  Board, 
Ireland,  under  Class  II.  ? 

The  chairman  :  As  I  understand 
it,  the  hon.  and  gallant  Member  desired 
a  Vote  to  be  put  in  the  Estimates  this 
year  for  seed  potatoes ;  but  that  has  not 
been  done,  and  therefbre  it  is  not  a 
matter  for  the  Committee. 

Mr.  healy  asked  whdfher  the  hon. 
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titled  to  ask  wl^y  a  certain  item  waa  not 
put  in  the  Vote,  and  why  the  Looal 
Government  Board  had  failed  to  put 
that  item  on  the  Paper  ? 

Thb  oh  AXEMAN:  That  is  not  before 
the  Committee  at  all.  The  hon.  and 
gallant  Member  will  have  a  right  to  ask 
that  question  in  the  House;  but  it  is 
not  before  the  Committee. 

The  attorney  GENERAL  fob 
IRELAND  (Mr.  W.  ]tf.  Johnson)  said, 
he  had  unade  two  or  three  efforts  to 
answer  the  hon.  and  gallant  Member ; 
and  he  put  it  to  the  Committee  whether 
it  was  not  rather  unreasonable  that  he 
should  unexpectedly  be  asked  to  specify 
the  position  in  which  a  particular  indi- 
vidual, of  whom  he  (the  Attorney  Gene- 
ral for  Ireland)  could  know  nothing,  w€is? 
All  he  could  say  was,  that  if  the  hon.  and 

fallant  Member  would  give  him  Notice, 
e  would  take  care  to  inform  himself  upon 
the  matter  and  give  the  result.  fColonel 
Nolan  :  On  Report  ?]  He  could  not  say 
he  would  do  so  to-morrow  or  Monday, 
but  he  would  at  the  earliest  opportunity. 
If  the  hon.  and  gallant  Member  could 
state  that  this  person  would  promise  not 
to  do  anything  that  was  objectionable, 
lie  thought  he  could  say  there  would  be 
no  difficulty  about  the  matter. 

Mr.  HEALY  said,  the  noble  Lord 
had  asked  whether  there  was  any  inten- 
tion to  carry  on  these  principles  of 
Obstruction.  There  was  no  such  inten- 
tion ;  and  the  only  thing  the  Irish  Mem- 
bers claimed  was  an  opportunity  to 
discuss  these  Estimates.  They  required 
time  to  do  that;  and  he  himself  had 
several  questions  which  he  intended  to 
raise.  It  did  not  matter  much  to  him 
whether  he  did  so  at  3  in  the  morning 
or  at  3  in  the  afternoon,  and  he  could 
not  see  how  the  noble  Lord  could  con- 
sider his  action  Obstruction.  The  Motion 
for  Progpress  might  be  withdrawn,  and 
the  items  taken  seriatim.  The  Chief 
Secretary  for  Ireland  was  not  in  his 
place ;  and  it  was  a  remarkable  thing 
that  when  there  were  a  number  of  Irish 
questions  to  be  considered,  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  was  away  enjoying 
himself  in  Dublin  Castle  or  elsewhere. 
The  Irish  Members  intended  to  discuss 
these  items  ;  and  the  noble  Lord  could 
not  consider  that  there  was  any  Ob- 
struction in  discussing  them  now,  any 
more  than  at  4  o'clock  in  the  afternoon. 
Owing  to  the  extraordinary  position  of 
the  Gentlemen  on  the  Front  Bench;  they 


could  not  expeot  to  get  on  without  Ob- 
struction, and  he  thought  the  Committee 
had  better  enter  into  the  matter  with 
full  heart.  For  instance,  there  were  600 
suspects;  and  a  question  could  easily 
be  raised  upon  every  one  of  those  cases, 
and  upon  the  salary  of  the  Chief  Secre- 
tary for  Ireland ;  and  the  Prisons  Board, 
&c.  There  were  a  number  of  questions 
as  to  the  Prisons.  He  required  to  know 
something  as  to  the  conduct  of  the  Go- 
vernors, and  the  detention  of  suspects' 
letters.  These  things  would  be  raised  ; 
and  the  Committee  need  not  suppose 
that  because  the  noble  Lord  brought  on 
his  Estimates  at  this  hour,  that  was  any 
reason  for  not  discussing  them.  He  in- 
tended to  discuss  them,  and  his  only 
regret  was  that  the  Chief  Secretary  for 
Ireland  was  not  in  his  place.  Of  course, 
they  had  great  respect  for  the  Attorney 
General  for  Ireland,  who  gave  them  all 
the  information  in  his  power ;  but  when 
they  came  to  discuss  these  matters,  he 
would  tell  them  that  these  matters  were 
not  in  his  Department,  and  they  had 
better  wait  for  the  Chief  Secretary  for 
Ireland  to  return  from  Ireland.  When 
a  number  of  items  were  proposed — 
including  his  own  salary,  and  £6,000 
for  his  Office — that  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man ought  to  be  in  his  place.  He, 
therefore,  protested  against  the  inter- 
pretation the  noble  Lord  bad  placed 
upon  his  remarks. 

Sib  R.  ASSHETON  CROSS  said,  he 
thought  it  would  be  much  better  to  dis- 
cuss these  items  once  for  all.  It  would 
be  no  use  discussing  them  partly  now 
and  partly  on  some  other  day ;  and,  no 
doubt,  the  noble  Lord  could  state  that 
there  would  be  some  early  opportunity 
of  discussing  these  Estimates  before  the 
Vote  on  Account  passed  away,  so  that 
there  might  be  one  discussion,  and  not 
two. 

The  Marquess  of  HARTINGTON 
said,  he  would  be  glad  to  give  every 
assurance  that  was  possible ;  but  a  g^eat 
deal  of  time  had  already  been  promised, 
and  it  was  impossible  to  say  on  what 
precise  day  there  should  be  this  dis- 
cussion. It  would  be  desirable,  no 
doubt,  to  bring  on  these  Estimates  on 
the  earliest  opportunity,  to  give  hon. 
Members  a  fair  opportunity  of  discus- 
sing them  ;  but  it  was  impossible  to  fix 
the  day. 

Sm  HENRY  HOLLAND  asked 
whether,  as  the  Committee  was  anxioua 
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to  get  out  of  thiB  diffioultji  the  noble 
Lord  would  say  that  the  Irish  items 
should  take  the  first  place  ? 

The  Marquess  op  HARTINGTON  : 
It  is  impossible  to  say  that. 

Mb.  O'DONNELL  said,  he  thought 
nothing  like  a  definite  response  had  been 
made  either  to  the  appeal  of  the  Irish 
Members,  or  to  the  appeal  of  the  late 
Home    Secretary.      The    doctrine  ap- 
parently laid  down  by  the  noble  Mar- 
quess, that  the  Gk>vemment  could  escape 
all  criticism  by  bringing  in  their  Votes 
at  2  or  3  o'clock  in  the  morning,  was 
not  a  proposition  which    should   com- 
mend itself  to  the  Committee.     He  re- 
g^tted  that  the  noble  Marquess  had 
assumed  that  there  was  a  disposition  on 
the  part  of  the  Irish  Members  to  do 
more  than  to  legitimately  discuss  the 
items  in  which  they  were    interested. 
The  hon.    Member     for    the    Queen's 
County  (Mr.  Arthur  O'Connor)  had  no 
other  purpose  in  moving  to  report  Pro- 
gress than  to  obtain  an  assurance  that 
an  early  day  would  be  given  for  the 
discussion  of   these  Estimates,   feeling 
that  they  had  no  alternative  but  to  dis- 
cuss the  items  now  if  that  assurance 
was  not  g^ven.     He  did  not  think  that 
course  was  convenient,  or  ought  to  be 
forced  upon  the  House  by  the  Govern- 
ment ;  and  if  the  noble  Marquess  was 
not  himself  responsible  for  this  state  of 
affairs,  but  had  been  simply  sent  there 
to  represent  the   Government   without 
any  instructions,  and  without  any  power 
to  give  a  definite  engagement,  he  thought 
those  Members  of  the  Government  who 
had  placed  the  noble  Marquess  in  that 
position  had  hardly  been    fair  to  the 
noble  Marquess,  or  to  the  Committee. 
He  did  not  know    whether    his    hon. 
Friends  intended  to  go  to  a  division  on 
the  Motion ;  but  he  certainly  could  not 
see  that  they  had  any  alternative,  in 
view  of  the  nebulous  response  they  had 
received,  but  to  take  advantage  of  the 
information    they  possessed  regarding 
these  items,  and  expose,  at  proper  length, 
their  objections.      If   the  Government 
were  not  prepared  with  the  requisite 
information,  that  was  their  own  fault ; 
and  to  bring  forward  demands  for  public 
money  at  this  hour,  without  explanation 
and   without  definite  statements  when 
inquiries  were  made,  was  a  most  extra- 
ordinary mode  of  doing  Business,  and 
WELB  not  a  mark  of  careful  economy  mth 
legari  to  the  time  of  the  Hou^e. 

Sir  Henry  Holland 


Mr.  B  ARBY  said,  if  these  were  ordi- 
nary Estimates,  it  would  be  startling  for 
the  House  to  be  called  upon  to  vote  them 
at  this  hour  ;  but  several  of  these  items 
were  of  a  specially  contentious  charac- 
ter. There  were  the  Irish  Prisons  Vote, 
the  Law  Charges,  and  other  Votes, 
which  called  for  a  great  deal  of  investi- 
gation and  discussion.  Under  the  head 
of  Public  Works  there  were  10  or  20 
cases  of  groBa  injustice  which  he  in- 
tended to  bring  before  the  House.  One 
was  the  case  of  a  magistrate  in  Wex- 
ford. No  one  would  suspect  him  of  un- 
due sympathy  with  magistrates;  but 
here  was  a  case  of  peculiar  hardship  on 
the  part  of  the  Board  of  Works  in  Ire- 
land. He  was  very  anxious  that  this 
case  should  be  fairly  sifted  and  inquired 
into ;  but  there  was  very  little  chance  of 
that  being  done  at  this  hour  of  the  night 
in  a  satisfactory  manner.  The  noble 
Marquess  stated  that  some  time  in  the 
Session  there  would  be  an  opportunity 
of  discussing  these  Estimates ;  but,  for 
himself,  he  would  lose  no  opportunity 
now,  or  at  any  other  time,  of  putting 
any  obstacle  he  could  in  the  way  of 
Supply  being  granted  to  carry  out  the 
present  infamous  system  in  Ireland.  It 
was  very  well  for  the  noble  Marquess  to 
say  there  would  be  an  opportunity ;  but 
he  had  consented  before  to  Votes  on  Ac- 
count, and  then  he  had  found,  to  his 
sorrow,  that  the  opportunities  for  discus- 
sion were  very  limited  indeed.  He  was 
inclined  to  think,  on  the  present  occa- 
sion, that  the  Irish  Members  should  not 
consent — and  he  hoped  they  would  not 
consent,  if  they  stopped  till  next  week — 
to  money  being  granted  to  carry  on  the 
present  evil  system  of  rule  in  Ireland. 
The  chance  of  future  discussion  would 
be  very  limited  indeed ;  and  he  hoped 
the  Irish  Members  would  persist  in  their 
determination  to  oppose  the  Votes  for 
Secret  Service,  and  the  Constabulary, 
and  several  other  items  in  these  Esti- 
mates. 

Mb.  BIGGAK  said,  the  present  Go- 
vernment had  introduced  what  seemed 
to  him  to  be  very  much  of  an  innovation 
— namely,  a  system  of  forcing  on  Votes 
of  money  at  a  very  late  hour.  The  late 
Government,  as  far  as  he  reoolleoted, 
never  insisted  on  Supply  after  1  o'clock 
in  the  morning ;  but  the  present  GK>- 
vemment  had  introduced  what  he  held 

^to  be  the  unconstitutional  principle  of 
,  \xxavtXAU^  <iT^\^^^<6  «s^^   ^t  money  being. 
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Yoted  at  a  time  when  there  was  no  possi- 
bility of  a  proper  discussion.  For  this 
reason,  he  thought  the  Goyemment 
should  either  have  agreed  to  report 
Progress  and  bring  this  Vote  forward  at 
some  reasonable  time,  say,  at  a  Morning 
Sitting,  or  some  day  next  week ;  or  have 
given  a  substantial  and  bond  fide  promise 
that  an  opportunity  would  be  given  for 
the  discussion  of  Irish  Estimates  before 
the  cldture  came  into  operation,  because 
it  would  be  perfectly  absurd  to  say  they 
were  to  discuss  the  Irish  Estimates  with 
a  power  in  the  hands  of  the  Government 
of  stopping  discussion  at  any  time  they 
liked  before  the  Irish  Members  had 
pointed  out  their  objections  to  particular 
Irish  items.  If  the  Government  would 
undertake  that  before  the  cldture  debates 
were  finally  ended  time  should  be  given 
for  discussing  these  Irish  Estimates, 
they  might  save  a  great  deal  of  time 
and  trouble  ;  or,  if  they  would  agree  to 
report  Progress  now,  and  bring  for- 
ward these  Y  otes  at  a  reasonable  hour, 
that  would  very  much  facilitate  the  pro- 
gress of  Business.  But  if  the  Govern- 
ment said  they  must  have  this  money  at 
3  o'clock  in  the  morning — these  Votes 
not  having  been  proposed  until  after  2 
o'clock — he  thought  that  was  most  un- 
reasonable ;  and  he  must  point  out  that 
the  argument  of  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man who  recommended  the  Irish  Mem- 
bers to  submit  to  this  Vote  on  Account, 
that  it  was  not  the  practice  to  divide 
Votes,  was  not  consistent  with  the  action 
of  a  Member  of  the  Government  who 
had  moved  to  leave  out  the  Education 
Vote  until  he  got  a  promise  of  an  op- 
portunity of  discussing  that  Vote.  He 
did  not  wish  to  bind  the  Government  to 
a  particular  day ;  but  he  thought  that 
before  Easter,  before  the  discussions  on 
the  cldture  came  to  an  end,  an  oppor- 
tunity for  discussing  these  items  should 
be  given  ;  and  nothing  would  be  lost  by 
the  Government  through  that  course. 

Mb.  T.  D.  SULLIVAN  said,  he 
thought  the  proposal  to  report  Progress 
at  20  minutes  past  3  o'clock  in  the 
morning,  a  very  fair  and  reasonable  one. 
There  could  be  no  doubt,  looking  at  the 
headings  of  the  Votes,  that  there  were  a 
number  of  items  here  which  Irish  Mem- 
bers could  not  allow  to  pass  without 
challenge.  They  were  bound  to  criticize 
these  items  on  the  earliest  opportunity. 
They  were  told  that  **  the  Business  of 
the  country  must  be  carried  on."  Well, 


what  was  the  Business  of  Ireland? 
What  sort  of  business  was  being  carried 
on  there,  and  what  was  this  money  wanted 
for?  It  was  wanted  for  the  eviction 
of  tenant  farmers,  for  the  payment  of 
informers,  and  so  on ;  and  Irish  Mem- 
bers were  bound  to  meet  the  proposal 
for  its  appropriation  on  the  very  thresh- 
old, and  challenge  it.  This  Vote  for 
Secret  Service  they  objected  to,  holding 
that  the  application  of  the  money  was  a 
fruitful  cause  of  crime  and  outrage  in 
the  country.  It  tended  to  demoralize 
the  people  and  create  confusion  and  dis- 
order in  every  part  of  Ireland.  Simi- 
larly, the  Irish  Members  had  an  ob- 
jection to  urge  as  to  the  payment  of 
the  Police  Force,  who  were  employed  in 
harrassing  ladies  of  the  Land  League, 
and  taking  up  people  without  the  shadow 
of  a  reason,  except  the  whisper  of  some 
informer — of  some  magistrate  or  magis- 
trate's man.  The  Irish  Members  were 
bound  to  meet  this  thing  and  arrest  it  at 
the  outset.  What  could  be  fairer  than 
to  say  to  the  Government — '*  Give  us  a 
reasonable  and  early  day,  give  us  a 
reasonable  hour,  and  we  will  accept  the 
offer ;  but  to  force  us  to  go  into  a  criti- 
cism of  these  Votes,  which  are  so  impor- 
tant to  our  country,  at  such  an  hour  as 
this,  is  a  course  which  is  neither  fair  nor 
reasonable,  and  we  protest  against  it." 

Mb.  HEALY  said,  he  had  not  read 
the  cldture  Pules,  and  he  did  not  care 
whether  they  were  passed  or  not,  either 
in  their  present  form  or  10  times  more 
strongly  worded.  They  did  not  affect 
the  Irish  Members  in  the  slightest 
degree,  and  the  Irish  Members  did  not 
wish  to  talk  about  them ;  and  he  had  no 
doubt,  if  the  Government  would  give 
them  a  few  hours  on  Monday,  they 
would  be  easily  able  to  say  all  they  had 
to  say  and  settle  the  whole  matter  as  to 
these  Votes.  The  Irish  Members  wished 
to  expose  the  weakness  of  the  proceed- 
ings of  the  Government  in  Ireland,  and 
to  do  it  in  daylight.  There  should  be 
daylight  let  into  these  proceedings ;  and 
the  Irish  Members,  therefore,  did  not 
wish  to  discuss  them'  at  3  o'clock  in  the 
morning,  when  what  was  said  could  not 
be  reported.  If  the  Government  would 
give  them  Monday  evening  for  the  dis- 
cussion of  these  matters,  the  Irish  Mem- 
bers would  agree  not  to  debate  them 
beyond  10  o'dock.  By  that  time,  no 
doubt,  all  who  wanted  to  speak  would 
have  said  their  say.     So  far  as  he  wafi 
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oonoemed  he  should  not  say  a  word  upon 
the  eldture,  or  do  anything  with  regard 
to  it  until  the  division  was  taken.  He 
ventured  to  say  that  his- proposition  was 
a  recLsonahle  one  to  make  to  the  noble 
Marquess  (the  Marquess  of  Harting- 
ton). 

Mb.  sexton  said,  he  thought  the 
noble  Marquess  should  by  this  time  have 
fully  appreciated  the  strange  and  em- 
barrassing situation  in  which  the  Com- 
mittee found  itself.  [**  No  !  "  and 
laughUr.']  That  seemed  to  be  amusing 
to  hon.  Members  ;  but  it  would  not  be 
later  on,  if  that  which  promised  to  be 
a  bitter  struggle  was  besinniDg.  He 
would  urge  upon  the  noble  Marquess 
the  desirability  of  considering  most 
carefully  whether  he  should  press  on 
this  Vote  at  the  present  time.  The  Go- 
vernment asked  for  £3,600,000— suffi- 
cient to  carry  on  the  Services  for  three 
months — sufficient  to  carry  on  the  go- 
vernment of  Ireland  to  the  month  of 
June ;  and  the  Irish  Members  had  no 
means  of  knowing  what  facilities,  if 
any,  would  be  afforded  them  up  to  the 
end  of  the  Session  for  discussing  the 
agencies  of  misgovernment  and  oppres- 
sion at  work  in  Ireland,  and  which  they 
felt  bound  to  denounce  on  every  occa- 
sion in  their  power.  He  could  not 
accept  the  theory  proposed  to  them  by 
the  Front  Opposition  Bench —that  it 
was  sufficient  for  them  to  discuss  these 
matters  once  in  a  Session.  He  rather 
accepted  the  theory  of  the  hon.  Member 
for  New  Ross  (Mr.  Eedmond),  that  the 
time  for  discussing  these  Estimates,  and 
the  spending  of  money  for  purposes 
Irish  Members  denounced,  was  when- 
ever the  opportunity  offered  itself.  He 
should  like  to  discuss  these  matters 
every  day,  if  possible.  He  could  not 
forget  how  futile  were  the  opportunities 
granted  them  ;  nor,  that  when  they  put 
questions  at  half-past  4,  they  received 
offensive  answers  ;  nor,  that  when  they 
put  Notices  of  Motion  on  the  Paper  and 
held  them  over  for  months,  when  at  last 
they  got  a  few  hours  discussion,  they 
were  voted  down  by  the  House.  He 
could  not  forget  that  it  was  impossible 
to  get  adequate  attention  paid  to  the 
Business  of  Ireland.  He  would  remark 
that  at  this  hour  of  the  night,  or  morn- 
ing, everything  that  they  might  say  was 
lost  within  the  walls  of  the  Chamber, 
And  had  no  effect,  either  on  the  Com- 


were  asked  to  do  ?  They  were  asked  to 
give  into  the  hands  of  Uie  Gt>vemment 
the  money  required  to  carry  on  every 
possible  misgovernment  in  Ireland ;  and 
he  considered  it  would  be  a  gross  breach 
of  public  duty  and  breach  of  trust  on 
the  part  of  the  Irish  Members  to  sit 
there  tamely,  and  in  cowardly  spirit 
allow  this  money  to  be  taken.  It  was 
their  highest,  their  inevitable  duty,  to 
protest  against  it  on  every  possible  occa- 
sion. The  amount  they  were  asked  to 
vote  was  £3,600,000;  two-thirds  of 
which,  probably,  was  for  the  misgovern- 
ment of  Ireland.  Take  the  Vote  for 
Secret  Service  money — £6,000.  How 
did  they  know  to  what  purposes  this 
money  might  not  be  applied  ?  How  did 
they  know  it  would  not  be  spent  in 
stimulating  the  production  of  perjured 
evidence  ?  How  did  they  know  that  it 
would  not  be  spent  in  paying  people 
who  came  up  at  the  request  of  Colonel 
Hillier — a  base  brood  of  informers  that 
infested  every  country,  and  his  poor 
country  worst  of  all. 

The  CHAIEMAN  :  The  hon.  Mem- 
ber will  be  perfectly  in  Order  in  discuss- 
ing any  particular  item  when  the  Esti- 
mate is  under  consideration.  At  present, 
however,  we  are  on  the  question  of  re- 
porting Progress,  and  specific  items  can- 
not be  discussed. 

Mr.  SEXTON  thanked  the  Chairman. 
He  wished  to  say  that  this  Vote  for  Irish 
purposes  would  enable  the  Government 
to  carry  on  the  maladministration  of 
Ireland  till  the  beginning  of  next  June. 
He  saw  nothing  in  the  words  of  the 
noble  Marquess  to  enable  him  to  hope 
that  he  would  give  them  an  early  op- 
portunity of  discussing  these  matters; 
but  he  could  not  wonder  that  the  noble 
Lord  had  treated  their  appeals  as  he 
had  done,  seeing  that  the  appeals  of  the 
regular  Opposition  who  sat  on  the  Front 
Opposition  Bench  had  fallen  on  a  heed- 
less ear.  No  doubt  there  had  been 
nothing  objectionable  in  the  tone  of  the 
noble  Marquess;  but  he  had  listened 
with  attention  to  what  had  fallen  from 
him,  and  had  failed  to  discover  in  it 
anything  like  a  firm  ground  on  whioh 
to  resist  the  appeals  of  the  Irish  Mem- 
bers. The  principle  of  the  course 
adopted  by  Her  Majesty's  Government 
was  radically  vicious ;  and  if  there  was 
anything  more  vicious  it  was  the  theory 
put  forward  from  the  Front  Opposition 
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when  Votes  on  Aoooimt  were  taken. 
When  Irish  Members  of  Parliament 
were  in  prison  for  havine  committed  no 
other  crime  than  having  been  too  strong 
opponents  of  the  Government,  and  the 
demand  was  made  for  money  to  pay  the 
cost  of  that  imprisonment,  could  the 
Irish  Members  in  the  House  be  expected 
to  sit  still  silently  and  vote  that  money  ? 
No  ;  and  he  would  say  this — that, 
though  he  was  not  disposed  to  push  the 
Committee  to  extremes,  on  his  conscience 
— [**  Question  !  "] — this  was  the  ques- 
tion— on  his  conscience,  he  should  not 
feel  himseK  entitled  to  desert  a  Member 
of  the  Irish  Party  to  what  extent  soever, 
and  in  what  mode  soever  he  might  push 
his  opposition  to  this  Vote.  The  money 
would  go  to  pay  those  who  harassed 
and  pursued  the  ladies  of  the  Land 
League,  who  were  eng^ed  in  charitable 
work  in  every  town  and  village  of  Ire- 
land. Did  the  Committee  think  he  and 
his  Colleagues  were  going  to  sit  tamely 
by  and  agree  to  a  Vote  on  Account 
which  would  enable  the  Constabulary  to 
continue  this  sort  of  thing  ?  Certainly 
not.  If  they  passed  this  Vote  without 
the  utmost  protest  it  was  in  their  power 
to  make,  they  made  themselves  accom- 
plices in  the  guilt  of  the  Government — 
accomplices  in  a  guilt  which,  in  the 
minds  and  consciences  of  the  Irish 
people,  they  would  never  be  able  to 
wipe  out.  He  woidd  close,  as  he  began, 
by  saying  that  he  should  to  his  utmost 
support  any  Member  of  the  Irish  Party 
in  whatever  mode  he  might  at  such 
an  hour  oppose  the  granting  of  this 
money. 

Mb.  GIBSON  said,  that,  so  far  as  he 
could  find  out,  there  seemed  to  be  a 
great  deal  of  anxiety  exhibited  to  ascer- 
tain whether  it  would  be  possible,  con- 
sistently with  the  due  progress  of  Public 
Business,  to  obtain  an  opportunity  for 
the  discussion  of  some  of  the  important 
representative  charges  of  this  Vote  be- 
fore another  Vote  on  Account  was  taken. 
So  far  as  he  could  gather,  if  there  was  any 
such  opportunity  possible — and  he  was 
sure  he  aid  not  know  whether  there  was 
or  not — the  granting  of  it  would  meet  the 
objections  taken.  He  did  not  himself 
pretend  to  be  in  the  slightest  degree 
acquainted  with  the  mysteries  of  Supply; 
but  he  would  venture  to  ask  this  ques- 
tion— would  it  be  possible,  before  the 
expiration  of  the  two  months  for  which, 
he  believed^  this  Yote  on  Account  was 
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taken,  to  put  down  one  or  two  of  the 
Votes  which  were  most  likely  to  lead  to 
conversation  or  debate  as  the  first  items 
some  night  when  Supply  was  taken  ? 
He  would  not  now  specify  the  items ; 
but  probably  they  would  be  those  re- 
lating to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  or  the 
Chief  Secretary.  He  did  not  know 
whether  his  suggestion  would  be  con- 
sistent with  the  claims  of  Public  Busi- 
ness; but,  if  it  was,  it  might  get  the 
Committee  over  a  difficulty. 

Lord  FEEDERLCK  CAVENDISH 
said,  the  Government  were  most  anxious 
to  meet  the  wishes  of  hon.  Members; 
but  as  to  taking  the  Votes  out  of  their 
order,  he  had  repeatedly  pointed  out 
that  nothing  was  more  inconvenient  than 
taking  a  Vote  here  and  a  Vote  there. 
He  could  assure  the  Committee  that  the 
only  anxiety  of  the  Government  would 
be  to  take  the  Votes  in  the  manner  and 
at  the  time  that  would  be  most  conve- 
nient to  the  Committee. 

Mr.  O'DONNELL  said,  he  would  re- 
mind the  Government  that  they  had 
been  asked  to  give  an  opportunity  for  a 
four  hours*  discussion  on  these  Votes, 
but  had  refused.  They  had  been  asked 
not  to  fix  a  day,  but  to  give  an  assurance 
that  the  Votes  would  be  discussed  before 
another  Vote  on  Account  was  taken. 
This,  however,  they  had  not  done,  and 
there  was  no  resource  now  left  to  the 
Irish  Members,  in  the  face  of  the  atti- 
tude of  the  Government,  but  to  discuss 
the  Votes  now,  item  by  item.  He  hoped 
his  hon.  Priends  would  go  to  a  division 
on  this  Motion  for  reporting  Progress,  to 
mark  their  sense  of  the  conduct  of  the 
Government  in  bringing  forward  such 
Votes  as  these  at  this  hour  of  the  morn- 
ing ;  but  he  hoped  that,  after  that  divi- 
sion had  taken  place,  hon.  Members 
would  settle  down  to  their  work,  and  de- 
vote whatever  energies  they  might  have 
left  to  the  discharge  of  their  duties  to 
their  constituents.  They  must  examine 
these  Votes  item  by  item,  not  at  any 
excessive  length,  but  fairly  and  suffi- 
ciently. He  expected,  of  course,  that 
the  officials  of  the  Government  would 
give  all  the  information  which  might  be 
required  on  these  items. 

Mr.  METGE  said,  he  hoped  the  Go- 
vernment would  see  their  way  to  accept- 
ing some  of  the  suggestions  which  had 
been  made.  He,  for  one,  did  not  wish  to 
challenge,  TXi\]L&\i  V^w^  \ft  ^'^"^  >»  ^"^  *^<^^ 
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of  duty  which  none  of  them  oould  refiue 
to  follow,  the  course  pointed  out  by  the 
hon.  Member  who  had  just  spoken.  It 
would  have  some  e£Pect  on  uie  public, 
even  though  they  might  not  read  reports 
of  what  was  now  taking  place  ;  because 
if  the  Government  were  kept  in  the 
House  until  Tuesday  or  Wednesday,  or 
even  Thursday — and  it  was  not  impos- 
sible for  the  Irish  Members  to  do  that, 
for  they  were  young  and  strong — it 
would  form  a  spectacle  that  would  at- 
tract all  eyes.  It  would  be  a  spectacle 
that  Europe  would  gaze  upon.  Who 
would  be  in  the  worse  position  before 
the  world  if  such  a  thing  occurred — the 
Irish  Mara  hers  who  were  contending  for 
what  they  believed  to  be  their  Constitu- 
tional rights,  or  the  Liberal  and  Radical 
Members  who,  despite  their  pledges  to 
thnir  constituents,  repeated  over  and 
over  ap:ain,  were  proceedinj:^  to  force  the 
Committee  to  pass  a  money  Vote,  at  the 
sauiH  time  rnfiisirip^  to  allow  them  to 
discuss  it  ?  The  effect  of  the  Government 
policy  would  be  to  produce  results  of 
the  most  undesirable  character,  and  he 
should  say  that  the  impression  upon  the 
public  mind  in  England  would  be  that 
there  was  something  rotten  in  the  affairs 
of  a  Government  which  proceeded  by 
such  means.  Therefore,  he  should  con- 
sider it  his  duty  to  oppose  any  of  those 
Votes  which  came  forward. 

The  Marquess  op  HARTINGTON 
said,  he  was  extremely  anxious  to  arrive 
at  some  reasonable  understanding  which 
would  meet  the  views  of  hon.  Members 
opposite.  As  the  Committee  would  be 
aware,  he  had  already  put  in  a  protest 
against  the  practice  of  making  use  of 
the  time  at  which  Votes  on  Account  were 
brought  forward,  for  the  purpose  of 
entering  into  discussions  upon  the  details 
of  the  Estimates  to  which  those  Votes 
on  Account  related.  Now,  the  hon. 
Member  for  Dungarvan  (Mr.  O'Donnell) 
stated  that  the  Government  had  been 
asked  for  a  period  of  four  hours  certain 
for  the  purpose  of  discussing  certain 
Votes,  and  refused  it.  But  he  would 
joint  out  that  the  question  which  hon. 
Members  desired  to  raise  could  be  quite 
as  well  discussed  upon  the  Report  of  the 
Vote,  as  upon  the  Vote  itself;  and,  there- 
fore, if  it  would  meet  their  views  to  enter 
Buch  protests  as  they  desired  to  make  on 
jBeport,  he  proposed  that  there  should 


at  the  disposal  of  hon.  Members  more 
than  the  space  of  time  which  the  hon. 
Member  for  Dungarvan  said  would 
satisfy  them.  He  made  that  proposal, 
of  course,  subject  to  an  understanding 
being  arrived  at  that  the  Government 
would  be  allowed  to  obtain  the  Report 
of  the  Vote  within  the  limits  of  the 
Morning  Sitting. 

Mb.  H  E  a  L  Y  said,  he  thought  it 
would  be  better  to  take  the  Report  of  the 
Vote  on  Wednesday. 

The  Marquess  op  HARTINGTON 
said,  that  the  time  within  which  this 
Vote  ought  to  be  taken  was  becoming 
extremely  short ;  were  it  otherwise,  he 
should  have  been  willing  to  adopt  the 
Ruggestirm  of  the  hon.  Member  for  Wex- 
ford. Underthe  circumstances  he  trusted 
the  proposal  he  had  made  would  receive 
the  assent  of  hon.  Members  opposite. 

Mr.  ARTHUR  O'CONNOR  said,  that 
the  noble  Lord  liad  said  that  Irish  Mem- 
bers could  make  their  protests,  and  any 
other  observations  they  had  to  put  for- 
ward on  Report ;  meanwhile  the  Govern- 
ment were  to  be  allowed  to  have  this 
Vote  on  Account.  But  he  could  assure 
the  noble  Lord  that  their  protests  were 
not  meant  for  the  air  only ;  on  the  con- 
trary, they  intended  to  oppose  the  Votes 
in  reality.  The  protest  he  had  made, 
and  intended  further  to  make,  did  not 
apply  to  Irish  Votes  alone,  but  to  the 
general  system  of  taking  all  Votes  at  an 
hour  when  it  was  too  late  to  bestow  upon 
them  the  amount  of  attention  and  discus- 
sion which  their  importance  demanded. 
He  objected  to  the  system  altogether, 
and  he  trusted  that  the  House  would 
come  to  an  understanding  upon  the  ques- 
tion as  to  whether  there  was  to  be  an- 
other Vote  on  Account  asked  for  this 
Session,  because,  if  that  were  to  be  the 
case,  he  wished  it  to  be  perfectly  under- 
stood that  he  should  do  everything  in 
his  power  to  prevent  its  being  taken. 
If  necessary,  he  shoidd  divide  Sie  Com- 
mittee against  each  Vote.  But  the  noble 
Lord  had  made  no  concession  to  Irish 
Members.  His  proposal  was  merely 
that  they  should  consent  to  the  Vote,  and 
go  through  the  formality  of  protesting 
on  Report  at  a  Morning  Sitting  on  Tues- 
day next.  To  suppose  that  uiey  could 
do  justice  to  the  multitudinous  matters 
they  had  to  bring  under  the  notice  of 
the  House  within  the  limits  of  a  Mom- 
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Lord  was  entirely  nuBtaken  if  he  sup- 
posed that  the  oner  he  had  made  con- 
tained  anything  for  whioh  Irish  Mem- 
bers ought  to  be  eratefdl.  On  the  con- 
trary, Irish  Members  perfectly  appre- 
ciated the  littleness  of  the  offer  maae  to 
them ;  but,  inasmuch  as  he  (Mr.  Arthur 
O'Connor)  did  not  wish  to  be  unreason- 
able, or  to  detain  the  Committee  un- 
necessarily, and  in  view  of  the  fact  that, 
however  long  they  might  remain,  the 
discussion  at  that  hour  would  be  of  no 
practical  value,  he  should  be  willing, 
with  the  concurrence  of  his  hon.  Col- 
leagues, to  ask  leave  to  withdraw  his 
Motion  for  reporting  Progress. 

Mr.  JUSTIN  MCCARTHY  said,  he 
thought  his  hon.  Friends  could  not  do 
better  than  accept  the  offer  of  the  noble 
Marquess.  He  hoped,  however,  that 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Chief 
Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  would 
be  in  his  place  on  Tuesday  morning, 
because  he  alone  could  answer  and  ex- 
plain the  points  which  would  probably 
be  proposed  on  that  occasion. 

Mr.  bigg  ah  said,  he  wished  to  de- 
tain the  Committee  for  one  moment  be- 
fore the  Motion  to  report  Progress  was 
withdrawn.  He  believed  the  noble 
Marquess  had  said  that  there  should  be 
an  understanding  that  the  discussion 
should  terminate  within  the  limits  of 
the  Morning  Sitting — that  was  to  say, 
before  7  o'clock  on  Tuesdav  next. 
Now,  although  it  was  most  probable  that 
the  discussion  would  end  within  the 
time  named,  he  could  not  but  regard 
this  as  an  unreasonable  pledge,  wnich 
the  Government  sought  to  exact  from 
Irish  Members.  No  one  Member  of  the 
House  could  bind  others  to  such  a  limi- 
tation. Although,  as  he  had  said  al- 
ready, the  probability  was  that  the  dis- 
cussion would  terminate  before  7  o'clock 
on  Tuesday,  yet  there  was  no  possibility 
of  any  hon.  Member  knowing  what 
others  would  have  to  say,  and  how  long 
the  discussion  would  be  prolonged.  He 
made  these  remarks  for  the  purpose  of 
showing  that  there  was  no  formal  pledge 
upon  tl^  point,  one  way  or  the  other. 

Motion,  by  leave,  toithdraum. 

Question  again  proposed, 

"That  a  sum,  not  exceeding  £3,481,600,  be 
granted  to  Her  Majesty,  on  acooont,  for  or  to- 
wards defraying  the  Charge  for  the  following 
Civil  Services  and  Revenue  Departments  for  the 
year  ending  on  the  31st  day  of  March  1883." 

Motion,  by  leave,  mthdraum* 


Original  Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Besolution  to  be  reported  upon  Tuss^ 
day  next,  at  Two  of  the  dock. 

Committee  to  sit  again  upon  Monday 
next. 

PARTNERSHIPS  BHiL.— [Bill  27.] 

{Mr,  M<mk,  Mr.  Gregory ^  Mr,  Barron^ 

Mr,  Lwnt  .FVy.) 

SECOND  RBADma.      ADJOUBNED  DEBATE. 

Order  read,  for  resuming  Adjourned 
Debate  on  Question  [22nd  February], 
'*  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second 
time." 

Question  again  proposed. 

Debate  resumed. 

Mr.  WARTON  wished  to  know  why 
the  Bill  was  brought  forward'  on  that 
occasion  ? 

Mb.  monk  explained  that,  with  the 
consent  of  the  President  of  the  Board  of 
Trade  and  the  concurrence  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  Liverpool  (Mr.  Whitiey), 
it  was  about  to  be  sent  to  a  Select  Com- 
mittee, and  it  was  now  proposed  to  read 
it  a  second  time,  after  which  it  would 
be  committed  pro  formd,  in  order  that 
Amendments  might  be  inserted,  and  the 
Bill  be  re-printed. 

Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Bill  read  a  second  time,  and  eommitM 
for  Monday  next. 

DUKE  OF  ALBANY  (SSTABLISHMEirr)   BILL. 

Resolutions  [23rd  March]  repwrted^  and  agreed 
to ;— Bill  ordered  to  be  brought  in  by  Mr.  I^t- 
PAiB,  Mr.  Gladstone,  Sectary  Sir  Wzlliak 
Ha&cotjbt,  and  Lord  Fbbdbbiok  Catbndish. 

'BiSipreeentedt  and  read  the  first  time.  [Bill  112.] 

MOTIONS. 


ARKLOW  HARBOUR  BILL. 
KOlONATIOir  07  SELECT  OOIOCTTTEB. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 

'*That  the  Select  Committee  on  the  Arklow 
Harbour  BUI  do  consist  of  Five  Members, 
Three  to  be  nominated  by  the  House  and  Two 
to  be  nominated  by  the  Committee  of  Selec- 
tion."—(Xorrf  Frederick  Cavendieh.) 

Mb.  BEDMOND  said,  he  desired  to 
alter  this  Besolution  to  the  extent  of 
making  the  number  of  Members  six  in- 
stead of  five.     His  ob\^t  -^^a  \ft  SaosSeaSL^!^ 
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Amendment  proposed,   to  1( 
the  word  **  Five,"  m  order  to  ii 


the  senior  Member  for  the  County  of 
Wicklow  (Mr.  Corbet),  who  was  largely 
interested  in  this  matter. 

leave  out 
insert  the 
word  "  Six,"— (Ifr.  5e(?fii(me?,)— instead 
thereof. 

Question  proposed,  '*  That  the  word 
'  Five '  stand  part  of  the  Question." 

LoKD  FREDEEICK  CAVENDISH 
said,  he  thought  that  the  number  five, 
which  was  uneven,  was  more  desirable 
than  the  number  proposed  by  the  hon. 
Member  opposite.  However,  if  great 
importance  was  attached  to  the  pro- 
posal that  the  number  should  exceed 
nve,  he  would  suggest  that  it  be  ac- 
cepted. 

Mb.  HEALY  remarked,  that  his  hon. 
Friend  the  Member  for  New  Boss  (Mr. 
Bedmond)  cared  nothing  whether  the 
number  of  Members  on  the  Committee 
was  five  or  seven,  so  long  as  the  hon. 
Member  for  Wicklow  was  amongst 
them.  If  the  hon.  Member  opposite 
would  agree  to  this  there  would  be  no 
further  objection  that  he  was  aware  of. 

Mb.  HERBERT  GLADSTONE  said, 
there  would  be  no  objection  to  seven. 

Mb.  R.  power  said,  if  the  Com- 
mittee of  Selection  appointed  the  hon. 
Member  for  Wicklow  (Mr.  Corbet)  there 
would  be  no  necessity  to  make  an  altera- 
tion. 

Lord  FREDERICK  CAVENDISH 
said,  he  could  give  no  such  assurance. 

Amendment  and  Motion,  by  leave, 
withdraicn. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
''  That  the  Select  Conmiittee  on  the  Ark- 
low  Harbour  Bill  do  consist  of  Seven 
Members. — {Mr,  Redmond,) 

Motion  agreed  to, 

Mb.  REDMOND  said,  he  should,  on 
a  future  day,  move  that  Mr.  Corbet  and 
Mr.  Barry  be  Members  of  the  Com- 
mittee. 

LoBD  FREDERICK  CAVENDISH 
pointed  out  that  Committees  were  not 
only  of  a  representative  but  of  an  im- 
partial character.  The  Gh)vemment, 
however,  would  have  time  to  consider 
what  they  would  do. 


Ordered^  That  the  Select  Oomxnittee  on  the 
Arklow  Harbour  Bill  do  consist  of  Seven  Mem- 
bers, Five  to  be  nominated  by  the  House  and 
Two  to  be  nominated  by  the  Committee  of 
Selection. 

Ordiredf  That  all  Petitions  against  the  Bill 
be  referred  to  Uie  Select  Committee  on  the  Bill, 

Srovided  sach  Petitions  are  presented  two  clear 
ays  before  the  meeting  of  the  Committee*  and 
that  such  of  the  Petitioners  as  pray  to  be  heard 
by  themselves,  their  Counsel,  or  Agents,  be 
heard  upon  their  Petitions,  if, they  think  fit, 
and  Counsel  heard  in  favour  of  the  Bill  against 
the  said  Petitions. 

Ordered,  That  the  Committee  have  power  to 
send  for  persons,  papers,  and  records. 

Ordered,  That  tni^e  be  the  quorum. 

Ordered,  That  Mr.'HEBBB&T  Gladstone,  lir. 
M'CoAN,  and  Sir  Gsobob  Balfoub  be  Hem- 
ben  of  the  Committee. 

STATIONERY  OFHOB  (oOlfTROIXEB's 

bepobt). 

1.  Reeohed,  That  the  present  system,  under 
which  this  House  employs  for  its  ordinary  work 
a  separate  printer,  working  independently  of, 
and  without  reference  to,  other  Government 
contracts,  is  inexpedient,  and  be  at  the  first 
convenient  opportunity  discontinued. 

2.  Ordered,  That  the  Lords  CommissionGn  of 
Her  Majesty's  Treasury  be  autiiorised  to  make 
preliminary  arrangements,  and,  at  the  proper 
time,  to  lay  open  to  public  competition,  and 
enter  into  contracts  to  provide,  in  such  manner 
as  they  may  think  best,  for  all  the  printing  of 
this  House,  other  than  the  printing  of  the  Votes 
and  Proceedings  and  Journals:  provided  that 
such  contracts  made,  either  separately  or  in  con- 
nection with  other  printing  for  the  Public  Ser- 
vice, shall  be  laid  before  the  House  not  less  than 
forty  days,  and  shall  then  take  efiect,  unless 
disapproved  bythe  House. 

3.  Ordered,  That  all  Papers  printed  by  order 
of  this  House,  or  presented  by  Command  of 
Her  Majesty,  other  than  those  required  for  the 
use  of  Members  or  officers  of  this  House,  he 
placed  under  the  custody  of  the  Stationery 
Office ;  all  such  Papers  to  be  as  far  as  possible 
made  easily  accessible  to  the  public  by  purchase, 
and  the  proceeds  to  be  paid  into  the  Exchequer. 
— {Lord  Frederick  Cavendieh.) 

siTTuras  OF  the  house. 

Resolved,  That  whenever  the  House  shall 
meet  at  Two  of  the  Clock,  the  Sittings  of  the 
House  shall  be  held  subject  to  the  BMolutions 
of  the  House  of  the  30th  day  of  April  1869.— 
{Lord  Frederick  Cavendish.) 

Houm  acyoomed  at  Four  o'doek 

in  the  morning  till 

Monday  next. 
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Army — Navt  —  Ihdia — Ibbland  —  Sootlaud  —  Parliambnt  —  Poob  Law — Post  Orvicx— 

Mbtbopous  —  Chuboh   of   England  —  Education — Cbiminal   Law  —  Law  and  Justice^ 

Taxation,  under  Wats  and  Mjlans. 


ABERDEEN,  Earl  of 
Railways  (Continuous  Brakes),  2R.  1208 

Aecrington  ExUniion    and    Improvement 

Bill  {by  Order) 
c.  Moved,    "  That  the   Bill    be   now  read    2« " 
Mar  7,  320 
Amendt.  to  leave  out  "  now,"  and  add  *'  upon 
this  day  six  months"  (Mr,  Hopwood) ;  Ques- 
tion  proposed,  ''That  *now,'  Ac.;"    after 
debate,  Amendt.  withdrawn 
MoTcd,  **  That  the  Debate  be  now  adjourned  " 
{Mr,  Ritchie);   after  further  short   debate, 
Blotion  withdrawn 
Biain  Question  put,  and  agreed  to ;  Bill  read  2^ 

Afghanistan 
Native  Agent  at  Cabul  —  Appointment  of 
Mohammed  Af§ul  Khan,  Questions,  Mr. 
Onslow  ;  Answers,  The  Marquess  of  Ilart- 
ington  Mar  16,  1003 ;  Mar  17,  1146 
The  Subiidy  to  the  Ameer,  Question,  Mr.  E. 
Stanhope  ;  Answer,  The  Marquess  of  llart- 
ington  Mar  17»  1135 

YOL.  CCLXVn.   [thibd  8erit:s.  ] 


Africa    (^Central)  —  District    of    Lake 
Nyassa 
Question,  Sir  John  Kennaway ;    Answer,  Sir 
Charles  W.  Dilke  Mar  6,  174 

Africa  (South) 
Lords 

Basutoland,  Question,  The  Earl  of  Carnarvon  ; 

Answer,  The  Earl  of  Kimberley  Mar  .13, 

706 
The  Transvaal,  Observations,  Question,  The 

Earl   of   Carnarvon ;    Reply,  The    Earl   of 

Kimberley  Mar  10,  577  ;  Mar  23,  1621 

Commons 

BatiUoland,  Question,  Mr.  O'Donnell ;  Answer, 
Mr.  Courtney  Mar  10,  590  ;  Question,  Sir 
Michael  Hicks- Beach;  Answer,  Mr.  Courtney, 
623 ;  Question,  Mr.  O'Donnell  ;  Answer, 
Mr.  Courtney  Mar  18,  748;  Observations, 
Mr.  O'Donnell;  Reply,  Mr.  Courtney; 
Observations,  Mr.  R.  N.  Fowler,  815  ; 
Question,  Mr.  Dillwyn  ;  Answer,  Mr.  Court- 
ney Mar  14,  888 
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Africa  (5oiiM)— eont. 
NaUil 

IndohtKimbi,  Question,  Mr.  R.   N.   Fowler; 

Answer,  Mr.  Courtney  Mar  10,  090 
Responnble  Oavemment,  Question,  Sir  Georse 

Campbell ;  Answer,  Mr.  Courtney  Mar  17, 

1136 
Ths  Nai\v$  Population^  Questions,  Sir  George 

GAmpbell ;  Answers,  Mr.  Courtney  Mar  20, 

1293 

Th9  Tramvaal 

B4pori€d  Defeat  of  the  Boers,  Queetions,  Mr. 

Gorst,  Sir  Miohnel  II  icks- Beach  ;  Answers, 

Mr.  Courtney  Mar  10,  626 
Observations,  Mr.    Courtney ;   Question,   Mr. 

Ashmead-Bartlett ;   Answer,   Mr.  Courtney 

Mar  13,  762 
The  Transvaal    OovemmetU    and   Montsioa, 

Question,  Sir  Michael  Hicks-Eeftch ;  Answer, 

Mr.  Courtney  Mar  16,  991 
Tlie    Transvaal   Canvsntion,    Questions,    Sir 

Henry     Tyier ;     Answers,    Mr.    Courtney 

Mar  20,  1289 

AxiULANDEB,  Oolonel  0.,  Ayrshire,  8, 

Army— Military  Tactics— Field  Exercises,  738 
Report  of  the  Inspector  General  for  Re- 
cruiting, 469 
Army  Esiimates,  1441 

Land  Forces  at  Home  and  Abroad  (Exclu- 
sive of  India),  Motion  for  Ad)0ttrnmeDt, 
861 
Parliament — Public  Business,  754 

AlkaUAet,  1881 

Question,  Sir  R.  Asaheton  Cross  ;  Answer,  Mr. 
Dodson  Mar  6, 180 

Allen,  Mr.  H.  G.,  Pemhrohe,  Sfc. 

Bills  of  Sale  Act  (1878)  Amendment,  Comm. 
el.  8,  Amendt.  1220,  1223.  1224;  el  10, 
Amendt.  1405,  1407  ;  add.  el,  1415 

Aetdebson,  Mr.  a.,  Glatgou? 

Parliament — Business  of  the  House,  891 

Aboyll,  Duke  of 

Parliamentary  Declaration,  2R.  1631 

Arklow  Harbour  Bill  {Mr.  Esrhert 

Gladstone^  Lord  Frederick  Cavendish) 

«.  Question,  General  Sir  George  Balfour ;  An- 
swer, Mr.  Herbert  Gladstone  Mar  6,  184 

Ordered  ;  read  1»  •  Mar  6  [Bill  96] 

Read  2^,  and  committed  to  a  Select  Committee, 
after  short  debate  Mar  23,  1768 

Moved.  *'  That  the  Select  Committee  do  consist 
of  Five  Members,  Three  to  be  nominated  by 
the  House  and  Two  to  be  nominated  by  the 
Committee  of  Selection"  {Lord  Frederick 
Cavendish)  Mar  24,  1958 

Amendt.  to  leave  out  '*  Five,"  and  insert  "  Six" 
{Mr,  Rffmond)  v.  ;  Question  proposed, 
•'  That  '  Five,'  Ac. ; "  after  short  debate, 
Amendt.  and  Motion  withdrawn 

Moved,  '*  That  the  Select  Committee  do  consist 
of  Seven  Members"  {Mr.  Redmond);  Mo- 
tion a^eed  to  ;  List  of  the  Committee,  1960 
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Abmitage,  Mr.  B.,  Salford 

Commercial  Treaty  with  Franoe^Negotiationi, 
1008 

Abicy 

MllOlLLAMSOUS  QUSSTIONS 

Army  Chaplains  on  board  Troopships,  Ques- 
tion, Mr.  Healy ;  Answer,  Mr.  Trevelyan 
Mar  23, 1649 

Army  Medical  Service,  Question,  Mr.  Gibson  ; 
Answer,  Mr.  Childers  Mar  16,  1009 

Arm^  Organisation — Compulsory  Retirement 
o/*  Purchase  Captains,  Question.  Colonel 
Milne  Home  ;  Answer,  Mr.  Childers  Mar  13, 
747  :  Question,  Sir  Henry  Fletcher ;  An- 
iwer,  Mr.  Childet-s  Mar  16,  1008 

Ccue  of  Michael  Flynn,  Question,  Mr.  Red- 
mond ;  Answer,  Mr.  Childers  Mar  20,  1283 

Coionds  of  Artillery  and  Engineers,  Quefttion, 
Mr.  Macliver ;  Answer,  Mr.  Childers  Mar  24, 
1815 

Dress  of  the  Army — Militia  Officers  ( Uniforms), 
Questions,  Mr.  Grantham,  Viscount  Emlyn, 
Earl  Percy  ;  Answers,  Mr.  Childers  Mar  7, 
380 ;  Observations,  Colonel  Bame,  Lord 
Elcho  ;  Reply,  Mr.  Childers  Mar  13,  781 

Report  of  the  Inspector  General  for  Recruit- 
ing, Question,  Colonel  Alexander ;  Answer, 
Mr.  Childers  Mar  9,  469  ;  Question,  Sir 
Walter  B.  Barttelot ;  Answer,  Mr.  Childers, 
561 ;  Observations,  Mr.  Childers  Mar  10, 
625 

General  Annual  Rdum  of  the  British  Army, 
Question,  Observations,  Lord  Truro  ;  Reply, 
The  Earl  of  Morley  ;  Observations,  Earl 
Fortescue  Mar  20,  1260 

Military  Tactics— The  Field  Exercises,  Ques- 
tion, Colonel  Alexander ;  Answer,  Mr. 
Childers  Mar  13,  738 

Report  of  Committee  on  Ri^  Praetiee,  Ques- 
tions, Sir  Robert  Loyd  Lindsay  ;  Answers, 
Mr.  Childers  Mar  13,  739 

The  Army  Veterinary  Departtneni,  Question, 
Major  O'Beirne;  Answer,  Mr.  Childers 
Mar  16,  1005 

The  Royal  Hibernian  Military  School.  Dubkn, 
Question,  Mr.  W.  J.  Corbet ;  Answer,  Mr. 
Childers  Mar  16,  992 

The  Auxiliary  Forces 

Militia  Adjutants,  Question,  The  Earl  of 
Ghlloway  ;  Answer,  The  Earl  of  Morley 
Mar  10,  681 

Mililia  (Mcers,  Question,  Mr.  O'Shea ;  An- 
swer, Mr.  Childers  Jfar  6,  180 

Militia  Sergeants,  Question,  I^rd  Burghley ; 
Answer,  Mr.  Childers  Mar  9,  451 

Retirement  of  Volunteer  Ojficers,  Question,  Mr. 
Macliver ;  Answer,  Mr.  Childers  Mar  24, 
1815 

The  Artillery  Volunteers — The  Permanent 
Staff,  Question,  Colonel  Walrond ;  Answer, 
Mr.  Childers  Mar  23,  1649 

Army  (India) 

Bengal  Staff  Corps— Captain  J.  B.  Chatterton, 
Question,  Mr.  Grantham ;  Answer,  The 
Marquess  of  llartington  Mar  14, 886 

Furlough  and  Pensions,  Questions,'  Sir  Trevor 
Lawrence ;  Answers,  The  HarqoeM  of  Uart- 
ington  Mar  20,  1290 
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Abict — Army  (/luita)— oont. 

Military  ChapUxint,  Queition,  Mr.  (yDonnell ; 
Answer,  The  Marqaeis  of  Hartiogton 
Mar  16,  1005 

Army  {India) — Military  Drafti 

MoTed  for,  *'  Return  of  the  number  of  non- 
oommissioned  officers  and  soldiers  below  the 
age  of  20  who  have  been  sent  to  India  (torn 
1st  January  1881  to  1st  January  1882, 
giving  the  designations  of  the  regiments  to 
which  they  have  been  respectiyely  supplied  " 
{The  Earl  ForUteue)  Mar  6,  166;  after 
short  debate,  Motion  agreed  to 
Question,  Sir  George  Campbell ;  Answer,  Mr. 
Childers  Jfar  10,585 

Army  (Annnal)  Bill 

{Mr,  Secretary   ChilderSf    The   Judge  Advocate 

General,  Mr,  Trevelyan,  Mr,  CampbelU 

Bannerman) 

c.  Resolutions  in  Committee  *  Mar  16 

Resolutions  reported,  and  agreed  to ;  Bill  or- 
dered ;  read  !»  •  Mar  17  [BUI  105] 

Abnold,  Mr.  A.,  Salford 

India — Financial  Statement,  467 
Parliamentary  Elections  (Corrupt  and  Illegal 

Practices),  SO 
Parliamentary  Reform,  Res.  1443,  1526,  1583 

Ashley,  Hon.  E.  M.  (Secret^  to  the 
Board  of  Trade),  hie  of  JFight 

Elephant  **  Jumbo,"  Removal  of,  592 

Irish   Railways,  Acquisition  and  Control  of, 

644 
Thames  Ri?er,  28 

Ashmead-Bartlett,  Mr.  E.,  Eye 

Africa  (South)— Transvaal,  762 

Greece,  Affairs   of — Change  of  GoTemment, 

1143 
Parish  Churches,  2R.  1559 
Parliamentary  Elections  (Corrupt  and  Illegal 

Practices],  1143 
Persecution  of  the  Jews  in  Russia,  Res.  64, 

67,  69 ; 

ATTORmsY  General,  The  (Sir  H.  James) 
Taunton 

Bills  of  Sale  Act  (1878)  Amendment,  Comm. 
1114;  cl  6,  1 116. 1 1 17, 1120  ;  W.  8,  Amendt. 
1224, 1225  ;  el.  10, 1401,  1106  ;  el  11,  1410, 
1411 ;  add,  el.  Amendt.  1414 

British  North  Borneo  Company  (Charter),  Res. 
1175 

Corrupt  Practices  at  Elections  Act — Boston 
Bribery  Commission  —  Scheduled  Magis- 
trates, 1001 

Criminal  Law  Amendment,  2R.  423 

Judicature  Act — Vacations  of  the  Supreme 
Court  of  Judicature,  377 

Law  and  Justice — The  Four  AsaizQS,  588 

Xjmt  and  Juetice — Dormant  FAindi  in  Chan- 
cery, Res.  631 

Pariutmentary  Elections  (Corrupt  and  Illegal 
Practices),  30,1143,  1280 


\ 


Attornbt  Gbnbbai.,  The— Mm<. 

Parliamentary  Oath~Mr.  Bradlaugh,  Res.  210 
Parliamentary  Representation — Vacant  Seats, 

882 
Supply,  Report,  314 

Augmentation  of  Benefices  Act  Amend- 
ment Bill  [H.L.] 
c.  Read  !<»•  (ifr.  Attorney  General)  Mar  17 

[Bill  106] 

Austria  and  Turkey — The  Herzegovina — 
Turkish  Troops  at  Novi  Bazar 
Question,  Mr.  Buchanan';  Answer,  Sir  Charles 
W.  Dilke  Mar  13,  738 

Auitro-Eungary — Arrest  of  Mr.  Evans 

Questions,  Mr  Bryce,  Mr.  Arthur  O'Connor  ; 
Answers,  Sir  Charles  W.  Dilke  Mar  9,  466 

Atlmer,  Captain  J.  E.  F.,  Maidstone 
Army  Estimates — Land  Forces  at   Home  and 

Abroad  (ExclusiTC  of  India),    Motion   for 

reporting  Progress,  862,  866 
Bills  of  Sale  Act  (1878)  Amendment,  Comm. 

Motion  for  reporting  Progress,  1113  ;  el.  6, 

1119 
Boiler  Explosions,  Comm.  add,  el.  Motion  for 

reporting  Progress,  160,  161,  561,  565,  570  ; 

Schedule,  Amendt.  571,  573,  574,  575 
Crown  Rents  (Ireland),  186 
Parliament,  Ilouses  of— Meeting  of  the  Reform 

Club,  1817 
Supply — Civil  Contingencies  Fund  of  Certain 
Miscellaneous  Advances,  134 
Miscellaneous  Expenses,  130 

Balfoub,  Lord 

Parliamentary  Declaration,  2R.  1635 

Balfottb,    Bight    Hon.    J.    B.    (Lord 
Advocate  for  Scotland),  Clackmannan, 

High  Court  of  Justice  (England)— Domiciled 
Scotchmen,  9 

Inland  Revenue  Department— Unlicensed  Deal- 
ing in  Plate.  878 

Judgments  (Inferior  Courts),  2R.  945 

Balfoub,  General  Sir  G.,  JSTineardine- 

shire 
Arklow  Harbour,  184 

Balfoub,  Mr.  A.  J.,  Hertford 

British  North  Borneo  Company  (Charter),  Res. 

1214,  1217 
Religious  Dissensions  (Gibraltar)— Dr.  Canilla, 

1817 
Supply — Civil  Services  and  Revenue  Depart- 
ments, 1926 

Bankruptcy  Bill 
(Question,  Mr.  H.  S.  Northcote;  Anawtr^  Ms« 
ChamV»tVii\Ti  Mav  \^,\^V\ 
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Barclay,  Mr.  J.  W.,  Forfarshire 
Boiler  Explosions,  Gomm.  Sohedale,  573 
Law  of  Distraint— The  Distress   Amendment 
Bill,  28 

Babne,  Colonel  F.  St.  J.  N.,  Suffolk,  E. 
Army— Dress  of  the  Armj,  781 

Babban,  Mr.  J.y  Leedi 

Billi  of  Sale  Act  (1878)  Amendment,  Comm. 
e{.  6,  1116;  el.  10,  1405 

Babby,  Mr.  J.,   Wexford  Co, 

Ireland— Poor    Fjiw  —  Newrj    Union  —  Mr. 

Thompson  Cooke,  10 
Protection  of  Person  and  Property  (Ireland) 
Act,  1881 — Arrests  under  the  Act,  25 
Mr.  M.  J.  Kelly,  10 
Sapply — Civil  SerTices  and  ReTcnue  Depart- 
ments, 1948 

Babttelot,  Oolonel  SirW.B.,  /S^ww^,  W, 

Army— Report  of  the   Inspector  General  for 

Recruiting,  561 
Army  Estimates— Land  Forces  at  Home  and 

Abroad  (Exclusive  of  India),  850 
Bills  of  Sale  Act  (1878)  Amendment,  Comm. 

cl  6,  1115. 1119 
Boiler  Explosions,  Comm.  add,  el.  565 
Inland    Revenue — Income   Tax   (Ireland)  — 

Schedule  A.,  450 
Ireland,  State  of — Attempted  Murder  of  Mr. 
Carter,  1299 
Reported  Outrages,  1300 
Parliament — Business  of  the  House,  1029 

Public  Business,  754,  755 
Protection  of  Person  and  Property  (Ireland) 

Act,  1881 — Attempted  Murder  of  Mr.  Carter, 

1147 
Supply— Post  Office  Telegraph  Service,  148 

Bath,  Marquess  of 

Parliament — Business  of  the  House,  Res.  1790 

Bbaoh,  Eight  Hon.  Sir  M.  E.  Hioks- 
Oloucestershtref  E, 
Africa  (South)— Basutoland  and  the  Transvaal, 
623 
Transvaal  Government  and  Montsioa,  991 ; 
—Reported  Defeat  of  the  Boers,  627 
Parliament — Business  of  the  House  (Putting 

the  Question),  Res.  1736,  1743,  1753 
Supply— Zulu,  Ac.  Wars,  1238,  1242 

Beotive,  Earl  of,   Westmoreland 
Tunis— The  Enfida  Estate,  464 

Bellingham,  Mr.  A.  H.,  Louth 

Ireland,  State  of— Arrests,  1002 
Law  and  Police— The  Social  Democratic  Clob. 
1137 

BiDDELL,  Mr.  W.,  Suffolk,  W. 

British  Trade  (Foreign  Tariffii),  Res.  1916 


BiooAB,  Mr.  J.  G-.,  Cavan  Co. 

Gibraltar — Appointment  of  Governor,  1662 
Ireland — Miscellaneous  Questions 

Irish  Railways,  Acquisition  and  Control  of, 

655 
Law  and  Police — Illegal  Use  of  Firearms, 

987 
National  Education — Model  Schools,  731 
Ireland— Protection  of  Person  and  Property 
Act,  1881 — Miscellaneous  Questions 
Barrett,  Mr.  N.  J.,  593 
Kennedy,  Mr..  1658 
MsMorrow,  John,  889,  1138 
Murray,  Mr.  J.  M.,  732 
Outdoor  Relief  to  Families    of   Persons 

Arrested  under  the  Act,  1435 
Rorke,  Mr.  J.,  Arrest  of,  600,  620,  621 
Treatment  of  Prisoners  under  the  Act,  801, 
804,  805,  1433 
Ireland,  State  of— Misoellaneous  Questions 
Leitrim  County,  1137 
Lord    Gormanston's  Estate,  Co.  Meath— 

Setting  Fire  to  Houses,  1270 
Visit  of  the  Chief  Secretary  to  Tnllamore, 
1065 
Ireland— Major  Bond,  Stipendiary  Magistrate, 

Res.  1049 
Land   Law  (Ireland)  Act  (1881)  Amendment 

(No.  3),  2R.  976 
Parliamentary  Reform,  Res.  1530 
Supply— Civil  Services  and  Revenue  Depart- 
ments, 1948, 1957 
County    Court    Officers,    Magistrates    in 

Ireland,  Ac.  1232,  1236,  1237 
Irish  Land  Commission,  122 
Report,  Motion  for  Adjournment,  307,  700 
University  Education  (Ireland),  2R.  1620 


Bills  of  Exchange  Bill 

{Sir  John  Zubboek,    Mr,  Cohen,  Mr,  ZewtM  Fry, 

Sir  Harding^  Qiffard,  Mr,  Monk) 

e.  Select    Committee    nominated ;    List  of   the 
Committee  Mar  8,  441 
Other  names  added  Mcar  24 

Bills  of  Sale  Act  (1878)  Amendment  Bill 

{Mr,  Monk,  Mr,  Sety'eant  Simon) 

€,  Read  2^  after  debate  Mar  8,  393        [Bill  8] 
Committee  * — b.p.  Mar  13 
Committee— B.P.  Mar  16,  1113 
Committee ;  Report  Mar  20,  1398 

Blennerhassett,  Sir  R.,  Kerry 

Irish  Railways,   Acquisition  and   Control  of, 

635 
Parliamentary   Reform,   Res.   Amendt.    1475, 

1519 

Board  of  TVade 
Lighthouse  System  of  the  United  Kingdom — 
Method  of  Advertising  for  Refuirtments, 
Question,  Mr.  Sexton ;  Answer,  Mr.  Cham- 
berlain Mar  21, 1440 
n^e  Trinity  Bouse —  Telegraphic  Commmttiea-' 
tion  between  lAghthouses  and  the  Shore, 
Question,  Mr.  Akert-Donglas ;  Auwer,  Mr. 
Chamberlain  Mar  20, 1290 
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Board  of  Trade— eout. 

Tests  for  Sighi  and  CoUmr-Blindness  in  iS«i- 
men  and  Railway  Ofieials,  Qaeition,  Mr. 
Gibson  ;  Ansirer,  Mr.  Chamberlain  Mar  28, 
1668 
[See  title  Mercantile  MaTine\ 

Boiler  Explosions  Bill       {Mr.  Mason,  Mr, 

Burt,  Mr,  Henry  Lee,  Mr,  Broadhurst) 

c,  Comraittee~B.p.  Mar  3,  159  [Bill  4] 

Committee  ;  Report  Mar  9,  561 
Considered  •  Mar  10  [Bill  100] 

B0RLA8E,  Mr.  W.  C,  Cornwall,  E, 
Parliament — Business  of  the  House  (Putting 
the  Question),  Res.  1343 

BouBKE,  Eight  Hon.  B.,  Lynn  Regis 
Egypt,  Affairs  of— The  Papers,  1660 
Land  Law  (Ireland)  Act,  I881--The  AstisUnt 

Commissioners,  27 
Persecution  of  the  Jews  in  Russia,  Res.  69 

Bbaboukne,  Lord 

Endowed  Schools  Act,  1860,  and  Amending 
Acts,  Motion  for  an  Address,  1126,  1134 

Beand,  Eight  Hon.  Sir  H.  B.  W., 
{see  Speakbb,  The) 

Brassby,   Sir  T.   (Civil    Lord  of    the 
Admiralty),  Uastings 
Na?7 — Greenwich  Hospital  School — Report  of 
the  Committee,  1668 
NaTal  Artillery  Volunteers,  1006 

Brazil — Emancipation  of  Slaves 

Question,  Mr.  i3illw7n  ;  Answer,  Sir  Charles 
W.  Dilke  Mar  14,  877 

Briggs,  Mr.  W.  E.,  Blackburn 

Accrington  Extension  and  Improvement,  2R. 
344 

Bright,  Eight  Hon.  J.  (Ohancellor  of 
the  Duchy  of  Lancaster),  Birming- 
ham 

II.R.II.  Prince  Leopold,  Duke  of  Albany, 
Marriage  of— Message  from  the  Queen, 
Comm.  1683 

Parliamentary  Reform,  Res.  1482 

British  North  Borneo  Company  {Charter) 
Observations,  Lord  Lamington  ;   Reply,  Earl 

Granville;  debate  thereon  Mar  13,  708 
Amende,  on  Committee  of  Supply  Mar  17,  To 
leave  out  from  "  That,"  and  add  **  an  humble 
Address  be  presented  to  Her  Majesty,  pray- 
ing that  Her  Majesty  will  be  graciously 
pleased  to  revoke  or  alter  so  much  of  the 
Charter  as  gives  an  implied  sanction  to  the 
maintenance  of  slavery  under  the  protection 
ot  the  British  flag''  (ifr.  Oorst)  v.,  1148  : 
Question  proposed,  "  That  the  words,  &o. ; " 
after  long  debate,  Question  put,  A.  125, 
N.62;  M.  68(D.  L.  61) 


British  Trade  (^Foreign  Tariffs) 
Amendt.  on  Committee  of  Supply  Mar  24,  To 
leave  out  from  "  That,"  and  add  "  a  Select 
Committee  be  appointed  to  inquire  into  the 
effects  which  the  Tariffs  in  force  in  Foreign 
Countries  have  upon  the  principal  branches 
of  British  Trade  and  Commerce,  and  into 
the  possibility  of  removing,  by  Legislation 
or  otherwise,  any  impediment  to  the  fuller 
development  of  the  manufacturing  and  com- 
mercial industry  of  the  United  Kingdom" 
{Mr,  Ritchie)  v.,  1823 ;  Question  proposed, 
"  That  the  words,  Ac.  ;*'  after  long  debate, 
Question  put,  A.  140,  N.  89  ;  M.  61  (D.  L. 
60)  [See  title  Trade  and  Commerce^ 


Bboadhubst,  Mr.  H.,  Stoke-on-Trent 
Boiler  Explosions,  Comm.  add,cl,  160,  564 
British  Trade  (Foreign  Tariffs),  Res.  1884 
Criminal  Law  Amendment,  2R.  434 
H.R.H.    Prince    Leopold,    Duke  of  Albany, 
Marriage    of— Message    from    the    Queen, 
Comm.  1687 
Navy — Fitters  in   Her  Majesty's  Dockyards, 

Res.  898,  914 
Supply — Civil  Contingencies  Fund  of  certain 
Miscellaneous  Advances,  Amendt.  134 
Miscellaneous  Expenses,  132 


Bbuoe,  Sir  n.  H.,  Coleraine 
Irish  Land  Commission — Retdm  of  Judgments, 
1B8,  189 


Bbyoe,  Mr.  J.,  Tower  Hamlets 

Austro*Hungary — Arrest  of  Mr.  Evans,  466 
Central  Northumberland  Railway,  2R.  349 
Education   Department — Science  and  Art  in 

East  London,  180 
Parliament — Business  of  the  House  (Putting 

the  Question),  Res.  1870 
Regent's  Canal,  City,  and  Docks  Railway,  2R. 

372,  373 
Swansea,  Oystermouth,  and  Mumbles  Railway, 

2R.  1428 
University   Education    (Ireland),    2R.    1590, 

1598 

Buchanan,  Mr.  T.  JR.,  Edinburgh 
Austria    and  Turkey — Herzegovina — Turkish 

Troops  at  Novi  Bazar,  738 
Parliamentary  Reform,  Res.  1494 
Servia,   Kingdom    of — Recognition    of    King 

Milan,  589 


BuLWEB,  Mr.  J.  B.,  Cambridgeshire 
Bills  of  Sale  Act  (1878)  Amendment,  Comm. 

el.  8,  1121,1123 
Criminal  Law  Amendment,  2R.  438 

BuBGHLEY,  Lord,  Northamptonshire^  N. 
Army — Militia  Sergeants,  451 

Bnrglary  Bill  {Mr.  Thomas  Collins,  Mr, 

liinde  Falmer,  Mr,  Fagit) 
c.  Ordered  ;  read  l"  •  Mmlx  1%  V^'^NSJsKV 
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BuET,  Mr.  T.,  Morpeth 

Coal  Minei— The  Luiuley  Colliery   Acoidetit, 

898 
ParliaroenUrjr  Reform,  Res.  1504 

BuBY,  Viscount 

England  and   Franoe->The   Channel    Tunnel 
Scbeme,  1265,  1267,  1269,  1270 

Bxrrr,  Mr.  0.  P.,  Southampton 

Land  Law  (Ireland) — Operation  of  the  Act, 
Res.  Motion  for  Adjournment,  2S2,  470 

Buxton,  Mr.  F.  W.,  Andover 

Inland  Rerenue — The  ELailwaj  Passenger  Duty, 

751 
Parish  Churches,  2R.  1556 
Railways  (7  &  8  Vict.  c.  85)— Artisans'  Trains, 

1807 

Bybne,  Mr.  G.  M.,   Wexford  Co, 

Ireland — Protection   of   Person  and  Property 

Act,   1881 — Treatment  of  Prisoners  under 

the  Act,  804 
Ireland,  State  of — Constabulary  and  the  Ennis- 

corthy  Dramatic  Association,  994 
Supply,  Report,  705 

Oaine,  Mr.  W.  S.,  Searhorough 

Jjhw  and   Police— Disorders  at  Basingstoke, 
1016,  1017 
Salvation  Army,  980,  991 
Navy — Gunpowder  Hulks  in  the  Mersey,  1659 
Parliament— Business  of  the  House,  1029 
Protection  of  Person  and  Property   (Ireland) 
Act,  1881 — Treatment  of   Prisoners  under 
the  Act,  705 

OiiiRNS,  Earl 

Conveyancing,  Comm.  870 
Married  Women's  Property,  2R.  317 


Oallan,  Mr.  P.,  Louth 

Ireland  —  Irish    Railways,    Acquisition    and 
Control  of,  655 
Union  Officers'  Superannuation,  186 
Ireland — Protection  of  Person  and  Property 
(Ireland)  Act,  1831 — Miscellaneous  Ques- 
tions 
Rorke,  Mr.  J.,  Arrest  of,  605,  617,  618 
Treatment  of  Prisoners  under  the  Act,  813 
Wiirrauts  against  Members  of  this  House, 
18 
Ireland,  State  of— Police  Protection  for"Care- 
talier8,"681 
Visit  of  the  Chief  Secretary  to  Tullamore. 
999 
Ireland— Major  Bond,  Stipendiary  Magistrate, 

Res.  1030,  1036,  1047 
Judgments  (Inferior  Courts),  2R.  Amendt.  948 
Parliament — Order— Parliamentary  Oath,  440 
Parliament — Business  of  the  House  (Putting 

the  Question),  Res.  1766 
Parliamentary  Oath— Mr.  Bradlaugh,  Res.  223 
Supply— County  Court  Officers,  Magistrates  in 
Ireland,  Ao.  685 
Irish  Land  Commission,  80,  119,  122 
Report,  287,  209,  301,  693,  695 


Oameron,  Dr.  0.,  Glasgow 
British  North  Borneo  Company  (Charter),  Rh« 

1205 
General  Police  and  Improvement  (Scotland), 

Comm.  c/.  1,  1416 
Inland  Revenue  Department— Unlioensed  Deal« 

ing  in  Plate,  878,  879,  1284 
Law    and    Justice    (Scotland) — Sentences  of 

Penal  Servitude  on  Children,  11 
Spain — Imprisonment  of  Mr.  J.  C.  Young,  584 

Oahfbbll,  Sir  G.,  Kirkealdy,  Sfe. 

Africa  (South)  —  Natal — Native  Population, 
1298 
Self-Govemment,  1136 
Army  (India)— Military  Drafts.  585 
British  North  Borneo  Company  (Charter),  Ret. 

1196 
Coolies  (Indian)  at  La  R6union,  452 
Sgypt  (International  Tribunals),  Res.  763 
India — New  Inland  Emigrration— Labourers  in 

the  Tea  Districts,  1668 
Mercantile  Marine— The  Pilgrim  Ship  "  Jed- 

dah,"  454 
Parliament — Public  Business,  760 
Persecution  of  the  Jews  in  Russia,  Res.  82 
Supply — Irish  Land  Commission,  99 

Oampebdown,  Earl  of 

Parliament — Business  of  the  House,  Res.  1784, 
1794 

Oaittehbubt,  Archbishop  of 

Universities  of  Oxford  and  Cambridge  Act, 
1877— The  Statutes,  Motion  for  a  Paper, 
168 

Cabbutt,  Mr.  E.  H.,  Monmouth,  Sfc. 
Navy— Transport  of  Troops  fromNaUl,  1298, 

1209 
Navy — Fitters  in   Her   Majesty's  Dockyards, 

Res.914 

Oabington,  Colonel  Hon.   W.    H.    P., 
Wyeomhe 
Parliament — Business  of  the  House  (Potting 
the  Question),  Res.  1349 

Oarlingford,  Lord  (Lord  Privy  Seal) 

Fairs  (Ireland),  4 

Irish  Land  Commission,  726,  727 

Carnarvon.  Earl  of 

Atrica  (South)— Basutoland,  706,  708 

Transvaal,  577  ;— Boers,  1621 
British  North  Borneo  Company  (Charter),  718 
England  and    France— The    Channel    Tannel 
Scheme,  1269 

Cartwrioht,  Mr.  W.  C,   Oxfordshire 
British  Trade  (Foreign  Tariffs),  Res.  1844 

Cavendish,  Lord  F.  C.  (Seoretary 
to  the  Treasury),  Yorkshire,  TT.B., 
N,  Div, 

Arklow  Harbour,  2R.  1769,  1770;  Nomioji. 
tion  of  Select  Coramitted909 
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Oatbrdiih,  Lord  F.  O.^^cnt. 

Cuitoros — Mieeellaneovw  QaMtions 
Coffee  and  Ohicory,  179 
Malt  Coffee,  Seiiare  of,  1206 
New  Warehousiug  Scheme,  177,  378,  634, 
1282 
Friendly  Socteiiei — Report  of  the  Registrar 

General,  1880.  185 
Friendly  Societies  Act,  1875,  382 
Hij^h  Coart  of  Justice — Obanoery  Diyision— 

Dormant  Funds,  1 139 
Inland   Ki'venue  —  Income    Tax   (Ireland)^ 
Schedule  A,  459 
Unlicensed  Dealing  in  Plate,  1285 
Ireland — Misoellaneoos  Questions 
Crown  RenU,  186 
Irish  Land  Commission,  1814 
Land  Law  (Ireland)  Act,  1881 — Lease  Duty 

on  Agreements,  181 
Landlord  and  Tenant — Case  of  J.  UaliormD, 

Pallas,  Co.  Kerry,  998 
Museum  of  Science  and  Art,  Dublin,  The 
New,  1140 
Law    and    Justice    (Scotland) — Sasine  Oflloe 

Clerks,  1814 
Parliament — Business  of  the  House,  1147 
Public  Business  —  Committee  on   Puhlio 
Accounts  and   Sessional  Committee  on 
Printing,  1010 
Science  and  Art— Transit  of  Venus,  1288 
Supply — Civil  Contingencies  Fond  of  certain 
Miscellaneous  Adyanoes,  133,  135,  137 
Civil  Services  and  ReTonue  Departments, 

1929,  1938,  1940,  1944,  1954 
Grants  for  Civil  Services  (Eicesses),  1246, 

1247,  1253 
Irish  Land  Commission,  74,  75,  76,  80,  90, 

92,  100,  103,  109 
Miscellaneous  Expenses,  130,  132 
Queen's  University,  Ireland,  125,  126 
Report.  Amendt.  286,  287,  288.  289,  695 
Zulu,  Ao.  Wars,  1238,  1241, 1242 

Cecil,  Lord  E.  H.  B.  G.,  Essex,   JT. 

Army  Estimates — Land  Forces  at  Home  and 
Abroad  (Exclusive  of  India),  849,  851,  855, 
656,  866 

Navy— Armaments— The  New  Six-inch  Gun, 
182 


Central  Northumberland  Railway  Bill  {hy 

Order) 
c.  Head  2»,  after  short  debate  Mwr  7,  349 

Chamberlain,  Right  Hon.  J.  (Presi- 
dent of  the  Board  of  Trade),  Bir- 
mingham 

Bankruptcy,  1017 

Bills  of  Sale  Act  (1878;  Amendment,  2R.  399 

Board  of  Trade—  Tests  for  Sight  and  Colour- 

Blindness  in  Seamen  and  Railway  OflScials, 

1068 
Boiler  Explosions,  Comm.  add,  el.  159,  160, 

161,  162,  569 ;  Schedule,  570,  571,  572,  573, 

675,  576 
British  Trade  (Foreign   Tariffs),   Res.   1833, 

1858,  1882,  1884,  1»00, 1898 
Land  Law  (Ireland)— Operation  of  the  Aet, 

Kei.  284 


Chambbrulin,  Right  Hon.  J. — ewL 

Lighthoase  System  of  the  United  Kingdom-— 

Method  of  Advertising  for  Requirement!, 

1440 
Mercantile     Marine  —  The     Pilgrim     Ship 

•'  Jeddah,"  454 
North  Eastern  Railway  (Additional  Powers), 

2R.357 
Parliament— Business  of  the  House  (Putting 

the  Question),  Res,  1313 
Parliament-^  Pri?ate  Bills — Sale  of  Canals  to 

Railway  Companies,  1026 
Railways  (7  A  8  Vict.  o.  85)— Artizana'  Trains, 

1807 
Regent's  Canal,  City,  and  Docks  Railway,  2R. 

370 
Supply — Grants  for  Ciril  Servioet  (Excesses), 

1244 
Trade  and  Commerce — The  French  Treaty, 

1082 
Trinity   House — Telegraphic    Communication 

between  Lighthouses  and  the  Shore,  1200 


IcQnt, 


\ 


Chambers,  Sir  T.,  MaryUhone 

Regent's  Canal,  City,  and  Docks  Railway,  2R. 
365 

Ohanoellob   of   the   Exchequer — See 
Gladstone,  Bight  Hon.  W.  E. 

Ohanoellor,  The  Lord  (Lord  Selborxb) 

Claims  of  Peerage,  die.  Motion  for  a  Paper, 

730 
Married  Women's  Property,  2R.  316 
Parliament — Business    of    the    House,    Res. 

1791,  1794 
Parliamentary  Elections  (Corrupt  and  Illegal 

Practices) — Reported  Magistrates— Macclet* 

field — Case  of  Captain  Pearson,  875 

Chaplin,  Mr.  H.,  L%neolnshir$t  Mid 
Land   Law  (Ireland) — Operation  of  the  Act, 

Res.  284,  510 
Parliament — Business  of  the  House,  1026 
Parliamentary    Oath— Mr.    Bradiaugh,    Res. 

204 

Charity  Commission — Lord  CreweU  Cha^ 

rxties 
Question,  Mr.  W.   H.  James ;    Answer,  Sir 
William  Haroourt  Mar  20, 1271 
[See  title  Endowed  Schools} 

Ghilders,  Bight  Hon.  H.  0.  E.  (Secre- 
tary of  State  for  War),  Pontefraot 

Army — Miscellaneous  Questions 
Army  Medical  Service,  1009 
Army  Veterinary  Department,  1005 
Colonels  of  Artillery  and  Bngineers,  1816 
Dress  of  the  Army,  784 
Indiar-  MiliUry  Drafts,  585 
Michael  Flynn,  Case  of,  1283 
Military  Tactics— Field  Exeroises,  739 
Militia  Officers,  180 
Militia  Sergeants,  451 
"  Purchase  Colonels,"  747 
Report  of  the  Committee  on  Rifle  Praoiloe^ 


OHI 


OOL 


Childibs,  Right  Hon.  H.  0.  E.^-cont. 

Report  of  the  Inspector  General  for  Re- 

oraiting,  469,561,625 
Royal  Hibernian  Militarj  School,  Dublin, 
092 
Army  —  Auxiliary   Forces  —  Artillery  Volun- 
teers— The  Permanent  Staff,  1649 
Retirement  of  Volunteer  Offloers,  1815 
Army  Organization — Compulsory  Retirement 
of  Purchase  Captains,  1008 
Militia  Officers  (Uniforms),  880 
Army    Estimates — Departmental    Statement, 
827 

Land  Forces  at  Home  and  Abroad  (Exclu- 
sive of  India),  848,  840,  851.  858.  860 
Gibraltar — Appointment  of  GoTernor,  1662 
Ireland,  State  of — Alleged  Outrage  by  Soldiers, 

1272 
Navy — Armaments — The  New  Six-inch   Gun, 

182 
Navy  Estimates- Men  and  Boys,  1110,  1111 
Parliament — Public  Business,  758,  754 

Chili — Murd$r  of  Dr.  Maclean 
Question,  Mr.  Fraser- Mackintosh  ;    Answer, 
Sir  Charles  W.  DUke  Mar  6,  174 

China — Domestic  Slavery  at  Hong  Kong 
—The  Papers 
Question,   Mr.   A.   M' Arthur ;    Answer,    Mr. 
Courtney  Mar  9,  466 

City  of  London — The  Livery  Companies 
and  Technical  Education 
Question,  Mr.   B.   Samuelson ;   Answer,   Sir 
Sydney  Waterlow  Mar  7,  383 

Olabkb,  Mr.  E.  Q.,  Plymouth 
Criminal  Law  Amendment,  2R.  437 

Clinton,  Lord 

Endowed   Schools  Act,  1869,  and  Amending 
Acts,  Motion  for  an  Address,  1130 

Coal  Mines  Regulation  Act — The  Lumley 
Colliery  Accident 
Question,  Mr.   Burt;    Answer,   Sir    William 
Harcourt  Mar  14,  898 

OoDDiNGTON,  Mr.  W.,  Blockhum 
India  Office -Shipping  Business,  1293 

Cohen,  Mr.  A.,  Southwark 

Persecution  of  the  Jews  in  Russia,  Res.  57 

Coleridge,  Lord 

Conveyancing,  Comm.  870 

Collins,  Mr.  E.,  Kinsale 
Persecution  of  the  Jews  in  Russia,  Res.  69 

Collins,  Mr.  T.,  Knareshorough 
Accrington  Extension  and  ImproTement,  2R. 

839,  347 
Corrupt  Practices  at  Elections  Act— Boston 

Bribery    Commission  —  Scheduled    Magis- 

iviiies,  1001 

\00lli« 
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107. 

CoLLors,  Mr.  T. — cotU. 

Criminal  Law  Amendment,  9R.  439 
Parliament — Miscellaneous  Questions 

Parliamentary     Representation  —  Vacant 

Seats,  882 
Privilege —New  Writ  for  Northampton^ 

Mr.  Bradlaugh,  1822,  1828 
Public  Business,  501 
Parliamentary  Reform,  Res.  1529 
Supply— Civil  Senrices  and  Re?enoe  Depart* 

ments,  1928 
University  Education  (Ireland),  3R.  1594 


CoLTHUBST,  Col.  D.  La  Zouche,  Cork  Co. 
Ireland — Protection  of  Person  and  Property 

Act,  1881— Rorke,  Mr.  J.,  Arreit  of,  615 
Lrish   Railways,  Acquisition  and   Control  of, 

650 
Unifersity  Education  (Ireland),  2R.  1587 

CoLYiLLB  of  CiTL&oss,  Lord 

Railways  (Continnona  Brakes),  2R.  1257 

CoMMiNS,  Dr.  A.,  Roscommon 

Protection  of  Person  and  Property  (Ireland) 
Act,  1881 — Miscellaneous  Quettiona 
Arrests  under  the  Act,  175 
Charge  of  Posting  up  a  Notice,  586 
Rorke,  Mr.  J.,  Arrest  of,  612,  613 
Supply,  Report,  298,  312 

(Jonsolidated  Fund  (No.  1)  Bill 

{Mr.  Flayfair,  Lord  Frederick   Cavendith,  Mr. 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer) 

c.  Committee  *  ;  Report  Mar  8 

Read  3'' •  ifor  6 
I.  Read  1**  (Lord  Thurlow)  Mar  7 

Read  2»*;  Committee  negati?ed  Mar  9 

Read  3*  *3far  10 

Royal  Assent  Mar  13  [45  Via.  o.  1] 

Consolidated  Fund  (No.  2)  Bill 

{Mr,  Flay  fairy  Mr.  Chancellor  of  the  Bxohequer, 

Lord  Frederick  Cavendish) 
c.  Resolutions  in  Committee*  Mar  17 

Resolutions  reported,  and  agreed  to ;  Bill  or- 
dered ;  read  1^^  Mar  20 
Read  2«  •  Mar  21 
Committee  *  ;  Report  Mar  23 
Read  3^*  Ifar  24 
/.  Read  1*«  {Earl  Oranville)  Mar  24 

Contagious  Diseases  {Animals)  Acts 
Foot^nd'Mouth   Disease,    Qneation,    Colonel 

Walrond ;  Answer,  Mr.  Mnndella  Mar  17. 

1141 
Slauqhter  of  Foreign  Cattle  at  Crewe — Intended 

AocUtoirs,  Question,  Mr.  Henry  Tollemaehe  ; 

Answer,  Mr.  Mundella  ifer  24,  1816 

Conveyancing  Bill  [h.l.] 

(  The  Earl  Cairns) 
I.  Read  2^^  Marl  (No.  20) 

Committee;  Report,aftershortdehate ifor  14. 
870 
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Coolie  {Indian)  Labour  in  Queensland 
Question,  Mr.  Cropper  ;  Answer,  Mr.  Ooariney 
Mar  17, 1141 

Coolies  (Indian)  at  La  Riunion 
Questions,  Sir  George  Campbell ;  Answers,  Sir 
Chnrles  W.  Dilke,  The  Marquess  of  Hart- 
ington  Mar  9,  452 

Corbet,  Mr.  W.  J.,  Wieklow  Co. 

Army  ~  Royal    Hibernian    Military    School, 

Dublin,  993 
Ireland  ^MisoellaneouB  Questions 
Lunatic  Asylums,  179 
Post  Offlce->Con tracts  for  Clothing,  883 
Protection   of   Person  and   Property  Act, 

1881— Mr.  G.  O'Toole,  988 
Queen's  Colleges  and  the  Royal  University, 

784 
Royal  Irish  Constabulary— Promotion,  1485 
Supply,  Report,  808 
Unifcrsity  Education,  3R.  1560 


CoRRY,  Mr.  J.  P.,  Belfast 
Customs — New  Warehousing  Scheme,  878 
Municipal  Franchise  (Ireland),  2R.  921 
Unirersity  Education  (Ireland),  3R.  1619 


Connly  CoortB  (Lreland)  BiU      [BiU  18] 

{Mr.  Findlater,  Mr,  Oivan,  Mr.  Fatriek  Smyth, 

Mr.  Thomas  Diehton) 

tf.  Mored,  «*  That  the  BiU  be  now  read  3«" 
Mar  15,  988  ;  Moved,  "  That  the  Debate  be 
now  adjourned  "  {Mr,  Oxbson) ;  after  short 
debate.  Question  put,  and  agreed  to  ;  Debate 
adjourned 


OouRTNBY,  Mr.  L.  H.  (Under  Secretaiy 
of  State  for  the  Oolonies),  Liskeard 

Africa  (South)— Basutoland,  590,  628,  748, 

818,  819,  888 
Africa  (South) — Natal — Miscellaneous    Ques- 
tions 
Indabezimbi,  591 
Native  Population,  1293 
Self-Govemment,  1187 
Africa   (South)  —  Transvaal  —  Miscellaneous 
Questions,  762,  768 
Reported  Defeat  of  the  Boers,  627 
Transvaal  Convention,  1289 
Transvaal  Government  and  Montsioa,  993 
China— Domestic  Slavery  at  Hong    Kong — 

Papers,  466 
Coolie  (Indian)  Labour  in  Queensland,  1141 
New  Zealand — Destruction  of  Growing  Crops 

of  the  Maories  by  the  Police,  1440 
Religious  Dissensions  (Gibraltar) — Dr.  Canilla, 
80,  188,  461,  665,  666,  768,  825,  826,  885, 
1146,1648,1817 
Supply— Transvaal  and  Zululand,  128,  129 


Courts  of  Justice y  The  New 
Question,  Sir  R.  Assheton  Gross  ;  Answer,  Mr. 
Shaw  Lefevre  Mar  6, 181 


\ 


OowEN,  Mr.  J.,  Newoastle-on-Tyne 
High  Court  of  Justice  (England) — ^Domiciled 

Scotchmen,  9 
Parliament — Public  Business,  755 
Protection  of  Person  and  Property  (Ireland) 
Act,  1881 — Letters  to  Persons  Arrested 
under  the  Act,  1288 
Treatment  of  Persons  Arrested  under  the 
Act,  895 
Supply — Irish  Land  Commission,  74 

Ohaio,  Mr.  W.  Y.,  Staffordshire y  N. 
Boiler  Explosions,  Comm.  add,  el,  560 

Criminal  Law 

MlSOILLANKOUS    QuiSTIONS 

Aggravated  AssauUe — Puniehmeni  of  Flogging 
— Legulation,  Question,  Baron  Henry  De 
Worms;  Answer,  Sir  William  Haroourt 
Mar  9,  451;  Question,  Mr.  Macfarlane; 
Answer,  Sir  William  EUroourt  Mar  18,  746 

Clothing  of  Discharged  Prisoners,  Questio  n 
Sir  Baldwyn  Leighton ;  Answer,  Sir  William 
Harcourt  Mar  18,  749 

Inadequate  Sentences,  Question,  Mr.  Mac&r- 
lane ;  Answer,  Sir  William  Haroourt  Mar  8, 
28 

Suspected  Poisoning,  Question,  Mr.  St.  Aubyn ; 
Answer,  Sir  William  Haroourt  Mar  17, 
1141 

Venue  in  Criminal  dues.  Question,  Sir  Wil- 
liam Hart  Dyke;  Answer,  Sir  William 
Harcourt  Mar  16,  994 

Criminal  Law  Amendment  Bill 

{Mr,  Sqpwood,  Mr.  Charles  Ruesell,  Mr.  Meldon, 

Son.  Arthur  Elliot,  Mr,  Arnold,  Mr.  Broad' 

hurst) 

c.  Read  2^,  after  short  debate  Mar  8,  402 

[Bill  15] 

Criminal  Procedure  Bill 

{Mr,  Oorst,  Mr,  Arthur  Ba(four) 
c.  Read  2<'  •  Mar  8  [BUI  48J 

Obofper,  Mr.  J.,  Kendal 
Bills  of  Sale  Act  (1878)  Amendment,  2R.  399 
British  North  Borneo  Company  (Charter),  Res. 

1182 
Coolie  (Indian)  Labour  in  Queensland,  1141 
Criminal  Law  Amendment,  2R.  417 
Egypt  (International  Tribunals),  Res.  770 
Friendly  Societies  Act,  1875,  882 
Irish   Railways,  Acquisition  and  Control  of, 

649 

Oboss,  Eight  Hon.  Sir  B.  A.,  Lanea- 

shire,  S,  W. 
Aocrington  Extension  and  Improyement,  2R. 

887,  889,  849 
Alkali  Act,  1881, 185 
Courts  of  Justice,  The  New,  181 
Criminal  Law  Amendment,  2R.  418 
H.R.H.    Prince    Leopold,  Duke   of   Albany, 

Marriage    of — Message    from    the    Queen, 

1443 
Ireland,  State  of— Police  Protection.  €c^t  **  Qvtv- 
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Obom,  Bight  Hon.  R.  A. — cant. 

Land  I  aw  (Ireland)— Operation  of  the  Act» 

Res.  283,  285,  286 
Parliament — Public  Business,  884 
Parliament  ^Business  of  the  House  (Potting 

the  Question),  Res.  1360, 1756 
Parliamentary    Oath — Mr.    Bradlaugb,    Res. 

200 
Parliamentary  Reform,  Res.  1532 
Supply — Civil  Serriees  and  Revenue  Depart- 
ments, 1946 
Irish  Und  Commission,  107,  109,  112,  118 
Report,  300 

Currency — The  Gold  Coinage 
Question,  Sir  John   Lubbock  ;    Answer,  Mr. 
Gladstone  Mar  9,  466 

Customs 

Coffee  and  Chicory ,  Question,  Sir  John  Hay  ; 
Answer,  Lord  Frederick  Cavendish  Mar  6, 
179 

The  New  Warehousing  Scheme,  Questions, 
Lord  Claud  Hamilton,  Sir  Trevor  Lawrence, 
Sir  Henry  Peek ;  Answers,  Lord  Frederick 
Cavendish  Mar  6,  177;  Question,  Mr. 
Corry ;  Answer,  Lord  Frederick  Cavendish 
Mar  7,  378  ;  Questions,  Mr.  Schrciber,  Mr. 
Ritchie;  Answers,  Lord  Frederick  Cavendish 
Mar  10,  623 ;  Question,  Mr.  Round  ;  An- 
swer, Lord  Frederick  Cavendish  Mar  20, 
1282 

Dalhousie,  Earl  of 
Thames  and  Severn  Canal  (Railway),  2R.  315 

Dalbymple,  Mr.  C,  Buteshire 

Parliament — Business  of  the  House  (Putting 
the  Question),  Res.  1720 

Daly,  Mr.  J.,  Cork 
Supply — Civil  Services  and  Revenue  Depart- 
ments, 1939 
University  Education  (Ireland),  2R.  1589 

Davenpobt,  Mr.  H.  T.,  Staffordshirey  N. 
Law  and  Justice — Dormant  Funds  in  Chancery, 
Res.  684 

Davenpobt,   Mr.  W.  Bbomley-,   War- 
wickshirey  N. 
England   and   France^The   Channel    Tunnel 
Scheme,  750 

Davies,  Mr.  D.,   Cardigan^  ^c. 

South  Wales— Superintendent  of  Roads,  657 

Dawnat,  Colonel  Hon.  L.  P.,  Thirsk 
Parliament — Business  of  the  House  (Putting 
the  Question),  Res.  1347 

Dawson,  Mr.  0.,  Carlow 

Ireland — Museum  of  Science  and  Art,  Dublin, 

The  New,  1140 
Ireland,  State  of— Constabulary— Corporation 
of  Drogheda,  1285 
Visit  of  the  Chief  Seoretanr  to  Tullamore, 
J07J,  1078 


\cont, 
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Dawsov,  Mr.  C— tfofil. 

Mnnioipal  Franchise  (IrelandX  2R.  929 
Protection  of  Person  and  Property  (Ireland) 

Act,  1881 — Treatment  of  Prisoners  under 

the  Act,  1011 

De  Febbiebes,  Baron,  Cheltenham 
Parliament — Public  Business,  467 

De  La  Wabb,  Earl 

Egypt — Foreign  and  European  Rofideiits  and 

Employes.  985,  1125 
Railways  (Continuous  Brakes),  2R.  1254, 1260 

De  Worms,  Baron  H.,  Oreenmeh 

Criminal  Law— Aggravated  Assaults — Punish- 
ment of  Flogging,  451 

India — Maharajahs  Scindia  and  Holkar,  450 

Parliament — Business  of  the  House  (Putting 
the  Question),  Res.  1338 

Persecution  of  the  Jews  in  Russia,  Res.  80, 42, 
58,  64,  1661 

Russia  and  Persia — The  Boundary  Treaty,  894 

Dickson,  Mr.  T.  A.,  2]frone 
Ireland — Land  Court — State  of  Business,  1285 

Prisons — Omngh  Gaol,  888,  889 
Land  Law  (Ireland)  Act  (1881)  Amendment 
(No.  3),  2  R.  975,977,  981 

Dilke,  Sir  0.  W.  (Under  Secretary  of 
State  for  Foreign  Affairs),  Chelsea, 

Africa  ( Central  )—Distriot  of  Lake  Nyassa,  174 
Austria    and   Turkey — Herzegovina — Turkish 

Troops  at  Novi  Bnsar,  738 
Austro*Hungary — Arrest  of  Mr.  Evans,  466 
Brazil — Emancipation  of  Slaves,  878 
British  North  Borneo  Company  (Charter),  Res. 

1166,  1218,  1230 
British  Trade  (Foreign  Tariffs),  Res.  1851 
Chili — Murder  of  Dr.  Maclean,  174 
Coolies  (Indian)  at  La  Reunion,  452 
Egypt,  Affairs  of— The  Papers,  1660 
Egypt  (International  Tribunals),  Res.  773 
England  and  Spain,  Italy  and  Portugal — Com- 
mercial Treaties,  1018 
France  -Commercial  Law — Surtaxe  d*Entre- 
pOt,  1142 
Commercial    Treaty  with  —  Negotiations, 
896,  897,  995,  1008,  1030 
France  and   England  —Treaty  of  February  28 

— Advantages  to  French  Vessels,  882 
France  and   Morocco  —  Alleged    Conflict    of 

Troops,  465 
Greece,   Affairs  of — Change  of  Government, 

1143 
Ireland — Protection  of  Person  and  Property 

Act,  1881 — Persons  Arrested  under  the  Act, 

1816 
Madagascar — Visit  of  Admiral  Gore  Jones  to 

the  Queen,  460 
Parliament — Business  of  the  House,  1028 
Persecution  of  the  Jews  in   Russia,  Res.  61, 

1662 
Russia  and  Persia — Boundary  Treaty,  894  ; — 

TheSarakhs,  1643 
Servia,   Kingdom  of—  Reoogoition  of    King 

MlUn,  589 
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DiLU,  SirO  W.— eont 

Spain — Miaeellaneoas  Questions 

Commercial  Treaty  with—  Nei^otiations,  l7i 

Imprisonment  of  Mr.  J.  C.  Young,  ff84 

Quarantine,  1816 
Trade  and  Commerce — ^Tea  and  Coffee  Duties 
in  the  United  States,  1284 

The  French  Treaty,  1088,  1084 
Tunis — Miscellaneous  Questions 

Capture  of  Sfax,  590 

The  Enfida  Estate,  464 

Treaty  Rights,  1657 
Vatican— Diplomatic  Interoourfe-— Mr.  Erring- 
too,  182,  1278 

DiLLWYK,  Mr.  L.  L.y  Swansea 

Africa  (South)— Basutos,  888 

Brazil — Emancipation  of  Slaves,  877 

British  North  Borneo  Company  (Charter),  Res. 

1171 
II.ll.H.    Prince    Leopold,    Duke    of   Albany, 

Marriage    of — Message    from    the   Queen, 

Comm.  1692 
Parliamentary  Oath — Mr.  Bradlaugh,  Res.  193 
Protection  of   Person  and  Property  (Ireland) 

Act,  1881 — Treatment  of  Prisoners  under 

the  Act,  1011 
Swansea,  Oystermouth,  and  Mumbles  Railway, 

2R.  1421,  1425 

Dixon-Habtland,  Mr.  F.  D.,  Evesham 
Theatres  and  Music  Halls  (Metropolis) — Pre- 
cautions in  Case  of  Fire,  1271,  1272 

DoDDSy  Mr.  J.y  Stockton 

North  Eastern  Railway  (Additional  Powers), 
2R.  356 

DoDSON,  Eight  Hon.  J.  O.  (President 
of  the  Local  Goyemment  Board), 
Searhorough 
Alkali  Act,  1881,  185 
Highway  Rates,  585 

Messages  from  the  Crown— Rule,  298,  1669 
Metropolis—  W^ater  Supply,  1808 
Parliament^Public  Business,  455,  561 
Rivers  Conserrancy  and  Floods  Prevention, 

750, 1816 
South  Wales— Superintendent  of  Roads,  661, 
663 
Turnpike  Roads,  758 

Donaldson-Hudson,  Mr.  C,  Newcastle- 

under- Lyne 
Law  and  Justice — Dormant  Funds  in  Chancery, 

Kes.  632 
Palace  of  Westminster —House  of  Commons — 

The  Electric  Light,  741 

Douglas,  Mr.  A.  Akbrs-,  Kent^  E, 

Trinity  House  —  Telegraphic   Communication 
between  Lighthouses  and  the  Shore,  1290 

Drainage    (Ireland)   ProYisional   Order 
BiU 

^Mr.  John  Holmt,  Lord  Frederick  Cavendith) 

c.  Read  2«  •i/ar  14  [Bill  94] 

Report  •  Mar  24 


DuoKHAM,  Mr.  T.,  Herefordshire 

South  Wales— Superintendent  of  Roads,  659 

Duff,  Mr.  E.  W.,  Banffshire 
Metropolis— New  Metropolitan  Fish  Market, 
998 

Duke  of  Albany  (Egtablishment)  Bill 

{Mr,    Flayfair^    Mr,   GladttonSf  Secretary    Sir 

William  Hareourt,  Lord  Frederick  Cavendish) 

c.  Resolutions  in  Committee  *  Mar  28 

Resolutions  reported,  and  agreed  to ;  Bill  or- 
dered ;  read  1»  •  Mar  24  [BiU  1 12] 

DuNRAYEN,  Earl  of 

Parliamentary  Declaration,  2R.  1640 
Dyke,  Eight  Hon.  Sir  W.  H.,  Kent,  Mid 

Criminal  Law — Venue  in  Criminal  Cases,  994 
Law  of  Distraint — The  Distress  Amendment 
Bill,  28 

EcROYD,  Mr.  W.  F.,  Preston 

British  Trade  (Foreign   Tariffs),  Res.   1869, 

1884, 1898 
Parliamentary  Reform,  Res.  1581 
Persecution  of  the  Jews  in  Russia,  Res.  60 

Education  Department 
Science  and  Art  in  East  London,  Question, 

Mr.  Bryce ;  A.nswer,  Mr.  Mundella  Mar  6, 

180 
State  School  Education  and  Parith  Relief, 

Question,  Mr.  P.  A.  Taylor;  Answer,  Mr. 

Mundella  Mar  9,  461 
The  New  Code,  Questions,  Sir  Massey  Lopes, 

Lord  George  Hamilton,  Sir  Herbert  Max- 
well ;  Answers,  Mr.  Mundella  Mar  18,  744  ; 

Question,  Mr.  J.  G.  Talbot ;  Answer^  Mr. 

Mundella  ifor  28,  1661 
JhUmng    Colleges,    Question,    Mr.    Lyulph 

Sunley;   Answer,  Mr.  Mundella  Mar  21, 

1488 

EoEBTOBT,  Hon.  W.,  Cheshire f  Mid 
Nary— Launch  of  H.M.S.  '<  Edinburgh,"  1818 

I^ypt 

Affairs  of  Egypt^The  Papers,  Question  Mr. 
Bourke;  Answer,  Sir  Chirlet  W.  Dilko 
Mar  28,  1660 

Foreign  cuid  European  Residents  and  EmployU, 
Question,  ObserTations,  Earl  De  La  Warr ; 
Reply,  Earl  Granyille  Mar  16,  985 ;  Ques- 
tion, Observations,  Earl  De  La  Warr; 
Reply,  Earl  Granville;  ObserTations,  The 
Marquess  of  Salisbury  Mar  17, 1125 

Egypt  {International  Tribunals) 

Amendt.  on  Committee  of  Supply  Mar  13,  To 
leave  out  from  **  That,"  and  add  "  it  is  in- 
expedient to  make,  or  renew  on  expiry, 
engagements  by  which  Foreign  GoTcrnments 
may  have  a  claim  to  insist  on  the  enforce- 
ment of  private  debts  against  natives  of 
Egypt,  the  trauaC^^Y  <i^  WA^^^vw^ws^^^^^nl- 
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Egypt  {IntemaUonal  TrihunaUi) — oont. 

sapersession  of  the  autonomous  legisUtion 
and  government  of  the  country  ;  excepting 
only  provision  for  the  free  use  of  the  Sues 
Canal  as  an  International  commercial  water- 
way "  {Sir  Oeorge  Campbell)  v.,  763 ;  Ques- 
tion proposed,  "  That  the  words,  Ac. ;"  after 
short  debate,  Question  put,  and  agreed  to 

Eloho,  Lord,  Haddingtonshire 
Army — Dress  of  the  Army,  782 
Army  Estimates— Land  Forces  at   Home  and 

Abroad  (Exclusive  of  India),  852 
Land  Law  (Ireland)  1881 — '*  Adams  v.  Duns- 

eath/'  1665 

Elliot,  Hon.  A.  E.  D.,  Roxburgh 
Criminal  Law  Amendment,  2R.  428 
Parliamentary  Reform,  Res.  1461 

Elliot,  Sir  G.,  Durham^  N, 

Egypt  (International  Tribunals),  Res.  780 

Elliot,  Mr.  G.  W.,  Northallerton 

Parliamentary  Reform,  Res.  1530  ;  Motion  for 
Adjournment,  1532 

Elphinstone,  Lord 

British  North  Borneo  Company  (Charter),  721 
Navy — Board  of  Admiralty — Constitution  of 
the  Board,  449 

Emlyn,  Viscount,  Carmarthenshire 

Army   Organization—  Militia   Officers   (Uni- 
forms), 380 
South  Wales — Superintendent  of  Roads,  656, 
663 
Turnpike  Roads,  752 

£ndowed  Schools  Act,  1869,  and  Amend- 
ing Acts — Bedingfield^ s  Charity 
Moved,  "  That  an  humble  Address  be  presented 
to  Her  Majesty,  praying  Her  Majesty  to 
refuse  Her  Assent  to  the  Scheme  of  the 
Charity  Commissioners  for  the  management 
of  Bedingfield's  Charity  for  the  benefit  of 
the  parishes  of  Lyminge,  Dymchuroh,  and 
Smeeth,  all  in  the  county  of  Kent"  (The 
Lord  Braboume)  Mar  17,  1126  ;  after  short 
debate,  Motion  withdrawn 

Enfield,  Viscount  (Under  Secretary  of 
State  for  India) 
Public  Works  (India),  Address  for  Papers,  580 

England  and  France — The  Channel  Tunnel 
Scheme 
Question,  Mr.  Seely  (Sen.);  Answer,  Mr. 
Gladstone  Mar  6,  187 ;  Question,  Mr.  Brom- 
ley Davenport;  Answer,  Mr.  Gladstone 
Mar  13,  750 ;  Observations,  Question,  Vis- 
count Bury ;  Reply,  The  Earl  of  Morley ; 
short  debate  thereon  Mar  20,  1265  :  Ques- 
tions, Sir  Harry  Verney ;  Answers,  Mr. 
G'Jadslone  Mar  24,  1816 


Fawobtt,  Bight  Hon.  H.  (PoBtmaster 

General),  Haehney 

Post  Ofl9oe — Miscellaneous  Questions 
Colonial  Money  Orders,  465 
International  Parcels  Post,  465 
Letter  Carriers,  Ac.  in  Rural  Distriots,  450 
Mail  Service  in  the  Levant,  383 
Reply  Telegrams,  987 
Telegraph  and  Sorting  Clerks,  088 

Post  Office  (Ireland) — Miscellaneous  Questions 
Contracts  for  Clothing,  883 
Postmaster  at  Hollywood,  1280 
Postmistress  of  Bohermeen,  1279 
Telegraph  Office  Superintendents,  1656 

Protection  of  Person  and  Property  (Ireland] 
Act,  1881— Mr.  N.  J.  BarreU,  593 

Supply— Post  Office  Services,  Ao.    138,   139, 
140,  141,  142 
Post  Office  Telegraph  Service,  144,   146, 
147,  151,  154,  159 

FiNDLATER,  Mr.  W.,  Monoghan 

Bills  of  Sale  Act  (1878)  Amendment,   2R. 

401  ;  Comm.  c{.  10,  1404 
County  Courts  (Ireland),  2R.  938,  944 
Judgments  (Inferior  Courts),  2R.  945 
Land  Law  (Ireland)   Act  (1881)  Amendment 

(No.  3),  2R.  952,  056,  958,  982 
Law  and  Justice — Dormant  Funds  in  Chancery, 

Res.  629 
Municipal  Franchise  (Ireland),  2R.  936 


FiBTU,  Mr.  J.  F.  B.,   Chelsea 

Metropolis — Elections  to  Appointments  in  the 
City  of  London,  1806 
Water  Supply,  1808 
Metropolitan   Improvements — Shifting  of  the 

Population,  881 
Metropolitan  Street  Improvements  Act,  187T 

—New  Streets,  26 
Parliament — Privilege — New  Writ  for  North- 
ampton (Mr.  Bradlaugh),  1821 


FiTZPATRicK,  Hon.  B.  E.,  PortarlingUm 
Ireland — MiscelUneous  Questions 

Land  Law  (Ireland)— Operation  of  the  Act, 

Res.  505 
Protection  of  Person  and  Property  (Ireland) 
Act,  1881— The  "Suspects"- Expenses, 

457 
State  of— Police    Protection    for    "Care- 
takers," 743,  744 

Fletcher,  Sir  H.,  Horsham 

Army  Organization — Compulsory  Retirement 

of  Purchase  Captains,  1008 
Navy— Victualling— The  Royal  Marines,  1054 

Folkestone,  Viscount,   Wilts,  S. 

Accrington  Extension  and  Improvement,  2R. 
348 

Army  Estimates — Land  Forces  at  Ilome  and 
Abroad  (Exclusive  of  India),  Motion  for 
reporting  Progress,  860 

Parliament — Rules  of  Debate — Rights  of  Se- 
conders, 803 


FOE 
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FoBESTEB,  Mr.  0.  T.  W.,  Wenlock 
Ireland,  State  of— Terroriim,  1273 


iSESSION    1882}  FOR         FOW 

FoBSTiB,  Right  Hon.  W.  E.— «onl. 

Charitable    Meetings— The    Conitabolary, 


FoBSTEB,  Right  Hon.  W.  E.  (Oliief  Se- 
cretary to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of 

Ireland),  Bradford 
Ireland — MiBcellaneons  Questions 
Blessington  Road  Sessions,  988 

Collector  General  of  Rates  (Dnblin),  Mr. 
Scott  Byrne,  749 

Evictions — Estates  of  the  Irish  Society, 
737,  738  ;— Farms  bought  up  bj  the 
Emergency  Committee,  1300 

Land  Commission  —  Appointment  of  So- 
licitor, 1282  ;— Mr.  Fottrell's  Pamphlet, 
1293 

Land  Court — State  of  Business,  1285 

Land  Law,  1881— Judicial  RenU,  740  ;— 
Sub- Commissioner  Walpole,  1139 

Law  and  Justice — Election  of  Pettj  Ses- 
sions Clerk  at  Edenderry,  King's  Co., 
1275 

National  Education — Model  Schools,  732 

National  Exhibition  —  Subscription  for 
Shares,  732 

Peace  Preseryation  Acts  1848  to  1882— 
Number  of  Prisoners  at  any  One  Period, 
1437 

Post  Oflace— "Irish  World*'  Newspsper, 
694,  595,  746,  747 

Prisons  —  Armagh  Gaol,  588  ; .—  Omagh 
Gaol,  889 

Queen's  Colleges  and  the  Royal  Uni?ersity, 
735 

Royal  Irish  Constabulary  —  Promotion, 
1435; — Resignations  in  the,  736; — Sub- 
Constable  Walsh,  1436 

Ireland — Protection  of  Person  and  Propttij 

Act,  1881 — Miscellaneous  Questions 
Arrests  under  the  Act,  740,  880,  881 
Burke,    Hynes,    and    M'Mahon,  Messrs., 

Arrest  of,  1439 
Carter,  Mr.,  Attempted  Murder  of,  1147, 

1146,1299 
Deyine,  Mr.,  and  Mr.  T.  O'Connell,  1020 
Hegarty,  Mr.  J.,  1002 
Letters  between   Persons    arrested  under 

the  Act,  1284,  1288,  1289 
Letters  to  Mr.  Parnoll  and  Mr,  Dillon,  586 
Lyne,  Mr.,  593 
M*Morrow,  John,  889,  1138 
Mahoney,  Mr.,  592,  593,  1004,  1438 
Maloney,  Mr.  W.  P.,  587 
Mangan,  Mr.,  735 
Murray,  Mr.  J.  M.,  732 
O'Toole,  Mr.  G.,  989 
Outdoor  Relief  to   Families  of  Prisoners 

Confined  under  the  Act,  1435 
Rorke,  Mr.  J.,  Arrest  of,  595,  600,  609, 

617 
Slattery,  Michael,  Arrest  of,  1274, 1301 
Toman,  Mr.,  584 
Treatment  of  Prisoners  under  the  Act,  789, 

803,804,  808,  809,  811,  895,  1011,  1014, 

1015,    1016,    1144,    1145,   1277,   1287, 

1428,1431,1432 

Ireland,  State  of — Miscellaneous  Questions 
Arrest  of  Patrick  Masterton,  893 
Arrests,  1003 
Car  Owners,  1003 


1278 
Constabulary — Corporation    of    Drogheda, 

1286 
Constabulary   and    Enniscorthy   Dramatic 

Association,  995 
Leitrim  County,  1137 
Lord  Gormanston's  Estate,  Co.    Meath — 

Setting  Fire  to  Houses,  1271 
Outrages,  Reported,  1300,  1441 
Police  Protection  for  "  Caretakers,"  675, 

679,  743,  744,  892 
Queen's  Co. — Presentment  for  Extra  Police, 

996 
St.  Patrick's  Day  in  Derry,  734 
Terrorism,  1273 

Visit  of  the  Chief  Secretary  to  Tullamore, 
997,  999,  1000, 1065,  1068,  1071,  1073, 
1077.  1078,  1286 
Ireland — Major  Bond,  Stipendiary  Magistrate, 

Res.  1036,  1045, 1047 
Land   Law  (Ireland) — Operation  of  the  Act, 

Res.  529 
Land  Law  (Ireland)  Act  (1881)  Amendment 

(No.  3),  2R.  959,  967 
Municipal  Franchise  (Ireland),  2R.  927 
Post  Office — Article  6— Postal  Con?ention  of 
Paris—Seiiure  of  Articles  passing  through 
the  Post,  883 
Supply — County   Court   Officers,   Magistrates 
in  Ireland,  Ac,  685,  686,   1233,   1235, 
1236,  1237 
Grants  for  Cifil  Services  (Excesses),  1251 , 

1253 
Report,  691,699,  704,  705 
University    Education    (Ireland),  2R.    1579, 
1581 

FoBSTEB,  Sir  C,  Walsall 

Manchester,  Sheffield,  and  Lincolnshire  Rail- 
way and  Cheshire  Lines,  2R.  6,  7 

FoBTESOUB,  Earl 

Army — General  Annual  Return  of  the  British 

Army,  1264 
Army  (India)— Military  Drafts,  Motion  for  a 

Return,  166 

FowLEB,  Mr.  H.  H.,   Wolverhampton 
Bills  of  Sale  Act  (1878)  Amendment,  Comm. 

el.  11,  1408;  add.  cl.  1415 
Judicature   Act — Vacations  of   the   Supreme 

Court  of  Judicature,  377 
Parliament — Business  of  the  House  (Putting 

the  Question),  Res.  1357 

Fowler,  Mr.  B.  N.,  London 

Africa  (South)— Basutoland,  821 

NaUl— Indabeximbi,  590 
Boiler  Bxplosions,  Comm.  add.  c/.  161 
Law  and   Justice  (India) — Case  of  Jadayrai 

Harisbankar,  8 
Parliament — Business  of  the  House  (Putting 

the  Question),  Res.  1384 
Parliamentary  Reform,  Res.  1532 
Persecution  of  the  Jews  in  Russia,  Res.  70 
Supply — Civil  Contingencies  Fund  of  Certain 
Miscellaneous  Advai!kfi«%^  V%V 
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FowLBB,  Mr.  R.  N.«— «oifl. 

Report,  287 

TransvAAl  and  Zulaland,  128 
Zulu,  d(o.  Wars,  1241 
Trade  and  Commerce— Tea  and  Oofee  Datiei 
in  the  Uoited  SUtes,  1288 


France 

Commerdai  Law — The  Suttawe  d^ErUrepdt, 
Question,  Mr.  Mac  Ifer ;  Answer,  Sir 
Charles  W.  Dilke  Mar  17,  11 42 

The  Commercial  Treatif  wi^  France — The 
Neffotiatione^  Qoeetions,  Mr.  Mac  I^er ;  An- 
swers, Sir  Charles  W.  Dilke  Mar  14,  896  ; 
Question,  Mr.  Stuart- Wortley  ;  Answer,  Sir 
Charles  W.  Dilke  Mar  16,  905;  Question, 
Mr.  Armltage  ,*  Answer,  Sir  Charles  W. 
Dilke,  1008; — Retumffiion  of  IfegotiaHant, 
Observation,  Sir  Stafford  Northeote  ;  Repljr, 
Sir  Charles  W.  Dilke  Mar  16,  1029 

The  Treaty  of  February  28 — AdvatOaget  to 
French  veeselt.  Questions,  Mr.  Goarlej ; 
Answers.  Sir  Charles  W.  Dilke  Mar  7,  382 

Trade  and  Commerce — The  French  Treaty, 
Observations,  Mr.  Mac  Iver,  Mr.  Chamber- 
lain ;  Repl/,  Sir  Charlei  W.  Dilke  Mar  16, 
1079 


Firanee  and  Morocco — Alleged  Cof^Hct  of 
Troope 
Question,  Mr.  Montague  Guest ;  Answer,  Sir 
Charles  W.  Dilke  Mar  9,  465 


Friendly  Societies  Act,  1875 

Question,  Mr.  Cropper  ;  Answer,  Lord  Frede- 
rick Cavendish  Afar  7, 382 

Report  of  the  Reyittrar  General,  1880,  Ques- 
tion, Mr.  J.  llollond ;  Answer,  Lord  Frede- 
rick Cavendish  Mar  6,  184 


Fby,  Mr.  L.,  Bristol 

Bills  of  Sale  Act  (1878)  Amendment,  3R.  401 ; 
Comm.  d,  8,  1399;  el,  10,  1407:  add,  cl, 
1414,  1415 


Gabbett,  Mr.  D.  F.,  Limerick 
Navy— 1I.M.S.  "Doterel,"  1188 


Galloway,  Earl  of 

Army — Militia  Adjutants,  581 
Claims  of  Peerage,  dtc.  Motion  for  a 

727 
Parliamentary  DeoUration,  2R.  1638 


Paper, 


Oeneral  Poliee  and  Improvement  (Scot- 
land) Bill 

(Dr.  Cameron,  Mr,  Barclay,  Colonel  Aletumder) 

e.  Read  2"  •  Mar  13  [Bill  77] 

Committee  ;  Report  Mar  20,  1416 

Read  3"  •  Mar  21 
(  Read  !•  •  (Earl  of  Camperdown)  Mar  98 

(No.  48) 


I 


Gibraltar 

Appointmem  of  Gmfomer,  Qaettion,  Mr.  Big- 
far  ;  Answer,  Mr.  Childers  Mar  28.  1662 

Rekgious  Disseneione — Dr.  CaniUa,  Qaestions, 
Sir  n.  Dmmmond  Wolff;  Answers,  Mr. 
Courtney  Mar  3,  30  :  Mar  6, 183  :  Mar  9, 
461  ;  Observations,  Sir  H.  Dmmmond  Wolff  : 
Reply,  Mr.  Courtney ;  debate  thereon  Mar  10, 
664 ;  (^estions.  Sir  Q.  Dmmmond  Wolff, 
Mr.  O'Donnell,  Mr.  Macartney ;  Answers. 
Mr.  Courtney  Mar  18.  768 ;  Moved,  '*  That 
this  House  do  now  adjourn  "  {Sir  ff.  Drum- 
mond  Wolf),  824;  after  short  debate.  Mo- 
tion withdrawn  ;  (^estions.  Sir  H.  Drum- 
mond  Wolff ;  Answers,  Mr.  Courtney  Mar  14, 
8:^5;  Mar  17,  1146  ;  Mar  23,  1648  ;  Ques- 
tion, Mr.  A.  J.  Balfour;  Answer,  Mr. 
Courtney  Mar  24,  1817 

Gibson,  Bight  Hon.  E.,  Dublin  Univereity 

Army  Medical  Ser?ice,  1009 
Board  of  Trade— Tests  for  Sight  and  Colour 
Blindness  in  Seamen  and  Kail  way  Ofllcials, 
1668 
County  Courts  (Ireland),  2R.  940 ;  Motion  for 

Adjournment,  941 
India— Madras  Civil  SerTice,  460 
Ireland — Irish   Land   Commission — Return  of 
Judgments,  463 
Land    Law    Act,    1881 — Lease    Duty    on 
Agreements,  181 
Ireland,  State  of— Police  Protection  for  "  Care- 
takers," 892 
Land   Law  (Ireland)— Operation  of  the  Act, 

Res.  589  . 
Supply — Cifil  Services  and  Revenue  Depart- 
menta,  1963 
Irish  Land  Commission,  71,  76,  100,  103 
UniTersity  Education  (Ireland],  2R.  1698 

GiFFABD,  Sir  n.  S.,  Launeeeton 

Parliament — ^Business  of  the  Ilouse  (Putting 
the  Question),  Res.  Motion  for  Adjournment, 
1766 
Parliamentary  Oath — Mr.  Bradlangh,  Res.  219 

Gill,  Mr.  H.  J.,  Wcitmeaih 
Collector   General    of   Rates  (Dublin)— Mr. 

Scott  Byrne,  748 
Elephant  "Jumbo,"  Removal  of,  691 
Inland  Revenue  —  Income    Tax    (Ireland)  — 

Schedule  A.,  469 
Protection  of  Person  and  Property  (Irelaml) 
Act,  1881— Arrest  of  Mr.  J.  Rorke.  622 
Treatment  of   Prisoners  under   the    Act, 
802,  804 
Supply,  Report,  299,  313 

GiVAN,  Mr.  J.,  Mbnayhan 
Supply — Irish  Land  Commission,  124 

Gladstone,  Eight  Hon.  W.  E.  (Firttt 
Lord  of  the  Treasury  and  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer),  Edinburgh- 
ehire 
Army  Estimates,  1442 

Land  Forces  at  Home  and  Abroad  (Exclu- 
sive of  India),  869,  866,  666,  863,  664, 
865,  866 
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GLABiTOirB,  Right  Hod.  W.  R.— ^onf. 

British  North  Borneo  Compaiiy  (Chartn*),  R«f. 

1169,1178,  1187,  1188,  1217,  1SS4,  1227, 

1229 
British  Trmdo  (Foreign  Tariffs),   Rei.    1909, 

1910 
Civil  Serrioe  Estiroatet,  1018 
Currenoj— The  Gold  Coinage,  487 

England  and  Franoe — The  Channel  Tannel 
Scheme,  187,  750,  1818 

Iler  Majettj  the  Queen,  Attempt  upon  the 
Life  o^  Address  to  Iler  Majestj,  221 

H.R.II.  Prince  Leopold,  Dake  of  Albany, 
Marriage  of— Message  from  Her  Mijesty, 
1442;  Comm.  1671,  1682,  1683,  1698, 1699, 
1703 

Inland  Rerenae — Misoellaneoas  Qoeetione 
Income  Tax,  1667  : — Schedule  B — Agricul- 
tural Depression,  750 
Land  Tax  Redemption,  1667 
Railway  I'assenger  Duty,  751 

Irish  Land  Commission — Return  of  Judgments, 

227 
Irish  Railways,  Acquisition  and   Control  of, 

652 

Land  Law  (Ireland)  Act,  1881— Misoellaneous 
Questions 
"Adams   t.   Dunseath,"   751.  752,    1663, 

1665 
Purchase,  dto.  Clauses,  752 
Section  21 — Leases,  1665,  1667 
Town  Parks,  Ao,  187 
Land   Law   ( Ireland)  ~ Operation  of  the  Act, 
Res.  241 ;  Personal  Explanation,  386,  524, 
526,  527 
Land  Law  (Ireland)  Act  (1881)  Amendment 

(No.  3),  2R.  069.  980 
Na?y  Estimates,  890,  891 

Parliament — Miscellaneous  Queetioni 

Business  of  the  Ilouse,  1027,  1028,  1029 

Counts-Out,  895.  896 

Easter  Recess,  1297 

New  Rules  of  Procedure,  891,  1020,  1021, 

1301 
Parliamentary    Representation  —  Vacant 

Seats,  1019 
Proposed  Call  of  the  House,  1671 
Public  Business,  384,  467,  468,  560,  754, 

755,  757 
Ways  and  Means  Bill,  1021,  1025 

Parliament — Business  of  the  House  (Putting 

the  (Question).  Kes.  1305,  1705 
Parliamentary  Oath — Mr.  Bradlaugh,  Res.  199, 

200,  220 
Parliamentary  Reform,  Res.  1468,  1513, 1514, 

1528,  1532,  1633 
Persecution  of  the  Jews  in  Russia,  Res.  35, 

37,  46 

Protection  of  Person  and  Property  (Ireland) 
Act,  1881 — Treatment  of  Prisoners  under 
the  Act,  810 
Warrants  against  Members  of  this  House, 
19 

Religious  Dissensions  (Gibraltar) — ^Dr.  Canilla, 

825 
Supply — Irish  Land  Commission,  105,  106, 113 
Ways  and  Means^ Miscellaneous  Questions 
Financial  Statement,  1297 
Taiation  of  Real  Property,  1295 
Tea  and  Coffee  Duties,  1295 

L 


GoRST,  Mr.  J.  E.,  Chathtm 

Africa  (South)— TransTaal— Reported  Defeat 

of  the  Boers,  626 
British  North  Borneo  Company  (Charter),  Res. 

1148,1222 
Criminal  Law  Amendment,  2R.  413 
Ireland,  Sute  of— Police  Proteetion  for  <*  Care- 

tokers,"  667 
Land   Law  (Ireland)— Operation  of  the  Act, 

Res.  249 
Lower  Thames  Valley  Main  Sewerage  Board, 

3R.  1804 
Navy  Estimates,  890 
Parliament — Public  Business,  384,  753,  754  ; 

Motion  for  Adjournment,  755 
Supply,  Report,  206 

GiiADSTONE,  Mr.  H.  J.,  L$$ds 

Arklow  Harbour,  184  ;  2R.  1768 ;  Nomination 
of  Select  Committee,  1969 
'    Union  OflSoers'  Superannuation  (Ireland),  186 

GosoHEN,  Bight  Hon.  G.  J.,  Ripan 

^gypt  (International  Tribunals),  Res.  771 
Navy  Estimates— Men  and  Boys,  dtc.  1108 
Parliament —  Business  of  tho  House,  1026 
Parliament ~ Business  of  tho  House  (Putting 

the  (Question),  Res.  1313 
Parliamentary  Oath  (Mr.  Bradlaugh),  Res.  205 
Parliamentary  Reform,  Res.  1525 

GouBLZTy  Mr.  E.  T.,  Sunderland 

France  and  England — Treaty  of  February  28 
— Advantages  to  French  Vessels,  382 

Madagascar — Visit  of  Admiral  Gore  Jones  to 
the  Queen,  460 

Post  OflSce— Mail  Senrice  in  the  LeTant,382 

Grantham,  Mr.  W.,  Surrey,  K 

Army  (India) — Bengal  Staff  Corps — Captain 
J.  B.  Chatterton,  886 

Army  Organisation  —  Militia  OflBcers  (Uni- 
forms), 380 

Granville,  Earl  (Secretary  of  State  for 

Foreign  Affairs) 
British  North  Borneo  Company  (Charter),  713 
Egypt — Foreign  and  European  Residents  and 

Emplo^44,  086,  1125 
England  and   France — The   Channel    Tunnel 

Scheme,  1260,  1270 
Her  Majesty  the  Queen,  Attempt  upon  the  Life 

of.  Address  to  iler  Majesty,  163 
H.R.H.    Prince    Leopold,    Duke    of   Albany, 

Marriage    of— Message    from    the    (^ecn, 

1417,  1622 
Parliament^Easter  Recess,  1254 
Parliament — Business  ot  the  House,  Res.  1 700 
ParliamenUry  Declaration,  1 R.  310  ;  2R.  1642, 

1644 


Gray,  Mr.  E.  D.,  Carlaw  Co, 

Accrington  Extension  and  Improvement,  2R. 

345 
Ireland •^'Mmcellnncous  Questions 

Irish  i^jtilways.  Acquisition  and  Control  of^ 
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Grat,  Mr.  E.  D, — eont» 

Poor  Law — Dr.  J.  E.  Kenny,  459 
Prisons — Omagh  Gaol,  889 
Relief  of  Distress— Seeds  Snpplj  Aot,  1880, 
469 
Ireland — Protection  of  Person  and  Property 
Aot,  1881 — Misoellaneons  Questions 
Persons  Arrested  under  the  Aot,  880 
Rorke,  Mr.,  Arrest  of,  599 
Treatment  of  Prisoners  under  the  Aot,  805 
LAnd  Law  (Ireland)   Aot  (1881)   Amendment 

(No.  8),  2R.  979 
Law  and  Justice — Dormant  Funds  in  Chancery, 

Res.  634 
Municipal  Franchise  (Ireland),  2R.  938 
Supply — Irish  Land  Commission,  99,  96,  117, 
122 
Post  Office  Telegraph  Serrices,  146,  150, 

151,  155,  158 
Report,  289,  810,  313,  314,  704,  705 

Greece  {Political  Affairs) — Change  of  Oo- 
vemment 
Question,  Mr.  Ashmead-Bartlett ;  Answer,  Sir 
Charles  W.  Dilke  Mar  17,  1143 

Gkbooby,  Mr.  G.  B.,  Sussex ^  JE. 

Judgments  (Inferior  Courts),  2R.  948 
North  Eastern  Uailwav  (Additional  Powers), 
2R.  358 

Gbey,  Mr.  A.  H.  G.,  Northumberland,  8. 

Parish  Churches,  2R.  1548,  1552,  1559 
Parliamentary  Reform,  Res.  1482 

Grosyenob,  Bight  Hon.  Lord  R.,  Flint- 
shire 
Ireland — Post  Office — Postmastership  of  Bo- 
hermeen,  1657 

Gttest,  Mr.  M.  J.,  JFareham 

France    and    Morocco  —  Alleged   Conflict  of 

Troops,  465 
Parliamentary  Oath~  Mr.  Bradtaugh,  Res.  218 
Swansea,  Oystermouth,  and  Mumbles  Railway, 

2R.  1423 

Hamilton,    Right  Hon.  Lord  G.  F., 

Middlesex 
Education  Department — New  Code,  744,  746 
Supply — Cifil  SerTices  and  Reyenue  Depart- 
ments, Amendt.  1920,  1928 
Ways  and  Moans — Financial  Statement,  1297 

Hamilton,  Lord  C.  J.,  Liverpool 

Customs — New  Warehousing  Scheme,  177 
Land    Law   (Ireland) — Operation  of  the  Act, 

Res.  239,  241,  246  ;  Personal  Explanation, 

385,  386 

Habcoitrt,  Right  Hon.  Sir  W.  G.  V. 

i Secretary  of  State  for  the  Home 
)epartment),  Derby 
Accrington  Extension  and  Impro?ement,  2R. 

339,  339,  348,  349 
Charity  Commission — Lord  Crewe's  Charities, 

1271 
Conl  MineS'Lumley  Go\U«r|  Aooldent,  898 

o«wt. 


Habooubt,  Right  Hon.  Sir  W.  O.  V.— «Ofil. 

County  Cefs  (IreLand),  Motion  for  a  Select 

Committee,  1538, 1539 
Criminal  Law — Miscellaneous  Questions 

Aggrayated     Assaults  —  Punishment    of 

Flogging,  451,  746 
Clothing  of  Discharged  Prisoners,  749 
Inadequate  Sentences,  28 
Mr.  Michael  Davitt,  1275,  1276 
Suspected  Poisoning,  1141 
Venue  in  Criminal  Cases,  994 
Criminal  Law  Amendment,  2R.  480 
Flint  County  (Police  Foroe) — Protection  to 

the  Person  of  the  Prime  Minister,  184 
Her  Majesty,  Attempt  upon  the  Life  of,  29 
Land  Law  (Ireland) — Operation   of  the  Act, 

Res.  282,  285,  286 
Law  and  Justice — Blasphemous  Publieations, 

1658 
Law   and   Justice   (Scotland) — Sentences    of 

Penal  Servitude  on  Children,  1 1 
Law  and  Police — Miscellaneous  Questions 
Disorders  at  Basingstoke,  1017 
Metropolis  —  Personal     Security    on    the 

Thames  Embankment,  188 
Salvation  Army,  990 
Social  Democratic  Club,  1138 
Metropolis — Elections  to  Appointments  in  the 
City  of  London,  1807 
Police^Sale  of  Papers    in    the    Streets, 
1017 
Metropolitan  ImproTements — Shifting  of  the 

Population,  881 
Parish  Churches,  2R.  1556 
Parliament — Business  of  the  House  (Putting 

the  Question),  Res.  1746,  1753, 1756 
Post  Office —Telegraph  Department — Secrecy 

of  Telegrams,  460 
Protection  of  Person  and  Property  (Ireland) 
Act,  1881— Dr.  J.  E.  Kenny,  897,  898 
Warrants  against  Members  of  this  House, 
17 
Supply,  Report,  293,  294,  205,  300,  308,  311, 
314 

Harcourt,  Mr.  E.  W.,  Oxfordshire 
Regent's  Canal,  City,  and  Docks  Railway,  2R. 
364 

Habtington,  Right  Hon.  Marquess  of 
(Secretary  of  State  for  India),  Lan- 

cashircy  N,E. 
Army  (India)— Miscellaneous  Questions 

Bengal  Staff  Corps— Captain  J.  B.  Chatter- 
ton,  887 

Furlough  and  Pensions,  1290,  1291.  1292 

Military  ChapUins,  1006 
India — Miscellaneous  Questions 

Afghanistan — Native  Agent  at  Cabnl — Ap- 
pointment of  Mohammed  Aftul  Khan, 
1003,  1146 ;— Subsidy  to  the  Ameer, 
1135 

Consumption  of  Rum,  741 

Coolies  at  La  Reunion,  458 

Criminal  Procedure  Amendment  Bill,  456, 
742 

Financial  Statement,  467 

Indian  Council— The  Vacancy,  1649 

Intemperance,  Increase  of,  1007 

Law  and  Justice — Case  of  JadaTrmi  Uarip 
shankar,  8 
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Habtinotom,  Right  Hon.  Marquera  of—eont. 

Madras  Giyil  Service,  461 

Maharajahs  Soindia  and  Holkar,  450 

New  Inland  Emigration  Act — Labourers  in 

the  Tea  Districts,  1668 
Revenue,  Ac. — Sale  of  Intoxicating  Drinks, 
457 
India  Office— Shipping  Business,  1291 
Land  Law  (Ireland) — Operation  of  the  Act, 

Res.  533,  539,  550 
Navy  Estimates — Men  and  Boys,  Ao.   1105, 

1109, 1112 
Parliament — Business  of  the   House  (Putting 

the  Question),  Res.  1318,  1319,  1330.  1743 
Parliament — Call  of  the  llouse.  Res.  1776 
Supply — Civil  Services  and  Rievenue  Depart- 
ments, 1934,    1943,    1946,    1947,    1955, 
1956 
Grants  for  Civil  Services  (Eicesses),  1249 
Post  Office  Services,  Ac.  140 
Post  Office  Telegraph  Services,  148,  152, 
157 

Hastings,  Mr.  G.  W.,  WaroMtershire,  E. 
Accrington  Extension  and  Improvement,  2R. 
846 

Hay,  Admiral  Right  Hon.  Sir  J.  0.  D., 

Wtgtou?n,  Sfc. 
Army  Estimates — Land  Forces  at  Home  and 

Abroad  (Exclusive  of  India),  850,  857 
British  North  Borneo  Company  (Charter),  Res. 

1181 
Customs— Coffee  and  Chicory,  179 
Ireland — Protection  of  Person  and  Property 
Act,    1881  —  Treatment    of    Prisoners 
under  the  Act,  796 
State   of — Police   Protection    for   "  Oare- 
Ukers,"  680 
Navy — Board  of  Admiralty — Constitution   of 
the  Board,  626 
Victualling— The  Royal  Marines,  1056 
Kavy  Estimates— Men  and  Boys,  d(c.  1106, 

1109,1111 
Parliament — Public  Business,  384 
Parliamentary  Reform,  Res.  1497 
Science  and  Art— Transit  of  Venus,  1288 

Hbaly,  Mr.  T.  M.,  JTexford 

Arklow  Harbour,  Nomination  of  Select  Com- 
mittee, 1959 
Army — Army  Chaplains  on  board  Troopships, 

1649 
Army  Estimates — Land  Forces  at  Home  and 

Abroad  (Exclusive  of  India),  866 
Corrupt  Practices  at  Elections  Act — Boston 
Bribery  Commission — Scheduled  Magistrates, 
1002 
County  Cess  (Ireland),  Motion  for  a    Select 

Committee,  1536,  1538, 1539 
H.R.H.    Prince    Leopold,    Duke  of   Albany, 
Marriage    of — Message    from    the    Queen, 
Comm.  1689 
Ireland — Miscellaneous  Questions 

Criminal  Law— Michael  Davitt,  1276 
Land  Commission — ^Appointment  of  a  Soli- 
citor, 1280,  1281 
Law  and  Justice — Blasphemous    Publica- 
tions, 1659 
Magistracy— Mr.    Ancketell,    1818  ;— Mr. 
Clifford  Lloyd,  1820 


IIsALT,  Mr.  T.  M. — e(mt. 

Peace  Preservation  Acts,  1848  to  1882— 
Number  of  Prisoners  at  any  one  Period, 
1437 
Post    Office— "Irish  World"    Newspaper, 

593,  594,  746,  747,  1436 
Prisons — Omagh  Gaol,  889 
Relief  of  Distress— Seed  Supply  Act,  1880 
— Seed  Rate— Loss  of  Franchise  by  Non- 
Payment,  884 
Royal  Irish  Constabulary  —  Case  of  Sub- 
Constable  Walsh,  1436 
Ireland— Land  Law  Act,  1881— Miscellaneous 
Questions 
"Adams   v.   Dunseath,"   751,  752,  1662, 

1664 
Assistant  Commissioners,  27 
Sec.  21— Leases,  1665,  1666 
Sec.  58 — Town  Parks,  13 
Ireland — Protection  of  Person  and  Property 
Act,  1881 — Miscellaneous  Questions 
Arrests  under  the  Act,  740,  880 
Hodnett,  Mr.  1820 
Lyne,  Mr.,  593 

Mahoney,  Mr.,  592,  593,  1004,  1437 
Rorke,  Mr.  J.,  Arrest  of.  Motion  for  Ad- 
journment, 505,  605,  615 
Toman,  Mr.,  583,  584 
Treatment  of  Prisoners  under  the  Act,  806, 
809,  1012,  1013,  1014,  1016,  1431,  1819 
Warrants  against  Members  of  this  House, 
13,  16,  19 
Ireland,  State  of— Miscellaneous  Questions 
Alleged  Outrage  by  Soldiers,  1272 
Constabulary  and    Enniscorthy   Dramatic 

Association,  995 
Speech  of  the  Chief  Secretary  at  Tulla- 
more,  1286 
Ireland— Major  Bond,  Stipendiary  Magistrate, 

Res.  1045,  1047 
Land  Law  (Ireland) — Operation  of  the  Act, 

Res.  496 
Land  Law  (Ireland)  Act  (1881)   Amendment 

(No.  3),  2R.  981,  982,  984 
Parliament — Business  of  the  House,  1 029 
Public  Business—"  Counts-Out,"  896 
Post  Office— Article  6 — Postal  Convention  of 
Paris — Seizure  of  Articles  passing  through 
the  Post,  882 
Public  Offices  Site,  Leave,  1783 
Supply — Civil   Services  and  Revenue  Depart- 
ments,  1929,    1935,   1937,   1938,   1941, 
1944,  1945,  1950,  1956 
County  Court  Officers,  Magistrates  in  Ire- 
land, Ac.  684,  686 
Irish  Land  Commission,  75,  77*  80,  83,  84, 

85,90,  119,  121 
Post  Office  Telegraph  Service,  152 
Report,  687,  692,  703, 1398 

Heneaoe,  Mr.  E.,  Great  Orimshj/ 

Bills  of  Sale  Act  (1878)  Amendment,  2R.  401 
Rivers  Conservancy  and   Floods  Prevention, 
1810 

Henry,  Mr.  Mitchell,  Oalway  Co, 

Ireland — Protection  of  Person  and  Property 
Act,    1881— Mr.  J.   Rorke,  Arrest    of, 
603,  605,  606,  618,  622 
Treatment  of  Prisonera  Arwstefl^^<i«t  ^'ei 
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HiNBT,  Mr.  MitoheU~0onl. 

Ireland,  SUte  of— Visit  of  the  Chief  SecreUry 

to  TulUmore,  1071,  1074 
Land  Law  (Ireland)  Act  (1881)  Amendment 
(No.  S),  2R.  965,  966;  Motion  for  Adjourn- 
ment, 967 
;    Parliamentary  Oath— Mr.  Bradlangh,  Rei.214 
University  Education  (Ireland),  2R.  1604 

Hbbsohell,  Sir  F.  {see  Soliottor  Geke- 
RALy  The) 

HiOES,  Mr.  E.y  Cambridgeshire 

Highway  Rates,  584 
Law  and  Justice — The  Four  Assizes,  588 
Regent's  Canal,  City,  and  Docks  Railway,  2R. 
876 

Highway  Rates — Legislation 

Question,  Mr.  Hicks;    Answer,  Mr.  Dodson 
Mar  10,  584 

Hnx,  Mr.  A.  S.,  Staffordshire,  W, 
British  Trade  (Foreign  TariA),   Res.   1852, 

1858 
Land   Law  (Ireland) — Operation  of  the   Act, 

Res.  284 

HoLLAin),  Sir  H.  T.,  Midhurst 

British  North  Borneo  Company  (Charter),  Res. 

1208 
Supply — Ciyil  Services  and   Revenue  Depart- 
ments, 1946 
Grants  for  Ci?il  Services  (Excesses),  1245 

HoLLOND,  Mr.  J.  B.,  Brighton 

Friendly   Societies — Report  of  the   Registrar 

General,  1880,  184 
Parliament — Business  of  the  House  (Putting 

the  Question),  Res.  1718 

Holms,  Mr.  W.,  Paisley 

Swansea,  Oystormouth,  and  Mumbles  Railway, 
2R.  1426 

Home,    Lieutenant-Oolonel    D.  Milne, 
Berwick-on-  Tweed 
Army — Purchase  Colonels,  747 
Central  Northumberland  Railway,  2R.  850 

Hope,  Eight  Hon.  A.  J.  B.  Beresford, 
Cambridge  University 
Parliament — Business  of  the  House  (Putting 
the  Question),  Res.  1704 

HopwooD,  Mr.  0.  H.,  Stockport 

Accrington  Extension  and  Improvement,  2R. 

Amendt.  820,  347 
Criminal  Law  Amendment,  2R.  402 

HovARD,  Mr.  J.,  Bedfordshire 
Poller  Explosions,  Comm.  odd.  d.  5^1 


iLLmawoRTH,  Mr.  A.,  Bradford 

County  Cess  (Ireland),   Motion  for  a  Select 

Committee,  1548 
Parish  Churches.  2R.  1558 
Supply— Post  Office  Telegraph  Service,  149 

Imprisonment  for  Debt  Bill 

{Mr,  Anderson f  Mr,  Michael  Baee,  Sir  Henry 
Wolffj  Mr,  Broadhttrtt) 

c.  Ordered  ;  read  l^*  Mar  13  [Bill  102] 

India 
MiscxLLAinous  QuxsnoHs 

Consumption  of  Rum,  Question,  Mr.  O'Donnell ; 
Answer,  The  Marquess  of  Hartingion  Mar  13, 
741 

Crimifial  Procedure  Amendment  BiU,  Ques- 
tions, Mr.  O'Donnell ;  Answers,  The  Mar- 
ouess  of  Hartington  Mar  9,  456;— 7*A« 
Indian  Penal  Code,  Question,  Mr.  O'Donnell ; 
Answer,  The  Marquess  of  Hartington  Mar  13, 
742 

Law  and  Justice^  Oaee  of  Jadavrai  Bari- 
shankar.  Question,  Mr.  R.  N.  Fowler ;  Ad« 
swer.  The  Marquess  of  Hartington  Mar  8,  8 

Revenue,  ^e, — Sale  of  InioxieaHng  Drinks, 
Question,  Mr.  O'Donnell ;  Answer,  The 
Marquess  of  Hartington  Mar  9,  456 
Inerease  of  Intemperanee,  Questions,  Mr. 
O'Donnell,  Mr.  Arthur  O'Connor  ;  Answers, 
The  Man^uess  of  Hartington  Mar  16, 1006 

The  Financial  Statement,  Question,  Mr.  Arthur 
Arnold  ;  Answer,  The  Marquess  of  Harting- 
ton Mar  9,  467 

The  Indian  Council — 7%«  Vacancy,  Question, 
Mr.  Onslow;  Answer,  The  Marquess  of 
Hartington  Mar  23, 1649 

The  McStrat  Civil  Service,  Question,  Mr. 
Gibson ;  Answer,  The  MarqucM  of  Hart- 
ington Mar  9,  460 

The  Maharajahs  Sdndia  and  Bolkar,  Ques- 
tion, Baron  Henry  De  Worms  ;  Answer,  The 
Marquess  of  Hartington  Mar  9,  450 

The  New  Inland  Emigration  Act  '^Lahourers 
in  the  Tea  Districts,  Question,  Sir  George 
Campbell ;  Answer,  The  Marqaess  of  Hart- 
ington Mar  23,  1668 

India — Public  Works 
Moved,  *'  That  an  humble  Address  be  presented 
to  Her  Majesty  for  Copies  or  extracts  of  all 
correspondence  between  the  Secretary  of 
State  for  India  and  the  Governor  General  in 
Council,  from  the  1st  of  January  1878  to 
the  present  time,  respecting  the  prosecution, 
firstly,  of  productive  public  works  by  means 
of  borrowed  funds  ;  secondly,  of  works  de- 
signed for  protection  against  famine  and 
commonly  described  as  protective  works ; 
and  thirdly,  of  measures  taken  for  the  pur- 
pose of  famine  insurance"  {The  JSarl  of 
Lytton)  Mar  10,  579 ;  after  abort  debate, 
Motion  agreed  to 

India  Office,  The—The  Shippntg  Business 
Question,  Mr.  Coddlngton  ;  Answer.  The  Mar- 
^^isa  oC  Hartington  Mar  30, 13^3 
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Industrial  Schools  BUI  [h.l.1 

(Th$  Sari  Stanhope) 
/.  PreMnted ;  read  !••  Mar  10  (No.  34) 

Interments  (Felo  de  se)  Bill 

( Vitcount  Ehrington,  Sir  John  Amory,  Sir  John 

Ktnnaway) 

e.  Ordered  •  Mar  8 

Read  !<>  •  Mar  9  [BUI  98] 

Ibeland 

MifOILLAirXOOS    QUISTIONB 

AcquinHon  and  Control  of  Irish  Railwaytf 
ObsenratioDS,  Mr.  Blennerhastett :  Reply, 
Mr.  Evelyn  Ashley  ;  debate  thereon  Mar  10, 
635 

Collectw  General  of  Raiet  (DubUn),  Mr.  SeoU 
Byme^  Question,  Mr.  Gill;  Answer,  Mr. 
W.  E.  Forster  Mar  13,  748 

Crown  Renitt  Question,  Captain  Aylmer ;  An- 
swer, Lord  Frederick,  Cavendish  Mar  6,  186 

Fain  and  MarkeU  —  Legislation,  Question, 
Observations,  Viscount  Midleton ;  Reply, 
Lord  Garlingford  Mar  3,  1 

Landlord  and  Tenant — Case  of  John  BaUoran^ 
PaXUUt  Co,  Kerry,  Question,  Mr.  Arthur 
O'Connor;  Answer,  Lord  Frederick  Caven- 
dish Mar  16,  995 

Lunatic  Asylums — County  of  Derry  Lunatic 
Asylum,  Questions,  Mr.  Lewis ;  Answers, 
The  Solicitor  General  for  Ireland  Mar  6, 
172 ; — Legislation,  Question,  Mr.  W.  J. 
Corbet ;  Answer,  The  Attorney  General  for 
Ireland  Mar  6, 179 

Peace  Preservation  Acta  {Ireland)  1848  to  1882 
— Number  of  Prisoners  at  any  one  Period, 
Question,  Mr.  ilealy ;  Answer,  Mr.  W.  E. 
Forster  A#ar  21,  1437 

7%e  Land  Courts  State  of  Business,  Quettions, 
Mr.  T.  A.  Dickson,  Mr.  O'Donnell ;  Answers, 
Mr.  W.  E.  Forster  Mar  20,  1285 

The  National  Exhibition — Subscription  for 
Shares,  Question,  Mr.  Redmond ;  Answer, 
Mr.  W.  E.  Forster  Mar  13,  732 

The  New  Museum  of  Science  and  Art,  Dublin, 
Question,  Mr.  Dawson ;  Answer,  Lord 
Frederick  Cavendish  Mar  17,  1140 

The  QiAen^s  Colleges  and  the  Royal  University 
of  Ireland,  Question,  Mr.  W.  J.  Corbet ; 
Answer,  Mr.  W,  E.  Forster  Mar  13,  734 

Education 

Board  ef  Nationtd  Education^ Mr.  Boylan 
and  baptain  VEstrange,  Question,  Mr. 
Redmond ;  Answer,  The  Attorney  General 
for  Ireland  Mar  23,  1652 

National  Education — The  Model  Schools,  Ques- 
tion, Mr.  Biggar  ;  Answer,  Mr.  W.  E.  Forster 
Mar  13,  731 

Post  Office 

Telegraph  Office  Superintendents,  Question, 
Mr.  Macfarlane ;  Answer,  Mr.  Fawoett 
Mar  23,  1654 

The  Postmaster  of  Hollywood,  Question,  Mr. 
M'Coan ;  Answer,  Mr.  Fawoett  Mar  20, 
1280 

The  Postmistress  of  Bohermeen,  Question,  Mr. 
Metge  ;  Answer,  Mr.  Fawcett  Mar  20, 
1278;  Qnettion,  Mr.  Metge;  Answer,  Lord 
Hiohard  QrosYenor  Mar  23,  1657 

[cont. 
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Poor  Law 

Dr,  J.  E.  Kenny,  Question,  Mr.  Gray ;  An- 
swer, The  Attorney  General  for  Ireland 
Mar  9,  459 

The  Newry  Unton^Mr,  Thompson  Cooke, 
Question,  Mr.  Barry  ;  Answer,  The  Attorney 
General  for  Ireland  Mar  3,  10 

Prisons 

Armagh  Gaol,  Question,  Mr.  Redmond ;  An- 
swer, Mr.  W.  E.  Forster  Mar  10,  587 
Omagh  Oaol,  Questions,  Mr.  T.    A.  Dickson, 
Mr.  Gray,  Mr.  Healy  ;  Answers,  Mr.  W.  K. 
Forster  Mar  14,  888 

Law  and  Justice 

Election  of  Petty  Sessions  Clerk  at  Edenderry, 
King's  County,  Question,  Mr.  Molley  ;  An- 
swer, Mr.  W.  E.  Forster  Mar  20,  1274 

Law  and  Police 
Constable  Molloy,   Question,  Mr.   Redmond  ; 

Answer,  The  Attorney  General  for  Ireland 

Mar  23,  1652 
Illegal  Use  of  Firearms,  Question,  Mr.  Biggar  ; 

Answer,  The  Attorney  General  for  Ireland 

Mar  16,  987 

Criminal  Law 

Case  of  Peter  Dunne,  Questions,  Mr.  Arthur 
O'Connor,  Mr.  Sexton  ;  Answers,  The  Attor- 
ney General  for  Ireland  Mar  23,  1650 

Mr.  Michael  Davitt,  Questions,  Mr.  Redmond, 
Mr.  Uealy ;  Answers,  Sir  William  Haroourt 
Mar  20,  1275 

The  Maaistracy 
Allegea  Assault  on  Mr,  Boylan,  Question,  Mr. 

Redmond ;  Answer,  The  Attorney  General 

for  Ireland  Mar  6,  173 
Blessinglon    Road    Sessions,    Question,    Mr. 

Sexton ;  Answer,  Mr.  W.  E.  Forster  Mar  16, 

988 
Carlow  County,  Question,   Mr.  Macfarlane  ; 

Answer,  The  Attorney  General  for  Ireland 

Mar  23,  1655 
Mr.  Aneketell,  Question,  Mr.  Healy  ;  Answer, 

The  Attorney  General  for  Ireland  Mar  24, 

1818 
Mr.  Clifford  Lloyd,  Question,  Mr.  Healy  ;  An- 
swer,  The  Attorney   General    for    Ireland 

Mar  24,  1820 

Relief  of  Distress 

Seed  Potatoes,  Questions,  Mr.  O'Connor  Power, 
Mr.  Arthur  O'Connor ;  Answers,  The  Attor- 
ney General  for  Ireland  Mar  9,  458 

Seed  Supply  Act,'2lB60,  Question,  Mr.  Gray  ; 
Answer,  The  Attorney  General  for  Ireland 
Afar9,  469;— 7%«  Seeds  Loan  Rate— The 
Franchise — Right  of  Voting  at  Poor  Law 
Elections,  Question,  Mr.  O'Donnell ;  Answer, 
The  Attorney  General  for  Ireland  Mar  13, 
748  ;—Loss  of  Franchise  by  Non-Payment, 
Question,  Mr.  Healy  ;  Answer,  The  Attorney 
General  for  Ireland  ;  Question,  Mr.  O'Don- 
nell [no  answer]  Mar  14,  884 

State  of  Ireland 
Castlecomer  Ladies'  Land  League,  Question, 
Mr.    Redmond;    kxA^vt^   '^Xa     K\\sst:\«s^ 
Q^ii«T«L\  feT  \t«\MA  Mot  ^  ^\^ 
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Alleged  Canspiraey  to  Murder  {Maryborough), 
Questions,  Mr.  Arthur  O'Connor,  Mr.  Sexton:; 
Answers,  The  Attorney  General  for  Ireland 
Mar  7,  878 

Jlie  Disturbance  at  Ballyragget,  Question,  Mr. 
P.  Martin;  Answer,  The  Attorney  General 
for  Ireland  Mar  9,  462 

Police  Protection  {Caret<ikert),  Observations, 
Mr.  Gorst;  Reply,  Mr.  W.  E.  Forster; 
debate  thereon  Mar  10,  667  ;  Questions, 
Mr.  Pitxpatrick,  Mr.  Healy ;  Answers,  Mr. 
W.  E.  Forster  Mar  18.  748  ;  Question,  Mr. 
Gibson;  Answer,  Mr.  W.  E.  Forster ifbr  14, 
892 

St.  Patrick's  Day  in  Derry^  Questions,  Mr. 
Lewis,  Mr.  Sexton,  Mr.  O'Donnell  ;  An- 
swers, Mr.  W.  E.  Forster  Mar  18,  788 

Evictions — Estates  of  the  Irish  Society,  Ques- 
tions, Mr.  O'Donnell,  Mr.  Sexton  ;  Answers, 
Mr.  W.  E.  Forster  Mar  18,  787 

Evictions—  Farms  Bought  up  by  tJie  Emergency 
Committee,  Question,  Mr.  M'Coan  ;  Answer, 
Mr.  W.  E.  Forster  Mar  20,  1800 

Viscount  Gormanston*s  Estate,  Co,  Meath — 
Setting  Fire  to  Houses,  Question,  Mr. 
Biggar  ;  Answer,  Mr.  W.  E.  Forster  Mar  20, 
1270  ; —  Viscount  Oormanston's  Agent,  Ques- 
tion, Mr.  Metge ;  Answer,  The  Attorney 
General  for  Ireland  Mar  28,  1 660 

Ths  Constabulary  and  the  Enniseorthy  DramajUc 
Association,  Questions,  Mr.  Byrne ;  Answers, 
Mr.  W.  E.  Forster;  Question,  Mr.  ilealy 
[no  answer]  Mar  16,  994 

The  Constabulary— 'Charitable  Meetings,  Ques- 
tions, Mr.  Sexton ;  Answers,  Mr.  W.  E. 
Forster  Mar  20,  1277  i—Corporation  0/ 
Drogheda,  Question,  Mr.  Dawson  ;  Answer, 
Mr.  W.  E.  Forster  Mar  20,  1286 

The  ^ueen*s  County— Presentment  for  Extra 
Police,  Question,  Mr.  Arthur  O'Connor ; 
Answer,  Mr.  W.  £.  Forster  Mar  16,  996 

County  Leitrim,  Questions,  Mr.  Biggar,  Mr. 
Tottenham ;  Answers,  Mr.  W.  E.  Forster 
Jfor  17,  1187 

The  City  of  Water/ord,  Question,  Mr.  R. 
Power ;  Answer,  The  Attorney  General  for 
Ireland  Mar  28,  1651 

The  County  of  JFaterford,  Question,  Mr.  R. 
Power  ;  Answer,  The  Attorney  General  for 
Ireland  Mar  24,  1807 

Wicklow  Co, — Carrickbyme  Lodge,  Questions, 
Mr.  Redmond ;  Answers,  The  Attorney 
General  for  Ireland  Mar  24,  1800 

Visit  of  the  Chief  Secretary  to  TuUamore, 
Questions,  Mr.  O'Donnell,  Mr.  Sexton,  Mr. 
Callan  ;  Answers,  Mr.  W.  E.  Forster,  Mr. 
Speaker  Mar  16,  997  ;  Observations,  Mr. 
Sexton  ;  Reply,  Mr.  W.  E.  Forster ;  short 
debate  thereon,  1061  ;  Question,  Mr.  Healy ; 
Answer,  Mr.  W.  E.  Forster  Mar  20, 1286 

Car  Owners,  Question,  Mr.  O'Donnell;  An- 
swer, Mr.  W.  E.  Forster  Mar  16,  1008 

Seizure  of  the  "Irish  World"  Newspaper, 
Questions,  Mr.  Healy,  Mr.  Lewis  ;  Answers, 
Mr.  W.  E.  Forster ;  Question,  Mr.  Red- 
mond ;  [no  answer]  i/ar  1 0, 598  ;  Questions, 
Mr.  Healy ;  Answers,  Mr.  W.  E.  Forster, 
The  Attorney  General  for  Ireland  Mar  18, 
746 

Stisure  of  Irish  Newspapers— Notice  of  Actum 
4^fainst  the  Ocvemment,  QamUoh,  ObMi^n- 
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tions,  Mr.  Lewis ;  Reply,  The  Attorney 
General  for  Ireland  Mar  17, 1185  ;  Question, 
Mr.  Macfarlane ;  Answer,  The  Attorney 
General  for  Ireland  Mar  28, 1656  i^Seintre 
of  the  "  Irish  World,**  Question,  Mr.  Lewis  ; 
Answer,  The  Attorney  General  for  Ireland 
Mar  2a,  1294;  Question,  Mr.  Healy;  An- 
swer, The  Attorney  General  for  Ireland 
Maril,  1486 

Alleged  Imprisonment  of  a  Boy  for  Purchasing 
a  Copy  of  **  United  Ireland,"  Questions,  Mr. 
Sexton  ;  Answers,  The  Attorney  General  for 
Ireland  Mar  24,  1818 

Alleged  Outrage  by  Soldiers,  Question,  Mr. 
Healy  ;  Answer,  Mr.  Childers  Mar  20,  1272 

Reported  Outrages,  Question,  Sir  Walter  B. 
Barttelot ;  Answer,  Mr.  W.  E.  Forster 
Mar  20,  1800 

Reported  Outrages  on  Sunday,  Questions,  Mr. 
Macartney;  Answers,  Mr.  W.  E.  Forster 
Mar  21,  1440 

Terrorism,  Question,  Mr.  Forester  ;  Answer, 
Mr.  W.  E.  Forster  Mar  20, 1878 

Attempted  Murder  of  Mr,  Carter,  Questions, 
Sir  Walter  B.  Barttelot,  Mr.  Sohreiber ; 
Answers,  Mr.  W.  E.  Forster  Mar  17,  1147 ; 
Question,  Sir  Walter  B.  Barttelot ;  Answer, 
Mr.  W.  E.  Forster  Mar  20,  1299 

Protection  of  Person  and  Property  (Ireland)  Act, 
1881 

Mr,  /.  A,   Ennis,  Question  Mr.  Redmond ; 

Answer,  The  Attorney  General  for  Ireland 

Mar  8,  9 
Mr,  M,  J,  KeUy,  Question,  Mr.  Barry  ;  Answer, 

The  Attorney  General  for  Ireland  Mar  8,  10 
Mr,  Toman,  Questions,  Mr.  Healy ;  Answers, 

Mr.  W.  E.  Forster  Mar  10,  588 
Mr.  W,  F,  Moloney,  Questions,  Mr.  Redmond, 

Mr.  Leamy ;   Answers,  Mr.  W.   E.  Forster 

Mar  10,  587 
Mir,  Thomas  Mahoney,  Questions,  Mr.  Healy  ; 

Answers,  Mr.  W.  E.  Forster  Jtfar  10,  592  ; 

Mar  16.  1004  ;  Mar  21,  1487 
Mr,  N,  J,  Barrett,  Question,   Mr.   Biggar; 

Answer,  Mr.  FaWoett  Mar  10,  598 
Mr,  Lyne,  Question,  Mr.  Healy ;  Answer,  Mr. 

W.  E.  Forster  Mar  10,  598 
Mr,  John  Rorke,  Question,  Mr.  Healy  ;  An- 
swer,   Mr.   W.    E.   Forster    Mar   10,  595  ; 

Moved,  **  That  this  House  do  now  adjourn  " 

{Mr.  Healy)',   after  debate.   Question   put; 

A.  16,  N.  147;  M.  131  (D.  L.  48) 
Mr.  J.  M.  Murray,  Question,  Mr.  Biggar ; 

Answer,  Mr.  W.  E.  Forster  Mar  18,  732 
Mr,  Mangan,  Question,   Mr.  Redmond  ;    An- 
swer, Mr.  W.  E.  Forster  Mar  18,  785 

John  Mc Morrow,  Questions,  Mr.  Biggar  ;  An- 
swers, Mr.  W.  E.  Forster  Mar  14,  889  ; 
Mar  17,  1138 

Dr.  J.  E,  Kenny,  Questions,  Mr.  Redmond ; 
Answers,  Sir  William  Harcourt  Mar  14,  897 

Mr,  G.  0'  Toole,  Question,  Mr.  W.  J.  Corbet ; 

Answer,  Mr.  W.  E.  Forster  Mar  16,  988 
Mr.  James  Beaarty,   Question,  Mr.   Leamy ; 

Answer,  Mr.  W.  E.  Forster  Mar  16,  1002 
Mr.  N.    H,    Devine  and  Mr.    J.    O^Connell, 

Question,  Mr.  Sexton ;  Answer,  Mr.  W.  E. 

Forster  Mar  16,  1019 
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Michael  SlaJUery,  QaettioDi,  Mr.  Redmond; 
Answers,  Mr.  W.  E.  Forster  Mar  20,  1274, 
1300 

Mr.  Edmund  Burke^  Mr.  William  Byne$,  and 
Mr.  Thomas  M*Mahon,  Qaestions,  Mr. 
O'Shea;  Answers,  Mr.  W.  E.  Fonter 
Mar  21,  1438 

Messrs.  Ryan  and  Egan,  Question,  Mr.  Sex- 
ton ;  Answer,  The  Attorney  General  for 
Ireland  Mar  23,  1653 

John  Ryan,  Question,  Mr.  Sexton ;  Answer, 
The  Attorney  General  for  Ireland  Mar  24, 
1812 

Mr.  Kennedy,  Question,  Mr.  Bigrar ;  Answer, 
The  Attorney  General  for  Ireland  Mar  23, 
1658 

Patrick  Murphy,  Questions,  Mr.  Sexton,  Mr. 
Arthur  O'Connor  ;  Answers,  The  Attorney 
General  for  Ireland  Mar  24,  1808 

Owen  Breheny,  Question,  Mr.  Sexton ;  An- 
swer, The  Attorney  General  for  Ireland 
ifar24.  1811 

Mr.  R.  Hodnett,  Question,  Mr.  Healy ;  An- 
swer, The  Attorney  General  for  Ireland 
Mar  24,  1820 

Warrants  against  Members  of  this  House, 
Questions,  Mr.  Ilealy,  Mr.  Arthur  O'Con- 
nor ;  Answers,  The  Attorney  General  tor 
Ireland,  Mr.  Speaker  Mar  3,  IS  ;  Moved, 
**  That  this  House  do  now  adjourn "  {Mr. 
Arthur  0*  Connor) ;  after  short  debate,  Mo- 
tion withdrawn 

Arrests 

Arrests  under  the  Act,  Question,  Mr.  Barry ; 
Answer,  The  Attorney  General  for  Ireland 
Mar  3,  25  ;  Questions,  Dr.  Goromins,  Mr. 
Redmond,  Mr.  Leamy  ;  Answers,  The  Attor- 
ney General  for  Ireland  Mar  6,  175  ;  Ques- 
tion, Mr.  Leamy  ;  Answer,  The  Attorney 
General  for  Ireland  Mar  7,  381  ;  Questions, 
Mr.  Uealy  ;  Answers,  Mr.  W.  E.  Forster 
Mar  13,  740 

Persons  Arrested  under  the  Act,  Question,  Mr. 
O'Connor  Power;  Answer,  The  Attorney 
General  for  Ireland  Mar  3,26 ;  Questions,  Mr. 
Sexton,  Mr.  Gray,  Mr.  Healy,  Mr.  Red- 
mond; Answers,  Mr.  W.  E.  Forster  Mar  14, 
879  ;  Question,  Mr.  Leamy  ;  Answer,  Sir 
Charles  W.  Dilke  Mar  24,  1816 

Arrest  of  Patrick  Masterson,  Question,  Mr. 
Sexton  ;  Answer,  Mr.  W.  E.  Forster  Mar  14, 
802 

Arrests,  Question,  Mr.  Bellingham;  Answer, 
Mr.  W.  £.  Forster  Mar  16,  1002 

Letters  between  Persons  arrested  under  the 
Act,  Question,  Mr.  Redmond  ;  Answer,  Mr. 
W.  £.  Forster  Mar  20,  1283 

Letters  to  Persons  arrested  under  the  Act, 
Questions,  Mr.  Joseph  Cowen,  Mr.  Sexton  ; 
Answers,  Mr.  W.  E.  Forster  Mar  20,  1288 

Letters  to  Mr.  ParneU  and  Mr.  Dillon,  Uues- 
tion,  Mr.  Sexton  ;  Answer,  Mr.  W.  E.  For- 
ster Mar  10,  585 

TrecUment  of  Persons  arrested  under  the  Act, 
Obserrationsy  Mr.  Redmond  ;  Reply,  Mr. 
W.  E.  Forster;  debate  thereon  Mar  13, 
785  ;  Quettiou,  Mr.  Joseph  Cowen  ;  Answer, 
Mr.  VV.  E.  Forster  J/ar  14,  895  ;  Questions, 

cont. 
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Sir  Arthur  Otway.  Mr.  Dillwyn,  Mr.  Healy  ; 
Answers,  Mr.  W.  E.  Forster  Mar  16,  1011  ; 
Question,  Mr.  Sexton ;  Answer,  Mr.  W.  E. 
Forster  Mar  17,  1144  ;  Question,  Mr.  Red- 
mond ;  Answer,  Mr.  W.  E.  Forster  Mar  20, 
1277;  Questions,  Mr.  Justin  McCarthy,  Mr. 
Leamy ;  Answers,  Mr.  W.  £.  Forster,  1286  ; 
Questions,  Mr.  Redmond,  Mr.  Sexton ;  An- 
swers, Mr.  W.  E.  Forster  Mar  21,  1428  ; 
Moved,  "  That  this  House  do  now  adjourn  " 
(Mr.  Redmond) ;  after  short  debate,  Motion 
withdrawn ;  Question,  Mr.  Arthur  O'Connor; 
Answer,  The  Attorney  General  for  Ireland 
Mar  23,  1650 ;  Questions,  Mr.  Sexton ; 
Answers,  The  Attorney  General  for  Ireland, 
1 653  ;  Question,  Mr.  Healy  ;  Answer,  The 
Attorney  General  for  Ireland  Mar  24,  1819 

Dundalk  Oaol,  Questions,  Mr.  Arthur  O'Con- 
nor; Answers,  The  Attorney  General  for 
Ireland  Mar  7,  381 

The  ** Suspects**  (Expenses),  Question,  Mr. 
Fitzpatriok ;  Answer,  The  Attorney  General 
for  Ireland  Mar  9,  457 

Charge  of  Posting  up  a  Notice,  Question,  Dr. 
Commms ;  Answer,  The  Attorney  General 
for  Ireland  Mar  10,  586 

Outdoor  Relief  to  Families  of  Prisoners  con- 
fined under  the  Act,  Question,  Mr.  Biggar  ; 
Answer,  Mr.  W.  E.  Forster  Mar  21,  1435 

The  Royal  Irish  Constabulary 

Resignations  in  the  RoycU  Irish  Constabulary* 
Question,  Mr.  Redmond  ;  Answer,  The 
Attorney  General  for  Ireland  Mar  9,  458  ; 
Questions,  Mr.  Redmond ;  Answers,  Mr.  W. 
E.  Forster  Mar  13,  736 

Alleged  Excess  of  Duty  at  Cappamore,  County 
Limerick,  Questions,  Mr.  Redmond ;  An- 
swers, The  Attorney  General  for  Ireland 
Mar  3,  25 

Que  of  Sub'Coffstabte  Walsh,  Questions,  Mr. 
Healy  ;  Answers,  Mr.  W.  £.  Forster  Mar2\, 
1436 

Promotion,  Questions,  Major  O'Beirne,  Mr. 
W.  J.  Corbet ;  Answers,  Mr.  W.  E.  Forster 
Mar  21,  1434 

Sub-Constable  Forbes,  Questions,  Mr.  Metge ; 
Answers,  The  Attorney  General  for  Ireland 
Mar  24,  1810 

Ireland — County  Cess 

Moved,  "  That  a  Seleot  Committee  be  appointed 
to  inquire  into  the  manner  in  which  a  County 
Cess  of  8«.  \\d.  in  the  pound  was  imposed 
at  the  summer  assises  on  the  townlauds  of 
Ballintubber,  Braokloon,  and  Brookagh,  in 
the  county  of  Gal  way,  and  the  manner  in 
which  a  heavy  County  Cess  was  imposed  on 
Cool,  Raheen,  and  other  townlands  in 
Queen's  County  "  {Colonel  Nolan)  Mar  21, 
1533  ;  after  debate.  Question  put,  A.  25, 
N.  79 ;  M.  54  (D.  L.  56) 

Ireland — ifajor  Bond,  Stipendiary  Magis- 

trats 
Amendt.  on  Committee  of  Supply  Mar  16,  To 
leave    out    from    "  ThaJt^"  uasl  ^'^'^  *^  >J«v'*> 
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Iretand—Majar  Bond,  Stipendiary  MagiitraU^ 
oont. 
the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland  did  not 
exercise  more  care  and  better  discretion  in 
appointing  Major  Bond  to  the  responsible 
oflBce  of  a  stipendiarj  magistrate  in  Ireland  " 
{Mr.  Ccdlan)  v.,  1030 ;  Question  proposed, 
"  That  the  words,  die. ; "  after  debate,  Ques- 
tion put,  A.  78,  N.  14  ;  M.  64  (D.  L.  49) 

Irish  Land  Commission 

MI8OSLLANBOU8   QUBBTIOHI 

Question,  Observations,  Lord  Oranmore  and 
Browne  ;  Reply.  Lord  Carlingford  Mar  13, 
725  :  Question,  Mr.  M'Coan  ;  Answer,  Lord 
Frederick  Cavendish  Mar  24,  1814 

Appointment  of  Solieitor,  Questions,  Mr. 
Heal  J,  Mr.  Sexton ;  Answers,  The  Attorney 
General  for  Ireland,  Mr.  W.  E.  Forster 
Mar  20,  1280 

Mr.  FottrelCs  Pamphlet,  Question,  Mr.  Totten- 
ham ;  Answer,  Mr.  W.  E.  Forster  Mar  20, 
1292 

Return  of  Judgments,  Question,  Sir  Heryey 
Bruce  ;  Answer,  The  Attorney  General  for 
Ireland  Mar  6,  188  :  Question,  Mr.  Lewis  ; 
Answer,  Mr.  Gladstone,  227  :  Questions,  Mr. 
J.  N.  Richardson,  Mr.  Gibson ;  Answers, 
The  Attorney  General  for  Ireland  Mar  9,  463 

Stamped  Agreements,  Question,  Mr.  Macartney ; 
Answer,  The  Attorney  General  for  Ireland 
Mar  13,  732 

The  Secretary,  Mr,  Oodiey,  Explanation,  The 
Attorney  General  for  Ireland ;  Questions, 
Mr.  Lewis  ;  Answers,  The  Attorney  Groneral 
for  Ireland  Mar  6, 189 

James,  Sir  H.  {see  Attorney  General, 
The) 

James,  Mr.  W.  H.,  Gateshead 

Charity  Commission — Lord  Crewe's  Charities, 

1271 
Supply — Civil  Contingencies  Fund  of  Certain 
Miscellaneous  Advances,  187 
Miscellaneous  Expenses,  130 

Jebningham,   Mr.   H.  E.  H.,  Benoiek- 

on- Tweed 
Russia   and    Persia  —  Frontier    Question  — 
Sarakhs,  1647 

Johnson,  Bight  Hon.  W.  M.  (Attorney 
General  for  Ireland),  Mallow 

County  Courts  (Ireland),  2R.  942 
Ireland — Miscellaneous  Questions 

Board  of  National  Education — Mr.  Boylan 

and  Captain  L'Estrange,  1652 
Criminal  Law — Peter  Dunne,  Case  of,  1651 
Law  and  Police — Illegal  Use  of  Firearms, 

987  ;^ConsUble  Molloy,  1652 
Lunatic  Asylums,  179 
Poor  Law — Dr.  J.  E.  Kenny,  459 ;— Newry 

Union — Mr.  Thompson  Cooke,  1 1 
Post  Office— Seizure  of  the  **  Irish  World  " 

Newspaper,  747,  1487 
Relief  of  Distress — Seed   Potatoes,   458, 

469  ;— Seed    Supply   Act,  1880*Seeds 

Loan  Rate,  &o.  748, 8S5 


\ 


JomnoH,  Right  Hon.  W.  M.- 

Royal  Irish  Constabulary,  i(8 ;— Alleged 
Excess  of  Duty  at  Cappamore,  Go.  Lime- 
rioli,  25  ;— Sub-ConsUble  Forbes,  1810, 
1811 

Ireland — Irish    Land    Commission  —  Miscel- 
laneous Questions 
Appointment  of  Solicitor,  1281 
Return  of  Judgments,  189,  463,  464 
Stamped  Agreements,  783 
The  Secretary,  Ezplanatioo,  189, 190 

Ireland — Land  Law  Act,  1881 — Misoellaneons 
Questions 
Assistant  Commissioners,  27 
Judicial  Rents,  1652 
Sec.  58— Town  Parks,  12,  18 

Ireland  —  Magistracy  —  Miscellaneous    Ques- 
tions 
Carlow  County,  1656 
Mr.  Ancketell,  1819 
Mr.  Clifford  Lloyd,  1820 

Ireland — Protection  of  Person  and  Property 

Act,  1881 — Miscellaneous  Questions 
Arrests  under  the  Act,  26,  175,  176,    177, 

381 
Charge  of  Posting  up  a  Notice,  586 
Dundalk  Gaol,  381,  382 
Ennis,  Mr.  J.  N.,  9 
Hodnett,  Mr.,  1820 
Kelly,  Mr.  M.  J.,  10 
Kennedy,  Mr.,  1658 
Murphy,  Patrick,  1809 
Owen  Breheny,  1812 
.  Prisoners  under  the  Act,  26 
Ryan  and  Egan,  Messrs.,  Case  of,  1653, 

1812 
" Suspects"  (Expenses),  457 
Treatment  of  Prisoners  Arrested  under  the 

Act,  1650,  1654,  1819 
Warrant  against  Members  of  this  House, 

13,14 

Ireland,  State  of— Miscellaneous  Questions 
Alleged  Assault  on  Mr.  Boylan,  173 
Alleged    Conspiracy    to    Murder    (Mary- 
borough), 379,  380 
Alleged  Imprisonment  of  a  Boy  for  Pur- 
chasing a  Copy  of  "  United  Ireland," 
1813 
Castlecomer  Ladies'  Land  League,  10 
Disturbance  at  Ballyragget,  463 
Evictions,   dec.  —  Viscount    Gormanston's 

EsUte— The  Agent,  1660 
Police  Protection  for  *'  CareUkers,"  682 
Seizure  of  Newspapers,  1656  ;— Notioe  of 
Action  against  the   Gofernment,  1135, 
1136,  1294 
Waterford  City,  1651,  1808 
Wicklow  Co.— Carrickbyme  Lodge,  1810 

Ireland — County   Cess,   Motion   for  a  Select 

Committee,  1535 
Judgments  (Inferior  Courts),  2R.  947 
Land  l^aw  (Ireland)  Act  (1881)  Amendment 

(No.  3),  2R.  953,  956 
Municipal  Franchise  (Ireland),  2R.  936 
Supply — Civil  Services  and  ftevenue  Depart- 
ments, 1945 
Grants  for  Civil  Services  (Excesses),  1352 
Irish  Land  Commission,  82,  83,  84,  85,  95, 

97,  110,  113,  117,119,121,122 
Post  Office  Telegraph  Service,  152 
Report,  309,  689,  691,  692,  693,  703, 1398 
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JudgmentB  (Inferior  Courts)  Bill 

(Mr.  Monk,  Mr.  Nortoood,  Mr.  Ander$on,  Mr. 
Corry,  Mr.  Seid,  Mr.  Serjeant  Sitnon) 

e.  Moved,  **  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  2* " 
Mar  15,  944 
Afler  short  debate,  Amendt.  to  leave  out 
**  now,"  and  add  '*  upon  this  day  six  months  " 
(Mr.  Callan)  ;  Question  proposed,  "  That 
*  now,'  &o. ; "  after  further  short  debate, 
Question  put,  and  agreed  to  ;  main  Question 
put,  and  agreed  to ;  Bill  read  2°  [Bill  44] 

**  Jumboy^^  Removal  of  the  Elephant 
Questions,  Mr.  Labouchere,  Mr.  Gill ;  Answers, 
Mr.  Evelyn  Ashley  Mar  10,  591 

Kbnnaway,  Sir  J.  H.,  Devon f  E. 
Africa  (Central)— District   of   Lake   Nyassa, 

174 
Parliament — Business  of  the  House  (Putting 

the  Question),  Res.  Id51 

Kensington,  Right  Hon.  Lord  (Comp- 
troller of  the  Household),  Haver- 
fordwest 
Her   Majesty  the   Queen,  Attempt  upon   the 
Life  of— Her  Majesty's  Answer  to  the  Ad- 
dress, 625 

KiMBERLET,  Earl  of  (Secretary  of  State 

for  the  Colonies) 
Africa  (South)— Basutoland,  706,  708 

Transvaal,  578  ;— Boers,  1622 
British  North  Borneo  Company  (Charter),  723 

EliNNEAR,  Dr.  J.,  Donegal 

Irish  Railways,  Acquisition  and  Control  of, 
655 

Labouohebe,  Mr.  H.,  Northampton 
Corrupt    Practices    at    Elections    Act — The 
Boston    Bribery    Commission  —  Scheduled 
Magistrates,  1000 
Elephant  **  Jumbo,"  Removal  of,  591 
H.R.H.    Prince    Leopold,  Duke   of   Albany, 
Marriage  of— Message  from   Her  Majesty, 
1443  ;  Comm.  1678, 1682,  1683,  1703 
New  Zealand — Destruction  of  Growing  Crops 

of  the  Maories  by  the  Police,  1439 
Parliament — Miscellaneous  Questions 
House  of  Lords,  388 
Privilege  —  New    Writ   for   Northampton 

(Mr.  Bradlaugh),  1822 
Public  Business,  757 
Parliament— Call  of  the  House,  Res.  1781 
Parliamentary    Oath— Mr.    Bradlaugh,    Res. 

192,  194,  195,  197,  200,  207,  389 
Supply — Civil  Contingencies  Fund  of  Certain 
Miscellaneous  Advances,  133 
Miscellaneous  Eipenses,  Amendt.  129,  130, 

131 
Report,  293 

Lamington,  Lord 

British  North  Borneo  Company  (Charter),  708 
Public    OfiElces,   The    New— Site  and   Plani, 
1794 
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Land  Law  {Ireland)  Act,  1881 

MzSOlLLAirSOUS  (^UBBnONI 

The  Attistani  Commietionen,  Qaesiioni,  Mr. 
Bourke,  Mr.  Healy  ;  Answers,  The  Attorney 
General  for  Ireland  Mar  3,  27 

8ub-CommUs%aner  Walpole,  Question,  Mr. 
Arthur  O'Connor;  Answer,  Mr.  W.  E. 
Forster  Mar  17,  1139 

"  Adams  v.  Dunseath,*'  Questions,  Mr.  Healy  ; 
Answers,  Mr.  Gladstone  Mar  13,  751 ;  Ques- 
tions, Mr.  Healy,  Lord  Elcho ;  Answers, 
Mr.  Gladstone  Mar  23,  1662 

Dormant  Provisions,  Notices,  Mr.  W.  H. 
Smith,  Mr.  O'Donnell  Mar  16, 1029 

Judicial  Rents,  Question,  Mr.  Molloy ;  Answer, 
Mr.  W.  E.  Forster  Mar  13,  740  ;  Question, 
Mr.  Sexton ;  Answer,  The  Attorney  General 
for  Ireland  Mar  23,  1652 

Lease  Duty  on  Agreements,  Question,  Mr. 
Gibson  ;  Answer,  Lord  Frederick  Cavendish 
Mar  6, 181 

Section  21  {Leases),  Questions,  Mr.  Healy  ; 
Answers,  Mr.  Gladstone  Mar  23,  1665 

5tf<;.58—  Town  Parks,  Questions, Mr.  O'Connor 
Power,  Mr.  Healy  ;  Answers,  The  Attorney 
General  for  Ireland  Mar  3, 12  ;  Question, 
Mr.  Marum ;  Answer,  Mr.  Gladstone  Mar  6, 
186 

The  PureJiose  Clauses,  Question,  BIr.  W.  H. 
Smith;  Answer,  Mr.  Gladstone  Mar  13, 
752 

The  Land  Court— State  of  Business,  Questions, 
Mr.  T.  A.  Dickson,  Mr.  O'Donnell ;  Answers, 
Mr.  W.  E.  Forster  Mar  20, 1285 

Lamfi  Law  {Ireland)  Act,  1881 — Opera- 
tion of  the  Act 
Order  read,  for  resuming  Adjourned  Debate  on 
Question  [27th  February],  that  the  Question 
then  proposed,  "  That  Parliamentary  inquiry, 
at  the  present  time,  into  the  working  of  the 
Irish  Land  Act  tends  to  defeat  the  operation 
of  that  Act,  and  must  be  injurious  to  the 
interests  of  good  government  in  Ireland  " 
(Mr.  Gladstone),  be  now  put;  Previous 
Question  again  proposed, "  That  the  Original 
Question  be  now  put "  (Mr.  Oibson) ;  Debate 
resumed  [Third  Niffht]  Mar  6,  227 ;  after 
long  debate.  Moved,  "  That  the  Debate  be 
adjourned  until  To-morrow"  (Mr,  Butt) 
After  further  short  debate,  Amendt.  to  leave 
out  "To-morrow,"  and  insert  "Thursday 
next "  {Mr.  WarUm)  v. ;  Qaestion  proposed, 
"That  'To-morrow,'  Ac.;"  after  further 
short  debate,  Amendt.  withdrawn 

Original  Question  put,  and  agreed  to ;  Debate 
further  adjourned 

Personal  Explanation^  Lord  Claud  Hamilton  ; 
Observations,  Mr.  Gladstone  Mar  7,  385 

Debate  resumed  [Fourth  Night]  Mar  9,  470  ; 
Moved, "  That  the  Debate  be  now  adjourned  " 
(Mr.  Lewis) ;  Motion  withdrawn ;  alter  long 
debate.  Previous  Question  put,  "  That  the 
Original  Question  be  now  put;"  A.  303, 
N.  219  ;  M.  84  (D.  L.  41} 

Original  Question  put,  A.  303,  N.  235  ;  M.  08 
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Land  Law  (Lreland)  Act  (1881)  Amend- 
ment (No.  3)  BiU  [Bill  48] 

Mr,  Findlater,  Mr,   Oivan^  Mr,  P,  J,  Smytht 

Mr,  Thomas  Diekaon) 

e.  Moved,  "  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  2* " 
Mar  15,  952  ;  after  debate.  Moved,  «  That 
the  Debate  be  now  adjourned  "  {Mr,  Mitchell 
Henry) ;  after  further  debate,  Question  put ; 
A.  171,  N.  86 ;  M.  85  (D.  L.  48) ;  debate 
adjourned 

Law  and  Justice 

MlSOBLLAITBOUS   QUBSTIONS 

BUjuphemout  PublicattOM,  Questions,  Sir 
Henry  Tjler,  Mr,  Healy ;  Answers,  Sir 
William  Ilaroourt  Mar  23,  1658 

DomieiUd  Scotchmen,  Question,  Mr.  James 
Cowan  ;  Answer,  The  Lord  Advocate  Mar  3, 9 

Judicature  Act — Vaeatione  of  the  Supreme 
Court  of  Judicature t  Question,  Mr.  H.  H. 
Fowler;  Answer,  The  Attorney  General 
Mar  7,  877 

The  Four  AistMes,  Question,  Mr.  Ilicks  ;  An- 
swer, The  Attorney  General  Mar  10,  588 

LaiD  and  Jwtiee  —  Dormant  Funds  in 
Chancery 
Amendt.  on  Committee  of  Supply  Mar  10,  To 
leave  out  from  '*  That,"  and  add  '*  future 
lists  of  the  Dormant  Funds  in  Chancery  be 
strictly  alphabetically  arranged,  with  cross 
references  to  the  sub-titles,  together  with 
the  names  and  last-known  addresses  of  the 
persons  originally  entitled,  the  date  of  the 
last  decree  or  order,  and  the  amount  un- 
claimed "  {Mr,  Stanley  Leighton)  v.,  628  ; 
Question  proposed,  "  That  the  words,  dro. ; " 
after  short  debate.  Question  put,  A.  47, 
N.  28;  M.19(D.  L.  44) 
Question,  Mr.  Stanley  Leighton  ;  Answer,  Lord 
Frederick  Cavendish  Mir  17, 1189 


Law  and  Police 

MlSCSLLANXOUS  QuXSTIONS 

Disorders  at  Basingstoke,  Questions,  Mr. 
Caine,  Sir  Wilfrid  Lawson ;  Answers,  Sir 
William  Harconrt  Mar  16,  1016 

Flint  County  {Police  Force)-— Protection  to  the 
Person  of  the  Prime  Minister,  Questions, 
Mr.  Stanley  Leighton  ;  Answers,  Sir  William 
Harcourt  Afar  6,  184 

Metropolis — Personal  Security  on  the  Thames 
Embankment,  Notice  of  Question,  Mr.  Alder- 
man W.  Lawrence;  Answer,  Sir  William 
Harcourt  Mar  6,  187 

The  Salvation  Army,  Question?,  Mr.  Onslow, 
Mr.  llugh  Mason,  Mr.  Caine  ;  Answers,  Sir 
William  Harcourt  Mar  16,  989 

The  Social  Demoeratio  Club,  Question,  Mr. 
Belliogham  ;  Answer,  Sir  William  Harcourt 
ifor  17, 1137 

Law  of  Diitraint^The  Distress  Amend- 
ment BiU 
Question,  Sir  William  Hart  Dyke  ;   Answer, 
Mr.  J.  W.  Barclay  Mar  3, 2d 


\ 


Lmo  of  Distress 

Select  Committee  appointed,  "  to  consider  the 
whole  subject  of  the  Law  of  Distress,  espe- 
cially as  regards  Agricultural  Landlords  and 
Tenants "  Mar  3 ;  List  of  the  Committee, 
162 


Lawbenoe,  Mr.  Alderman  W.,  London 
Inland  Revenue — Land  Tax  Redemption,  1667 
Law  and  Police  (Metropolis) — Personal   Se- 
curity on  the  Thames  Embankment,  187 
Post  OflSce— Reply  Telegrams,  987 

Lawbexce,  Sir  J.  J.  T.,  Surrey,  Mid. 
Army  (India)^Furlough  and  Pensions,  1290, 

1291,  1292 
Customs — New  Warehousing  Scheme,  177 

Lawson,  Sir  W.,  Carlisle 

Law  and   Police — Disorders   at  Basingstoke, 

1016 
Messages  from  the  Crown — Rule  298,  1670 
Parliament — Order— Parliamentary  Oath,  440 
Supply— Post  OflSoe  Telegraph  Service,  153 

Lba,  Mr.  T.,  Donegal 

Irish   Elailways,  Acquisition  and   Control  of, 

652 
Supply,  Report,  705 

Leamy,  Mr.  E.,  Waterford 

Land  Law  (Ireland)— Operation  of  the  Act, 

Res.  499 
Major  Bond,  Stipendiary  Magistrate  (Ireland), 

Kes.  1041,  1043 
Protection  of  Person  and  Property  (Ireland) 
Act,  1881 — Miscellaneous  Questions 
Arrests  under  the  Act,  177,  381,  1816 
Hegarty,  Mr.  J.  1002 
Maloney,  Mr.  W.  F.,  Case  of,  587 
Rorke,  Mr.  J.,  Arrest  of,  610 
Treatment  of   Prisoners  under  th«  Act, 
799.  1287 
Supply— County  Court  Officers,  Magistrates  in 
Ireland,  ^.,  684,  1234.  1235,  1236 
Post  Office  Telegraph  Service,  154 
Report,  Amendt.  296,  299,  311,  697,  698 

Lbatham,  Mr.  W.  H.,   York,  JF.  R.,  8. 
Div, 
Criminal  I^w  Amendment,  2R.  440 

Leohmebb,  Sir  E.  A.  H.,  Worcester  shire, 
W. 
Parish  Churches,  2R.  1557 

Lefbvbe,  Eight  Hon.  Q.  J.  Shaw  (Chief 

Commissioner  of  Works),  Reading 
Courts  of  Justice,  The  New,  181 
Palace  of  Westminster— House  of  Commoni 

—The  Electric  Light,  741 
Parks  (Metropolis)— Richmond  Park,  589 
Parliament,  Houses  of— Meeting  of  the  Reform 

Club,  1817 
PuhliQ  Offices  Site,  Leave,  1783 
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Leiqhton,  Sir  B.,  Shropshire,  8. 

Bills  of  Sale  Act  (1878)  Ameodment,  2R.  403 
Grimioal  Law— ClothiDg  of  Discharged   Pri* 

soners,  749 
Rivera  GooserTancy  and  Floods   PreTention, 

749 
Ways  and  Means— Taxation  of  Real  Property, 

1294 

Leiqhton,  Mr.  S.,  Shropshire,  N. 

Flint  County  (Police  Force) — Protection  to  the 

Peraon  of  the  Prime  Minister,  184 
Law  and  Justice — Dormant  Funds  in  Chancery, 

Res.  628,  635,  1139 
S  wansea,  Oystermouth,  and  Mumbles  Railway, 

2R.  1426 

Lennox,    Right    Hon.    Lord    H.    O., 

Chichester 
Nary — Armaments — New  Six-inch  Oun,  182 
Navy  Estimates — Men  and  Boys,  Ac.  1099, 

1105 
Parliament— Business  of  the  House,  1027 

Lewis,  Mr.  0.  E.,  Londonderry 

H.R.H.    Prince    Leopold,  Duke    of    Albany, 
Marriage  of^Message  from  Her  Majesty, 
1442 
Ireland — Miscellaneous  Questions 

Irish  Land  Commission — Return  of  Judg- 
ments, 227  ; — The  Secretary,  Explana- 
tion, 190 
Lunatic  Asylums — Derry  Lunatic  Asylum, 

172,  173 
Post  Office— "Irish  World"   Newspaper, 
594 
Ireland,  SUte  of— St.  Patrick's  Day  in  Derry, 
733 
Seizure  of  Newspapers — Notice  of  Action 
against    the    GoTcmment,   1135,   1136, 
1294 
Land  Law  (Ireland)— >Operation  of  the  Act, 
Res.  284;   Motion  for  Adjournment,  474, 
491 
Land   Law  (Ireland)  Act  (1881)  Amendment 

(No.  3),  2R.  978 
Messages  from  the  Crown — Rule  298,  1669, 

1670 
Municipal  Franchise  (Ireland),  2R.  930 
Parliamentary  Elections  (Corrupt  and  Illegal 

Practices),  1279 
Parliamentary    Oath — Mr.    Bradlaugh,    Res. 

222 
Parliamentary  Representation — Vacant  Seats, 

881,  882 
Supply,  Report,  287 

Lindsay,  Oolonel  Sir  K.  J.  Loyd,  Berk- 
shire 

Army — Report  of  Committee  on  Rifle  Practice, 
739 

Army  Estimates — Land  Forces  at  Home  and 
Abroad  (Exclusive  of  India),  848,  862 

Lloyd,  Mr.  M.,  Beaumaris 

Criminal  Law  Amendment,  2R.  433 

London,  Bishop  of 
Parliamentary  Declaration,  2R.  1688 


London  Parochial  Charities  and  Parochial 

Charities  (London) 
Ordered,  That  the  Select  Committee  on  the 
London  Parochial  Charities  and  Parochial 
Charities  (London)  Bills  do  consist  of 
Eighteen  Memben,  Twelve  to  be  nominated 
by  the  House,  and  Six  to  be  nominated  by 
the  Committee  of  Selection  Mar  6 ;  List  of 
the  Committe,  815 

Lopes,  Sir  M.,  Devonshire,  8. 

Education  Department — New  Code,  744 
Navy— Greenwich    Hospital  School  —  Report 
of  the  Committee,  1658 

Lothian,  Marquess  of 

Parliamentary  Declaration,  2R.  1638 

Lower    Thames    Valley    Main    Sewerage 

Board  Bill  (by  Order) 
e.  Read  3»,  after  short  debate  Mar  24, 1798 


LowTHEB,  Right  Hon.  J.,  Lincoln,  JV. 
Land   Law  (Ireland) — Operation  of  the  Act, 

Res.  282,  524,  529,  533 
Land  Law  (Ireland)  Act  (1881)  Amendment 

(No.  3),  2R.  961 
North  Eastern  Railway— Additional  Powers, 

Amendt.  352,  359 

Lttbbook,  Sir  J.,  London  University 
British  Trade  (Foreign  TarifllB),  Res.  1860 
Currency— The  Gold  Coinage,  466 
Parliament— Business  of  the  House  (Putting 
the  Question),  Res.  1890 

Lyhinqton,  Viscount,  Barnstaple 
Parliamentary  Reform,  Res.  1499 

Lyons,  Dr.  R.  D.,  Dublin 
Lawand  Justice— Dormant  Funds  in  Chancery, 
633 

Lytton,  Earl  of 

Public  Works  (India),  Address  for  Papers,  579 

McAbthub,  Mr.  A.,  Leicester 
China— Domestic  Slavery  at  Hong  Kong— The 
Papers,  466 

Maoabtnby,  Mr.  J.  W.  E.,  Tyrone 
Ireland — Irish    Land    Commission— Stamped 
Agreements,  732 
State  of— Reported  Outrages  on  Sunday, 
1440, 1441 
Land  Law  (Ireland)  Act  (1881)   Amendment 

(No.  3).  2R.  968 
Religious  Dissensions  (GibralUr)— Dr.  Canllla, 

763 
Uniyersity    Education   (Ireland),    2R.    1608, 
1620 

McCarthy,  Mr.  Justin,  Longford 

County  Cess  (Ireland\»  Mfttoo.  l^x  "••  ^^^rN» 
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M'Cabtht,  Mr.  Jostin — eorU. 

Major  Bond,  Stipendiary  Magistrate  (Ireland), 

Res.  1039 
Parliament — Gall  of  the  House,  Res.  1770 
Parliamentary  Reform,  Res.  1529 
Protection  of  Person  and  Property  (IreUnd) 
Act,  1881 — Misoellaneous  Questions 
Rorke,  Mr.  J.,  Arrest  of,  600,  600 
Treatment    of   Prisoners   under  the   Act, 

796,  1286.  Ud2 
Warrants  against  Members  of  this  House, 
20 
Supply— Civil  Seryices  and  Rerenue  Depart- 
ments, 1943,  1957 
Misoellaneous  Expenses,  132 
Post  Office  Telegraph  Service,  148;  Motion 

for  reporting  Progress,  153 
Report,  295,  307 
University  Education  (IreUnd),  2R.  1607 

M'CoAN,  Mr.  J.  0.,  Wieklow 

Egypt  (International  Tribunals),  Res.  770 
Ireland — Miscellaneous  Questions 

Evictions — Farms  Bought  up  by  the  Emer- 
gency Committee,  1300 

Irish  Land  Commission,  1814 

Post  Office^Postmaster  of  Uolywood,  1280 
Land   Law  (Ireland) — Operation  of  the  Act, 

Res.  497 
Municipal  Franchise  ( Ireland),  2B.  917 

Maofarlane,  Mr.  D.  H.,  Carlow  Co, 

Criminal  Law — ^Aggravated  Assaults — Punish- 
ment of  Flogging,  746 
Inadequate  Sentences,  28 
Iceland — Miscellaneous  Questions 
Magistracy,  Carlow  County,  1655 
Post    Office  — Telegraph    Office    Superin- 
tendents, 1654 
Protection  of  Person  and  Property  Act, 
1881 — Treatment  of  Prisoners  underfthe 
Act,  801 
State    of— Seisure    of   Irish  Newspapers, 
1656 
Tunis^Treaty  Rights,  1656 
Ways  and  Means — Tea  and  Coffee  Duties,  1295 

MoQa&bl-Hooq,  Sir  J.  M.,  Truro 

Metropolis— New  Metropolitan  Fish  Market, 
993 
Theatres  and  Music  Halls — Precautions  in 
Case  of  Fire,  1271 
Metropolis  Management,  Building,^and  Floods 

Prevention  Acts  (Amendment),  2R.  582 
Metropolitan  Street  Improvements  Act,  1877 

—New  Streets,  26 
Parish  Churches,  2R.  1558 

Mao  Iveb,  Mr.  D.,  Birkenhead 

British  Trade  (Foreign  Tarifla),  Res.  1848, 
1860 

Commercial  Treaty  with  France^Negotia- 
tions,  896,  897 

EngUnd  and  Spain,  Italy  and  Portugal— Com- 
mercial Treaties,  1018 

France — Commercial  Law — The  Surtaxe 
D*EntrepOt,  1U2,  1143 

Ireland— Protection  of  Person  and  Property 
Aci,  1881— Rorke,  Mr.  J.,  ATr««lof,«V^ 


JAkq  Itxr,  Mr.  D. — eont, 

Irish  Railways,  Acquisition  and   Control  of, 

651 
Parliament— Business  of  the  House,  1028 

Public  Business,  468 
Trade  and   Commerce — ^The   French  Treaty, 

1079, 1083,  1084 

MoKbnka,  Sir  J.  N.,   Youghal 

County   Cess  (Ireland),  Motion  for  a    Select 

Committee,  1539 
Judgments  (inferior  Courts),  2R.  950 
Land  Law  (Ireland)  Aot  (1881)  Amendment 

(No.  3).  2R.  983,  984 
Swansea,  Oystermouth,  and  Mumbles  Railway, 

2R.  1427 
University  Education  (Ireland),  2R.,   Motion 

for  Adjournment,  1619 

Maokintosh,  Mr.  0.  Fbabbb-,  Inv&meu, 
See. 
Chili — Murder  of  Dr.  Maclean,  174 
Inland  Revenue — Income  Tax — Schedule  B — 
Agricultural  Depression,  750 

McLaren,  Mr.  C.  B.  B.,  Stafford 

Police  (Metropolis) — Sale  of  Papers   in  the 

Streeu,  1017 
Thames  River,  28 

Maoliybb,  Mr.  P.  S.,  Plymouih 

Army — Colonels  of  Artillery  and  Engineers, 

1815 
Army  —  Auxiliary    Forces  —  Retirement    of 

Volunteer  Officers,  1815 
Navy— Naval  Artillery  Volunteers,  1005^ 

Madagaeear —  Fieit  of  Admiral  Qore  Jonee 
to  the  Q^een 
Question,  Mr.  Gourley;  Answer,  Sir  Charles 
W.  Dilke  Mar  9,  460 

Makins,  Oolonel  W.  T.,  Etiex,  8, 

Navy — Royal    Marine    Artillery    and     Royal 
Marines,  735 
Victualling— The  Royal  Marines,  1056 
Regent's  Canal,  City,  and  Docks  Railway,  SR. 
373 

Manchester,  Sheffield,  and  Lineoltuhire 
Railway  and  Cheehire  Lines  BiU  {by 
Order) 

e.  Read  2®,  after  short  debate  Mar  3,  6 

Manners,  Bight  Hon.  Lord  J.  J.  £., 

Leicestershire,  N. 
Parliament — Business   of  the   House  —  New 
Rules  of  Procedure,  450 

Mabjoriranks,  Mr.  £.,  BsrwickMro 

Arlilow  Harbour,  2R.  1770 
Parliamentary    Oath— Mr.     Bradlaogii,    Ret. 
Amendt.  193,  194,  223 


MAB 


MET 


Karried  Women's  Property  Bill  [h.l.] 

{The  Lord  Chancelhr) 
I.  Read  2%  after  short  debate  Mar  7, 316  (No.  13) 

Makriott,  Mr.  W.  T.,  Brighton 

Parliament— BosiDeis  of  the  House  (Pnttiog 
the  Question),  Res.  1330 

Martin,  Mr.  P.,  Kilkenny  Co. 
Countj   Cess  (Ireland),  Motion  for  a  Select 

Committee,  1544 
Ireland,  State  of— Disturbances  at  BallTragget, 

462 

Martin,  Mr.  B.  Biddulph,  Tewkethury 
British  North  Borneo  Company  (Charter),  Res. 
1204 


Marum,  Mr.  E.  P.  M.,  Kilkenny  Co, 
Land  Law  (Ireland)  Act,  1881— Town  Parks, 
Ac,  186 

Mason,  Mr.  Hugh,  Aehton-under-Lyne 
Boiler  Explosions,  Comm.  add,  el,  162,  564, 

565  ;  Schedule,  572 
Law  and  Police— The  Salvation  Armj,  989 


Maxwell,  Sir  H.  E.,   Wig  ton 

Edooation  Department — New  Code,  744,  745 
Navy— Victoalling— The  Royal  Marines,  1052 

Meldon,  Mr.  C.  H.,  Kildare 
Parliamentary    Oath— Mr.    Bradlaagh,    Res. 
221 


Mellor,  Mr.  J.  W.,  Orantham 

Bills  of  Sale  Act  (1878)  Amendment,  Comm. 

add.  el,  1411,  1414 
Criminal  Law  Amendment,  2R.  411 

Mercantile  Marine 

TetUfor  Sight  and  Colour  Blindness  in  Sea^ 
men  and  RaHway  Officials,  Question,  Mr. 
Gibson  ;  Answer,  Mr.  Chamberlain  Mar  23, 
1668 
The  Pilgrim  Ship  **  Jeddah,"  Question,  Sir 
George  Campbell  ;  Answer,  Mr.  Chamber- 
lain Mar  9,  454 
[See  title  Board  of  Trade} 

Metqe,  Mr.  R.  H.,  Meath 
Ireland— Miscellaneous  Questions 

Post   Oflace— Postmistress  of  Bohermeen, 

1278, 1279,  1657 
Royal  Irish  Constabulary— Sub-Constable 

Forbes,  1810,  1811 
State  of— Evictions,  die.— Viscount    Gor- 
manston's  EsUte— The  Agent,  1660 
Municipal  Franchise  (Ireland),  2R.  937 
Supi^y — Cifil  Senricet  and  Rerenue  Depart- 

menU,  1938,  1954 
Univenity   Education   (Ireland),    2R.    1618, 
1620 
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MisoxLLAHsona  Qrasnoirs 

City  of  London — The  Livery  Companies  and 

Teehnical    Education,    Question,    Mr.    B. 

Samuelson  ;  Answer,  Sir  Sydney  Waterlow 

Mar  7,  383 
EUetions  to  Appointments  in  the  City  0/ London, 

Question,  Mr.  Firth ;  Answer,  Sir  William 

Haroourt  Jfar  24,  1806 
*'  Jumbo,**  Removal  of  the  Elephant,  Questions, 

Mr.  Labouchere,  Mr.  Gill;    Answers,  Mr. 

Evelyn  Ashley  Mar  10,  591 
Metropolitan  Fire   Brigade,    Resolution,  Sir 

Henry  Selwin-Ibbetson  Mar  14,  915  [House 

counted  out] 
Metropolitan  Improvements — Shifting  of  the 

Population,  Question,  Mr.  Firth ;   Answer, 

Sir  William  Haroourt  Jfar  14,  881 
Metropolitan  Street  Improvements  Act,  1877 — 

New  Streets,  Question,  Mr.  Firth  ;  Answer, 

Sir  James  M<Garel-Hogg  Mar  3,  26 
New  Metropolitan  Fish  Market,  Question,  Mr. 

Duff;    Answer,    Sir    James   M'Garel-Hogg 

Mar  16.  993 
Police — Sale  of  Papers  in  the  Streets,  Ques« 

tion,  Mr.   M*Laren  ;    Answer^  Sir  William 

Haroourt  Mar  16,  1017 
Theatres  and  Music  Salts—Precautions   in 

Case  of  Fire,  Question,  Mr.  Dixon-Hartland ; 

Answer,  Sir  James  M*Garel-Hogg  Mar  20, 

1271 
The  Parks — Richmond  Park,  Question,   Mr. 

Hanbury-Tracy  ;  Answer,  Mr.  Shaw  LefcTre 

Mar  10,  588 
Water  Supply,  Question,  Mr.  Firth ;  Answer, 

Mr.  Dodson  Mar  24, 1808 
[See  title  London  Parockial  Charities  and 
Parochial  Charities  {London)] 


Metropolis  Management  and  Building 
Acte  Amendment  Bill 

(Sir  James  M*QareUEogg,  Admiral  Sir  John 

ffag,  Sir  Andrew  Luek) 
e.  Ordered ;  read  !«•  Mar  21  [BiU  107] 

Metropolis    Management,    Building,    and 

Floods  Prevention  Aote  {Amendment) 

Bill  (Jby  Order) 
0.  Read  2«  •Ifor  10,  582 

Metropolis  (Bating  of  Footways)  Bill 

(Mr,  Torrens,  Sir  Andrew  Luek,  Sir  James 
Lawrence,  Mr,  WiUiam  M*Arthur,  Baron 
Henry  De  Worms,  Mr.  Boord) 

e.  Ordered  ;  read  !<"  •  Mar  22  [BiU  110] 

Metropolitan  Commons  Supplemental  Bill 

(Mr.  Eihbert,\Mr.  Dodeon) 

e.  Read  2o*  Mar  10  [Bill  92] 

Report  *ifar  24 


MiDLBTON,  Yisoount 

Fairs  (IreUnd),  1 
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MoLLOT,  Mr.  B.  O.y  K%ng^%  Co. 

Ireland — Misoellaneoos  Questions 

Land  Law  Act— Jodioial  Rents,  740 
Law  and  Justice — Election  of  Petty  Ses- 
sions Clerk  at  Edenderrj,  King's  Co. 
1274 
Protection  of  Person  and  Property  Act, 
1881 — Treatment  of  Prisoners  under  the 
Act,  790 

Moke,  Mr.  0.  J.,  Gloucester  City 

Bills  of  Sale  Act  (1878)  Amendment,  2R.  393, 
402;  Comm.  1113;  el.  6,  1115,  1116,1118; 
cl.  8,  1122,  1124  ;  cl  9,  1400  ;  cL  10,  1404, 
1405,  1411  ;  add.  el.  1413,  1414,  1416 
Judgments  (Inferior  Courts),  2a.  944,  951 
Manchester,  Shefl9eld,  and  Lincolnshire  Rail- 
way and  Cheshire  Lines,  2R.  6 
Parliament — Public  Business — Commiteee  on 
Public   Accounts,  Ac.  1010  ; — Counts-Out, 
895 
Partnerships,  185  ;  2  R.  1958 
Post  Office-— Colonial  Money  Orders,  465 

Moore,  Mr.. A.  J.,  Clonmel 

Land  Law  ( Ireland y— Operation  of  the   Act, 

Res.  502 
Supply — Irish  Land  Commission,  98,  99,  116 

MoELEY,  Earl  of  (Under  Secretary  of 
State  for  War) 
Army — General  Annual  Return  of  the  British 
Amy,  1262,  1268 
Militia  Adjutants,  581 
Army  (India)K—MUitary  Drafts,  Motion  for  a 

Return,  16? 
England  and  France~-The  Channel  Tunnel 
Scheme,  1267 

MoBLEY,  Mr.  A.,  Nottingham 

Post  Office— Telegraph  and  Sorting  Clerks,  988 

MuLHOLLAND,  Mr.  J,,  JDoiVfipatrick 
Land  Law  (Ireland)  Act  (1881)  Amendment 
(No.  3),  2R.  974 

MuNDELLA,  Right  Hon.  A.  J.  (Vice  Pre- 
sident of  the  Oommittee  of  Oouncil 
on  Education),  Sheffield 
Contagious   Diseases    (Animals)    Acts — Foot- 
and- Mouth  Disease,  1142 
Slaughter  of  Foreign  Cattle  at  Crewe — 
Intended  Abattoirs,  1816 
Education  Department — Miscellaneous  Ques- 
tions 
New  Code,  745,  746,  1661 
Science  and  Art  in  East  London,  180 
SUte  School  Education  and  Parish  Relief, 

462 
Training  Colleges,  1438 
Science  and  Art  l£partment — Dr.  Ayeling  and 

Mrs.  Besant,  1441 
Supply — Civil  Services  and  RoTenue  Depart- 
menu,  1922,  1923 

Municipal  Franchise  (Ireland)  Bill 

(Jfr.  McCoan,  Mr,  Richard  Fower^  Mr,  Dawson) 
#•  Read  2^  after  debate  j!ifar  15,  ^V1    V^Wl  V\ 


Navy 

MifOBLLANXOUS   QUXSTIOVS 

Armament  of  E.M,  Ships,  Question,  Captain 

Price;  Answer,  Mr.  Trevelyan  Mar  14,  884 

The  New  Six-Jneh   Oun,    Questions,    Lord 

Henry  Lennox,  Lord  Eustace  Cecil ;  Answers, 

Mr.  Childers  Mar  6,  182 

Qreenwieh  Hospital  Sehool^Report  of  the 
Committee,  Question,  Sir  Massey  Lopes ; 
Answer,  Sir  Thomas  Brassey  Mar  23,  1658 

Cfunpowdsr  Hulks  in  the  Mersey,  Question, 
Mr.  Caine;  Answer,  Mr.  Trevelyan  Mar  23, 
1659 

H.M.S.  '*  DoUrel,"  Question,  Mr.  Gabbett; 
Answer,  Mr.  Trevelyan  Mar  17,  1138 

Launch  of  H.M,S.  "  Edinburah,"  Question, 
Sir  Edward  Reed ;  Answer,  Mr.  Trevelyan 
Mar  23,  1670 ;  Question,  Mr.  Wilbraham 
Egerton ;  Answer,  Mr.  Trevelyan  Mar  24, 
1818 

Naval  ArtitUry  Volunteers,  Question,  Mr. 
Stewart  Macliver  ;  Answer,  Sir  Thomas 
Brassey  Mar  16,  1005 

Royal  Marine  Artillery  and  Royal  Marinas, 
Question,  Colonel  Makins ;  Answer,  Mr. 
Trevelyan  Mar  13,  735 

The  Board  of  Admiralty—Constitution  of  the 
Board,  Question,  Observations,  The  Duke  of 
Somerset ;  Reply,  The  Earl  of  Northbrook 
Mar  0,  442  ;  Question,  Sir  John  Hay  ;  An- 
swer, Mr.  Trevelyan  Mar  10,  626 

The  Channel  Squadron,  Question,  Captain 
Price  ;  Answer,  Mr.  Trevelyan  Mar  14,  888 

Transport  of  Troops  from  Natal,  Question, 
Mr.  Carbutt ;  Answer,  Mr.  Trevelyan 
Mar  20,  1298 
Vietualling—TVie  Royal  Marines,  Obsenra- 
tions,  Sir  Herbert  Maxwell,  Sir  Henry 
Fletcher,  Colonel  Makins,  Sir  John  Hay ; 
Reply,  Mr.  Trevelyan  Mar  16,  1052 


Navy — Fitters  in  ffer  MajeetyU  Dockyards 
Moved, ''  That,  in  the  opinion  of  this  House,  it 
is  detrimental  to  the  public  service,  fatal  to 
the  efficiency  of  our  war  ships,  and  unjust  to 
the  Fitters  in  Her  Majesty's  Dockyards, 
that  superintending  leading  men  should  be 
placed  in  authority  over  workmen  with  whose 
trades  they  have  no  practical  acquaintance, 
or  that  men  should  be  put  to  execute  work 
for  which  they  are  unsuited  either  by  train- 
ing or  experience  "  (Mr,  Broadhurst)  Mar  14, 
8  ;  after  debate.  Motion  withdrawn 

Nbwdbqate,  Mr.  0.  N.,  Wartoiekshire,  N, 

British  Trade  (Foreign   Tariffs),    Res.    1883. 

1915 
Major  Bond,  Stipendiary  Magistrate  (Ireland), 

Res.  1044 
Parliament — House  of  Lords,  389 
Parliament — Business  of  the  House  (Patting 

the  Question),  Res.  1750 
ParliamenUry  Oath — Mr.  Bradlaugh,  Rea.211 
Parliamentary  Reform,  Res.  1479 

Netp  Zealand  —  Destruction  of  Growing 
Crops  of  the  Jfaorics  by  the  Police 
Question,    Mr.     Labouchere ;    Answer^    Mr* 
^^uXjolV)  Mot  "lY  A^S^^ 


\ 
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Nolan,  Colonel  J.  P.,  OaUoay  Co. 
Count  J  Cess  (Ireland),  Motion  for  a  Select 

Committee,  1533,  1542 
H.R.H.    Prince    Leopold,    Dnke  of   Albanj, 
Marriage  of— Message   from   Iler  Majeitj, 
1442 
Land  Law  (Ireland)  Act  (1881)  Amendment 

(No.  3).  2R.  978 
Supplj — Ciyil  Services  and  Revenue  Depart- 
ments,  1934,   1938,   1939,    1940,   1944, 
1945 
Zulu.  Ac.  Wars,  1240 
University  Bducation  (Ireland),  2R.  1595 

NoRTHBBooK,  Earl  of  (First  Lord  of  the 
Admiralty) 
Navy — Board  of  Admiralty— Constitution  of 
the  Board,  444 

NoBTHCOTE,  Eight    Hon.    Sir  S.    H., 
Devon,  iV. 
British  North  Borneo  Company  (Charter),  Res. 

1223,  1224,  1227 
British  Trade  (Foreign  Tariffs),  Res.  1904, 1910 
Commercial  Treaty  with  France — Resumption 

of  Negotiations,  1029 
Her  Majesty,  Attempt  upon  the  Life  of,  29  ; — 

Address  to  Her  Majesty,  226 
H.R.n.    Prince    Leopold,  Duke  'of   Albany, 
Marriage  ot  —  Message    from    the    Queen, 
Comm.  1677 
Land  Law  (Ireland) — Operation  of  the  Act, 

Res.  547,  550 
Parliament — Miscellaneous  Questions 
Business  of  the  House,  1029 
Easter  Recess,  1297 
Public  Business,  560,  754,  759,  1145 
Parliament — Business  of  the  House  (Putting 

the  Question),  Res.  1315 
Parliamentary    Oath— Mr.    Bradlaugb,    Res. 

190,  191,  192,  197,  201 
ParliamenUry  Reform,  Res.  1526,  1583 
Persecution  of  the  Jews  in  Russia,  Res.  51,  52 

NoBTHOOTB,  Mr.  H.  S.,  Exeter 

Bankruptcy,  1017 

North  Eastern  Railway  {Additional  Powers) 

Bill  {hy  Order) 
e.  Moved,  **That  the  Bill  be  now  read  2*"' 
Mar  7,  351 
Amendt.  to  leave  out  "  now,"  and  add  "  upon 
this  day  six  months  "  {Mr.  James  Lowther) ; 
Question  proposed,  **  That  '  now '  Ac. ; " 
after  short  debate,  Anoendt.  withdrawn ; 
main  Question  put,  and  agreed  to;  Bill 
read  2"* 

O'Beibne,  Major  F.,  Leitrim 

Army — Army  Veterinary  Department,  1005 
Ireland — Royal    Irish    Constabulary — Promo- 
tion, 1434 
Land   Law  (Ireland)  Act  (1881)  Amendment 
(No.  3),  2R.  955 

O'Bbien,  Sir  P.,  King's  Co, 

Ireland— Protection  of  Person  and  Property 
Act,  1881^Rorke,  Mr.  J.,  Arrest  of,  610 

Land  Law  (Ireland) — Operation  of  tb«  Aol^ 
Res.  493 


O'OoNNOB,  Mr.  A.,  Queen's  Co. 
Army  Estimates— Land  Forces  at  Home  and 

Abroad  (Exclusive  of  India),  852,  858,  867 
A ustro-Hungary— Arrest  of  Mr.  Evans,  466 
n.R.H.    Prince    Leopold,    Duke  of   Albany, 
Marriage    of— Message    from    the    Queen, 
Comm.  1692 
India — Increase  of  Intemperance,  1007 
Ireland — Miscellaneous  Questions 

Criminal  Law— Case  of  Peter  Dunne,  1650, 

1651 
Land   Law  Act,   1881 — Sub-Commissioner 

Walpole,  1139 
Landlord  and  Tenant — Case  of  John  Hallo- 
ran,  Pallas,  Co.  Kerry,  995 
Relief  of  Distress — Seed  Potatoes,  458 
Ireland — Protection  of  Person  and   Property 
Act,  1881 — Miscellaneous  Questions 
Dundalk  Gaol,  381 
Patrick  Murphy,  1809 
Treatment  of  Persons  Arrested  under  the 

Act,  1650 
Warrant  against  Members  of  this  House, 
13,  14  ;  Motion  for  Adjournment,  15,  17, 
23 
Ireland,  State  of— Miscellaneous  Questions 
Alleged   Conspiracy  to  Murder  (Marybo- 
rough), 378 
Queen's    Co.  —  Presentment    for    Extra 

Police,  996 
Visit  of  the  Chief  Secretary  to  Tullamore, 
1077, 1078 
Navy  Estimates — Army  Department  (Conyey- 

ance  of  Troops),  686,  687 
Parliament — Public  Business,  753 
Supply — Civil  Contingencies  Fund  of  Certain 
Miscellaneous  Advances,  135,  137 
Civil  Services  and  Revenue  Departments, 
Motion   for  reporting    Progress,    1927, 
1940,  1941,  1956 
Grants  for  Civil  Services  (Excesses),  1243, 

1247,  1248,  1250,  1261,  1252 
Irish  Land  Commission,  87 
Post  OflBce  Services,  Ac.  139, 141 
Report,  289,  301,  308,  697,  700,  702 


O'DoNN^LL,  Mr.  F.  n.,  Dungarvan 
Africa  (South)— Basutoland,    590,   748,  815, 

818 
Army  Estimates — Land   Forces  at  Home  and 
Abroad  ( Exclusive    of   India),   858,    867  ; 
Amendt.  868 
British  Trade  (Foreign  Tariflfs),  Res.  1914 
Egypt  (International  Tribunals),  Res.  778 
India — Miscellaneous  Questions 
Army — Military  Chaplains,  1005 
Consumption  of  Rum,  741 
Criminal  Procedure  Amendment  Bill,  450, 

742 
Increase  of  Intemperance,  1006 
Revenue,  dto. — Sale  of  Intoxicating  Drinks, 
456 
Ireland — Miscellaneous  Questions 

Criminal  Uw— Mr.  Michael  Davitt,  1276 
Evictions — Estates  of  the  Irish  Society, 

737 
Land    Act,    1881    (Dormant    Provisions), 

1029 
Land  Coui-t — State  of  Business,  1285 
Relief  of  Distress- S^^d  ^>\v^V^  Ksiv»A^^^ 

— ^<i^^ib  Uiww  VciNft^  ^^  AN&>'^»«» 
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O'DoimLLy  Mr.  F.  H. — ooni. 

Ireland — Proteotion  of  Penon  and  Property 
Act,  1881 — MisoelUneoaB  Qoettions 
Dr.  J.  E.  Kennj,  897 
Rorke,  Mr.  J.,  Arrest  of,  601 
Treatment  of  Prisoners  under  the  Act,  814 
Ireland,  State  of — Miscellaneons  Questions 
Car  Owners,  1003,  1004 
St.  Patrick's  Daj  in  Derry,  784 
Visit  of  the  Chief  Secretarj  to  Tullamore, 
997, 999 
Ireland — County  Cess,   Motion    for  a   Select 

Committee,  1542,  1548 
Land  Law  (Ireland) — Operation  of  the  Act, 

Res.  233,  524 
Messages  from  the  Crown— Rule  298,  1670 
Navy  Estimates,  891 
Parliament— Public  Business,  753,  760 
Parliament— Business  of  the  House  (Putting 

the  Question),  Res.  1765 
Parliament — Call  of  the   House,  Res.   1782, 

1783 
Parliamentary    Onth — Mr.    Bradlangh,    Res. 

216,  223 
Parliamentary  Reform,  Res.  1489,  1529 
Persecution  of  the  Jews  in  Russia,  Res.  55 
Regent's  Canal,  City,  and  Docks  Railway,  2R. 

374 
Religious  Dissensions  (Gibraltar) — Dr.  Canilla, 

667,  763 
Supply — Civil  Services  and  Revenue  Depart- 
ments, 1947.  1954 
Miscellaneous  Expenses,  131,  132 
Queen's  University,  Ireland,  124,  125,  126 
Report,  289,  295,  302,  702 
Transvaal  and  Zululand,  Amendt.  127»  129 
Tunis— Capture  of  Sfnx,  589,  590 
University  Education  (Ireland), 2 R.  1566,1580, 
1581,  1583,  1603 


OwsLow,  Mr,  D.  R.,  Guildford 

Afghanistan — Native    Agent    at    Cabul — Ap« 
pointment  of  Mohammed  Afsul  Khan,  1003, 
1146 
British  North  Borneo  Company  (Charter),  Res. 

1200 
India — Indian  Council — Vacancy,  1649 
Law  and  Police — Salvation  Army,  989 
Parish  Churches,  2R.  1555 
Parliament— Public  Business—**  Counts-Out," 

895 
Parliamentary  Representation — Vacant  Seats. 

882 
Protection  of  Person  and  Property  (Ireland) 
Act,    1881 — Treatment  of  Prisoners  under 
the  Act,  603 
Supply— Grants  for  Civil  Services  (Excesses), 
1245;   Motion  for  Adjournment,   1248, 
1249 
Post  Office  Services,  Ac.  138,  139 
Post  Office  Telegraph  Service,  143,  144 
Transvaal  and  Zululand,  129 

Oranmore  and  Browne,  Lord 

Irish  Land  Commission,  725,  727 
Parliamentary  Declaration,  2R.  1639 

O'Shatohnessy,  Mt.B,.,  Limvrxck 

Municipal  Franchise  (Ireland),  21R..^^ft 


\ 


O'Bbmjl,  Mr.  W.  H.,  Clare 

Army— Militia  Officers,  180 

Commercial  Treaty  with  Spain — Negotiations, 

174 
Ireland — Protection  of  Person  and  Property 

Act,   1881 — Burke,   Hynes,  and   M'Mahon, 

Messrs.,  Arrest  of,  1438,  1489 
Land  Law  (Ireland)  Act  (1881)  Amendment 

(No.  8),  3R.  958 
Swansea,  Oystermouth,  and  Mumbles  Railway, 

2R.  1426 

Otway,  Sir  A.  J.,  RoehetUr 

Protection  of  Person  and  Property  (Ireland) 
Act,  1881 — Treatment  of  Persons  Arresto  I 
under  the  Act,  895,  1011,  1015 

Paoet,  Mr.  B.  H.,  Somersstihiref  Mid 
Parliamentary  Reform,  Res.  1531 
Supply — Civil  Services  and  Revenue  Depart- 
ments,  1926 

Paget,  Mr.  T.  T.,  LsicMterthirs,  8. 

Parliament — Public  Business,  455 

Palmbb,  Mr.  J.  H.,  Lincoln 
Judgments  (Inferior  Courts),  2R.  949 

Papal  8$$ — Diplomatic  Communications — 
Mr,  Errington 
Questions,  Sir  II.  Drummond  Wolff;  Answem, 
Sir  Charles  W.  Dilke  Mar  6,   181  ;  Mar  20, 
1273 

Parish  Churches  Bill 

{Mr.  Albert  Orey,  Mr,  Buxton,  Mr,  Courtauld^ 

Mr,   Cropper,    Mr.   Stanley  Leiyhton,  Mr. 

William  Henry  Oladttone) 

€,  Ordered  ;  read  l^  *  Mar  9  Bill  99] 

Read  2*>,  after  debate  Mar  21,  1548 

parliament 

LORDS— 

Parliamentary  Eleetiont  {Corrupt  and  Illegal 
Practieet) — Reported  MapstraUs— Macelet- 
field—The  Case  of  Captain  Peareon,  Ques- 
tion, Observations,  Lord  Stanley  of  Alderley ; 
Reply,  The  Lord  Chancellor  Mar  14,  871 

The  Eoiter  Recett,  Question,  The  Esrl  of 
Redesdale  ;  Answer,  Karl  Granrille  Mar  20, 
1254 

Private  Bills,  Ordered,  That  no  Private  Bill 
brought  from  the  House  of  Commons  shall 
be  read  a  second  time  after  Thursday  the 
15th  day  of  June  next  [and  other  Orders] 
Mar  24,  1784 

Parliament — Businees  of  the  House 

Moved,  "  That,  in  the  opinion  of  this  House, 
the  sittings  for  public  business  should  com- 
mence at  Four  p.ii.  instead  of  at  Five  p.m.  " 
( The  Earl  of  Camperdown)  Mar  24,  1 784  ; 
after  short  debate.  Motion  amended,  and 
agreed  to 
Resolved,  That,  in  the  opinion  of  this  House, 
the  sittings  for  |mblic  buaineia  should  com- 
TCkVCk^  a.t  a  <\uarter  past  Four  p.m.,  instead 
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Parliament — ClaifM  ofP$€rag$^  4*^. 

S«Ieot  Committee  re-appoioted  (The  Earl  of 
Oalhway)  Mar  6  ;  List  of  the  Committee, 
166 

Moved,  That  there  be  laid  before  this  House, 
Copies  of  the  Scottish  Acts  of  Parliaroent 
of  1567,  entitled  '*  Ratification  of  the  Erledom 
of  Mar/'  '*  Ratification  of  the  Baronie  of 
Bljth  ;*'  also  Copies  of  the  Scottish  Act  of 
1687  entitled  <*  An  Act  in  favor  of  the  Erie 
of  Mar/'  as  well  as  all  other  Scottish  Acts 
rntif/ing  grants  or  rtf.grants  of  Peerages 
with  lands  under  Royal  Charter,  with  a  view 
to  their  being  translated  into  modem  Eng- 
lish for  the  use  of  the  Select  Committee 
appointed  to  inqaire  into  the  state  of  the 
law  respecting  the  claims  and  assumptions 
of  titles  of  Peerages  in  Scotland,  Ac. 

That  the  Act  10th  and  11th  Vict.,  chap.  LIT. 
(52.)  (passed  25th  June  1847),  in  reference  to 
"  dormant  or  extinct "  Peerages  in  Scotland, 
be  re-printed  with  a  view  to  the  correction  of 
a  misprint  in  line  10  of  the  preamble  on  the 
first  page,  which  recites  erroneously  the 
words  of  intitulation  of  the  Act  6th  Anne, 
chap.  28  (^The  Earl  of  OaXlovoay)  Max  IS, 
727  ;  after  short  debate,  Motion  withdrawn 

Parliament — Claims  to   Vote  for  Repre- 
sentative Peers  for  Ireland — Standing 
Order  LXXX. 
Moved,  <*  That  SUnding  Order  No.  LXXX.  be 
amended  bj  inserting  afker  the  words  ('  ad- 
mitted by  the  House  of  Lords')  the  following 
words;  vii.,  (*or  by  virtue  of  any  Peerage 
in  which  the  limitations  in  the  Irish  Patent, 
the   Petitioner  being  a   Peer  of   England, 
Great  Britain,  or  the  United  Kingdom,  shall 
be  the  same  as  the  limitations  in  the  Patent 
in  right  of  which  the  Petitioner  sits  in  the 
Bouse  of  Lords  as  a  Peer  of  England,  Great 
BriUin,  or  the  United  Kingdom  "  {The  Earl 
of  RedetdaU)  Mar  16 ;  Motion  agreed  to 

COMMONS— 

Order^The  Parliamentary  Oath,   Qaestions, 

Sir  Wilfrid  Lawson,  Mr.  Callan  ;  Answers, 

Mr.  Speaker  Mar  8,  440 
Rules  of  Debate — Rights  of  Seconder g,  Obser- 

Tations,    Question,    Viscount    Folkestone  ; 

Reply,  Mr.  Speaker  Mar  14,  808 
Privilege — New  Writ  for  Northampton  {Mr, 

Bradlaugh)^    Questions,    Mr.    Labouchere ; 

Answers,   Mr.  Speaker ;   Explanation,  Mr. 

Thomas  Collins  Mar  24,  1820 
Private  Bills — Sale  oj    Canals   to   Railway 

Companies,  Question,   Mr.   Salt ;    Answer, 

Mr.  Chamberlain  Mar  16,  1025 

Business  of  the  House 

Arrangement  of  Public  Business,  Questions, 
Sir  John  Hay,  Mr.  Gorst,  Sir  R.  Assheton 
Cross  ;  Answers,  Mr.  Gladstone  Mar  1,  884  ; 
Questions,  Baron  De  Ferrierfi,  Mr.  Mac 
Iver  ;  Answers,  Mr.  Gladstone  Mar  9,  467 ; 
Question,  Sir  Stafford  Northcote ;  Answer, 
Mr.  Gladstone ;  Questions,  Mr.  Pell,  Mr. 
Thomas  Collins;  Answers,  Mr.  Dodson 
Mar  9,  560  ;  Questions,  Mr.  Arthur  O'Con- 
nor. Mr.  O'Donnell,  Sir  Walter  B.  Barttelot,  \ 
Mr.  W,  H.  Smith,  Sir  Stafford  Northcote,  \ 


pABLiAMiHT—CoMifoini — Businsss  of  the  Bouse 
— cont. 

Mr.  Gorst,  Mr.  Joseph  Oowen :  Answers, 
Mr.  Gladstone,  Mr.  Childers  Mar  18,  758  ; 
Questions,  Mr.  Goschen,  Mr.  J.  R.  Torke  ; 
Answers,  Mr.  Chaplin,  Mr.  Gladstone ;  Ob- 
serrations,  Mr.  W.  H.  Smith,  Lord  Henry 
Lennox,  Mr.  Gladstone;  Questions,  Sir 
Charles  W.  Dilke,  Mr.  H.  Samuelson,  Sir 
Stafford  Northcote,  Sir  Walter  B.  Barttelot, 
Mr.  Healy ;  Answers,  Mr.  Mao  Iver,  Mr. 
Speaker,  Mr.  Gladstone,  Mr.  Warton  Mar  16, 
1026  ;— Rivers  Conservancy  aud  Floods  Pre-' 
vention  Bill,  Questions,  Mr.  Salt,  Mr.  R.  H. 
Paget ;  Answers,  Mr.  Dodson  Mar  9,  455  ; — 
'*  Counts-OtU,"  Questions,  Mr.  Monk,  Mr. 
Onslow,  Mr.  Healy  ;  Answers,  Mr.  Gladstone 
Mar  1 4, 895  ; — Committee  on  Public  Accounts 
and  Sessional  Committee  on  PrintiM,  Ques- 
tion, Mr.  Monk;  Answer,  Lord  Frederick 
Cavendish  Mar  16,  1010  ;^  77^  Ways  and 
Means  Bill,  Questions,  Mr.  Shield,  Mr.  B, 
Samuelson  ;  Answers,  Mr.  Gladstone  Mar  16, 
1021 ; — The  Votes  in  Supply,  Questions, 
Mr.  Raikes,  Earl  Percy ;  Answers,  Lord 
Frederick  Cavendish  Mar  17,  1146 

Parliamentary  Representation^ The  Vacant 
Seats,  Questions,  Mr.  Lewis,  Mr.  Onslow ; 
Answers,  The  Attorney  General  Mar  14, 
881  ;  Question,  Mr.  Warton  ;  Answer,  Mr. 
Gladstone  Mar  16, 1019 

Corrupt  Practices  at  Eleetiont  Act —  The  Boston 
Bribery  Commission —  The  Scheduled  Magis- 
trates.  Questions,  Mr.  Labouchere,  Mr. 
Thomas  Collins;  Answers,  Mr.  Speaker, 
The  Attorney  General ;  Question,  Mr.  Healy 
[no  answer]  Mar  16,  1000 

Messages  from  the  Crown— Rule  298,  Observa- 
tions, Questions,  Mr.  Lewis,  Mr.  O'Donnell ; 
Answers,  Mr.  Speaker  Mar  23,  1669 

The  Bouse  of  Lords,  Questions,  Mr.  Sohreibcr  ; 
Answers,  Mr.  Speaker  Mar  7,  888 

PeUaee  of  Westminster — The  Souse  of  Commons 
—The  EUctrie  Light,  Question,  Mr.  Donald- 
son-Hudson ;  Answer,  Mr.  Shaw  Lefevre 
Mar  18,  741 

The  Bouses  of  Parliament — Meeting  of  the 
Reform  Club,  Question,  Captain  Aylmer  ; 
Answer,  Mr.  Shaw  Leferre  Mar  2^,  1817 

lite  Easter  Recess,  Question,  Sir  Stafford 
Northcote  ;  Answer,  Mr.  Gladstone  Mar  20, 
1297 

Parliament — Business  of  the  Rouse  {Put- 
ting the  Question) 
Notice,  Lord  John  Manners  Mar  9,  450 ; — 
The  Cl&ture,  Question,  Mr.  Anderson ;  An- 
swer, Mr.  Gladstone  Mar  14, 891  ;  Question, 
Mr.  Solater-Booth ;  Answer,  Mr.  Gladstone 
Mar  16,  1020  ;  Question,  Observations,  Sir 
Stafford   Northcote;    Reply,   Mr.    Speaker 
Mar    17f    1145;     Notice,    Mr.    Gladstone 
ifar  20,  1801 
Order  read,  for  resuming  Adjourned  Debate  on 
Amendt.  proposed  to  Question  [20th  Feb- 
ruary], "  That  when  it  shall  appear  to  Mr. 
Speaker,  or  to  the  Chairman  of  a  Conunittee 
of  the  whole  House,  dat\w%  «^^  ^vScn^^^x.^ 
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Parliament — BuHnea  of  the  Bouae  (Putting  the 
Qu^^tton)— cont. 

he  may  so  inform  the  Hoase,  or  the  Com- 
mittee ;  and,  if  a  Motion  be  made  '  That  the 
Question  be  now  put/  Mr.  Speaker,  or  the 
Chairman,  shall  forthwith  put  such  Question  ; 
and,  if  the  same  be  decided  in  the  affirmative, 
the  Question  under  discussion  shall  be  put 
forthwith  :  Provided  that  the  Question  shall 
not  be  decided  in  the  affirmative,  if  a  Division 
be  taken,  unless  it  shall  appear  to  have  been 
supported  by  more  than  two  hundred  Mem- 
bers, or  unless  it  shall  appear  to  have  been 
opposed  by  less  than  forty  Members  and 
supported  by  more  than  one  hundred  Mem- 
bers "  {Mr.  Gladstone) 

And  which  Amendt.  was,  to  leave  out  from  the 
first  word  "  That,"  and  add  "  no  Rules  of 
Procedure  will  be  satisfactory  to  this  House 
which  confer  the  power  of  closing  a  Debate 
upon  a  majority  of  Members  "  (Mr,  Marriott) 
V. ;  Question  again  proposed,  **  That  the 
words  *  when  it  shall  appear  to  Mr.  Speaker,' 
stand  part  of  the  Question  ; "  Debate  resumed 
Mar  20,  1301  :  after  long  debate.  Moved, 
"  That  the  Debate  be  now  adjourned  "  {Mr, 
Bere$ford  Hope) ;  Question  put,  and  agreed 
to  ;  Debate  further  adjourned 

Debate  resumed  [Third  Night]  Mar  23,  1704  ; 
after  long  debate.  Moved,  **  That  the  Debate 
be  now  adjourned  "  {Sir  Bardinge  Giffard) ; 
afler  further  short  debate.  Question  put,  and 
agreed  to ;  Debate  further  adjourned 

Parliament — Call  of  the  JETouse 

Question,  Mr.  Sexton  ;  Answer,  Mr.  Gladstone 
Mar  23,  1671 

Moved,  "  That  this  House  be  called  over  on 
Thursday,  the  dOth  March  *'  {Mr,  Sexton) 
Mar  23,  1770  ;  afler  short  debate.  Question 
put,  A.  22,  N.  90  ;  M.  68  (D.  L.  59) 

Parliament — Sittings  of  the  Souse 
Resolved,  That  whenever  the  Uouse  shall  meet 
at  Two  of  the  Clock,  the  Sittings  of  the 
House  shall  be  held  subject  to  the  Resolu- 
tions of  the  House  of  the  30th  day  of  April 
1869  "  (Lord  Frederick  Cavendish)  Mar  24 

Parliamentary  Oath — Mr,  Bradlaugh 

Moved,  "  That  this  House,  having  ascertained 

that  Mr.  Bradlaugh  has  been  re-elected  for 

the  Borough  of  Northampton,  doth  re-affirm 

the  Resolution  made  on  the  7th  of  February 

last,  and  doth  hereby  direct  that  Mr.  Brad- 

laugh  be  not  permitted  to  go  through  the 

form  of  taking  the  Oath  prescribed  by  the 

Statutes  29  Vic.  c.  19,  and  31  A  32  Vic.  c. 

72  "  (-Sir  Stafford  Northcote)  Mar  6,  190 

Amendt.  to  leave  out  from  "That,"  and  add 

"it  is  desirable  that  the  provisions  of  the  29 

Vic.  c.  19,  and  31  A  32  Vic.  c.  72,  should  be 

so    modified    as    to    permit    every  elected 

Member  of  this  House  to  Uke  the  Oath  or 

to  make  the  Affirmation  prescribed  under 

those   Statutes  at  his  own  option"   {Mr. 

Marjoribanks)v. ;  Question  proposed,  «•  That 

the   words,   &o.  ; "   after   debate.  Question 

put;    A.  267,  N.  242;  M.  15  (D.    L.  37); 

main  Question  put,  and  agreed  to 

Question,    Mr.    Labouohere ;    Answer,    Mr. 

Speaker  Mar  7, 389 


\ 


Parliamentary  Reform 

Moved,"  1.  That,  in  the  opinion  of  this  House, 
it  would  be  desirable,  so  soon  as  the  state  of 
public  business  shall  permit,  to  establish 
Uniformity  of  Franchise,  throughout  the 
whole  of  the  United  Kingdom,  by  a  Franchise 
similar  in  principle  to  that  establislied  in 
the  English  boroughs"  {Mr.  Arthur  Arnold) 
Mar  21,  1443 

Amendt.  to  leave  out  from  the  first  word 
"  That,"  and  add  *'  no  change  should  bo  made 
in  the  ISlectoral  Franchise  or  the  distribu- 
tion of  political  power  until  full  and  nccarate 
information  has  been  laid  before  this  House 
with  respect  to  the  relative  advantages  of 
various  systems  of  Election,  including  pro- 
portional representation,  the  Cumulative 
Vote,  and  the  Limited  Vote,  and  that  a 
Select  Committee  be  appointed  to  inquire 
what  system  of  Election  is  best  calculated 
to  secure  the  just  representation  of  the 
opinions  of  all  classes  of  Electors  "  {Mr. 
Blennerhassett)v. ;  Question  proposed, "  That 
the  words,  Ao. ;  "  after  long  debate,  Moved, 
"  That  the  Debate  be  now  adjourned  "  {Mr. 
Salt) ;  after  further  debate.  Question  put ; 
A.  137,  N.  192  ;   M.  55  (D.  L.  55) 

Original  Question  again  proposed,  1532 ; 
Moved,  *'  That  this  House  do  now  adjourn  " 
{Mr.  O.  W.  Elliot);  after  short  debate, 
Motion  withdrawn 

Original  Question  again  proposed,  1533 ;  Moved, 
<*  That  the  Debate  be  now  adjourned  "  {Sir 
H,  Drummond  Wolff) ;  Motion  agreed  to ; 
Debate  adjourned 

Parliament — House  of  Lords 

New  Peer 

Mar  9— William  Ulick  Tristam  Earl  of  Uowth 
in  the  Peerage  of  Ireland,  created 
Baron  Howth  of  Howth  in  the 
county  of  Dublin  in  the  peerage  of 
the  United  Kingdom 

Pabliament — House  of  Commons 
New   Writs  Issued 
MarM—For  Carnarvon  District,  v.  William 
Bulkeley  Hughes,  esquire,  deceased 
Mar22-^For    East    Cornwall,  v.    the    Hon. 
Thomas    Charles   Agar-Robartes, 
called  up  to  the  House  of  Peers 

New  Member  Sworn 

Mar  9 — Charles  William  Miles,  esquire, 
Malmesbury 

Parliamentary  Declaration  Bill  [h.l.] 

(Thf  Earl  of  RedegdaU) 
I.  Presented  ;  read  1*,  after  short  debate  Mar  7, 

317  (No.  32) 

Petition    presented.   The   Earl   of    Redesdale 

Mar  14,  869 
Observations,  The  Earl  of  Redesdale  Mar  17. 

1126 
Moved,    «That   the   Bill   be  now  read  2*'* 

Mar  23, 1624 
Previous  Question  moved  ( The  Earl  of  Shajtes^ 

hury) ;  after  debate,  ProTious  Question  put, 

Whether  the  said  Question   shall  be  now 
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ParliafiMntary  Eleetiont  {Corrupt  and 
Illegal  Praetieei)  Bill 
Question,  Mr.  Arthur  Arnold  ;  Answer,  The 
Attorney  General  Mar  S,  80  ;  Qaestion,  Mr. 
Ashmead-Bartlett ;  Answer,  The  Attorney 
General  Mar  17,  1143;  Questions,  Mr. 
Lewis,  Mr.  Thorold  Rogers  ;  Answers,  The 
Attorney  General  Mar  20, 1270 

Parochial  Charities  (London)    Bill   and 
London  Parochial  Charities  Bill 

0.  Ordered,  That  the  Report  of  the  Commissioners 

appointed  by  Her  Majesty  to  inquire  into  the 
Parochial  Charities  of  the  City  of  London, 
which  was  presented  to  this  House  in  the 
year  1880,  be  referred  to  the  Select  Com- 
mittee on  the  Parochial  Charities  (London) 
Bill  and  the  London  Parochial  Charities 
Bill  Mar  13 

Partnerships  Bill,  1880 — Legislation 
Question,  Mr.  Monk  ;    Answer,  Mr.  Whitley 
Mar  6, 185 

FartnersMps  Bill  {Mr.  Monk,  Mr. 

Gregory,  Mr.  Barran,  Mr.  Lewit  Fry) 

€.  Adjourned  Debate  on  Question  [22nd  Feb- 
ruary], "That  the  Bill  be  now  road  2o" 
resumed  Mar  24,  1958  ;  after  short  debate. 
Question  pat,  and  agreed  to ;  Bill  read  2* 

[Bill  27] 

Patents  for  InventionB  (No.  2)  Bill 

(^t>  John  Lubbock,  Mr.   William  H§nry  Smitht 

Mr.  Compton  Lawranee) 
e.  Ordered  ;  read  1"  *  Mar  15  [Bill  104] 

Patrick,  Mr.  R.  W.  Ooohran-,  Ayrshire^ 
N. 
OItII  SerTioe  Estimates,  1018 

Payment  of  Wages  in  Pnldicliouses  Pro- 
hibition Bill  [H.L.] 

(The  Earl  Stanhope) 

1.  Presented  ;  read  1*  *  Mar  16  (No.  41) 

Pease,  Mr.  J.  W.,  Durham,  8. 

Boiler  Explosions,  Comm.  Schedule,  576 
North   Eastern  Railway  (Additional  Powers), 
2R.  854 

Peddix,  Mr.  J.  DiOK-,  JSTilmarnoek,  3fo. 
Acrington   Extension  and  Improvement,  2R. 

344 
Law   and    Justice    (Scotland) — Sasine    GflBoe 

Clerks,  1814 

Peek,  Sir  H.  W.,  Surrey,  Mid. 

Customs — New  Warehousing  Scheme,  177 
Peel,  Mr.  A.  W.,  Warwick  Bo. 

Regent's  Canal,  City,  and  Docks  Railway,  2R.. 
Amendt.  360,  374 

Pell,  Mr.  A.,  Leicestershire,  8. 
PMrliAmeat—PuhUo  fiusiaets,  560 

VOL.  OOLXYn.     [third  skhiks.  \ 


Peboy,  BiRht  Hon.  Earl,  Mrthumher- 
land,  iT. 

Army  Estimates — I^nd  Forces  at  Home  and 
Abroad  (ExcIusWe  of  India),  858,  864,  866 

Army  Organixation — Militia  Officers'  Uniforms, 
380 

Parliament — Business  of  the  House,  1147 
House  of  Lords,  388 

Parliamentary  Oath — Mr.  Bradlaugh,  Res.  220 

South  Wales — Superintendent  of  Roads,  663 

Pilotage  Provisional  Order  (Tees)  Bill 

{Mr.  Evelyn  Ashley,  Mr.  Chamberlain) 

e.  Report  •  Jfar  7  [Bill  1] 

Read  3*>  •  Mar  8 
/.  Kend  I*  •  (Lord  Ramsay)  Mar  9        (No.  33) 

Read  2*  •  Mar  20 

Committee  *  ;  Report  Mar  21 

Read  3»  •  Mar  23 

Places  of  Worship  Sites  Bill 

{Mr,  Summers,  Mr.  Biehard,  Mr.  William 

M'Arthur,  Mr.  Alderman  Cotton) 

e.  Ordered  ;  read  1«  •  Mar  6  [Bill  07] 

Read  2«*  Mar  16 

Playpaib,  Bight  Hon.  Mr.  Lyon 
(Chairman  of  Oommittees  of  Ways 
and  Means  and  Depnty  Speaker), 
Edinburgh  and  8t.  Andrew* s  Uni- 
versities 
Aoorington  Extension  and  Improvement,  2R. 

343,  348 
Army  Estimates — Land  Forces  at  Home  and 

Abroad  (Exclusive  of  India),  861 
Bills  of  Sale  Act  (1878)  Amendment,  Comm. 

add.  el  1415 
H.R.H.   Prince    Leopold,   Duke  of   Albany, 
Marriage    of— Message    from    the    Queen, 
Comm.  1692,  1694,  1695 
Supply — Civil  Services  and  Revenue  Depart- 
ments,  1937,   1938,   1940,   1941,    1944, 
1945,  1952 
Grants  for  Civil  Services  (Excesses),  1243, 

1248,  1249,  1251,  1252 
Irish  Land  Commission,  99,  115 
Post  Office  Services,  Ac,  141,  142 
Post  Office  Telegraph  Service,  145,  149 
University    Education    (Ireland),    2R.    1602, 
1603 

Pltjnket,  Bight  Hon.  D.  B.,  Dublin 

University 
Land  Law  (Ireland)  Act  (1881)  Amendment 

(No.  3),  2 R.  954 
Municipal  Franchise  (Ireland),  2R.  925 

PoRTEB,  Mr.  A.  M.  (Solicitor  General 
for  Ireland),  Londonderry  Co. 
Ireland — Lunatic    Asylums  —  Derry    Lunatic 

Asylum,  173 
Ireland  —  County  Cess,  Motion  for  a  Select 

Committee,  1546 
Ireland — Major  Bond,  Stipendiary  Ma^iatrsiU 
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Porter.  Mr.  A.  M. — cent. 

Land   Law  (Ireland)— Operation  of  the  Act» 

Ret.  491 
Supply — Irish  Land  Committion,  1 12 
University  Edaoation  (Ireland),  3R.  1611 

Poit  CardB  (Reply)  Bill 

{The  Lord  Thurlow) 

L  Committee  *  ;  Report  Mar  7  (No.  38) 

Read  3**ifar  9 
Royal  Assent  Mar  13  [4ff  Vict.  o.  3] 

Post  Office 

MZBCILLAKBOUS   QuiSTTOlTS 

Colonial  Money  Order i^  Question,  Mr.  Monk  ; 
Answer,  Mr.  Fawcett  Mar  9,  465 

CwiUraeUjor  Clothing  (Ireland),  Question,  Mr* 
W.  J.  Corbet ;  Answer,  Mr.  Fawoett  Mar  7> 
883 

InUmaHonal  Pareelt  Pott,  Question,  Mr* 
Whitley  ;  Answer,  Mr.  Fawoett  Mar  9,  465 

Letter  Carriers,  ire,  in  Rural  Dittrictt^  Ques- 
tion, Mr.  Geori^  Russell ;  Answer,  Mr 
Fawoett  Mar  9,  450 

Mail  Service  in  tfts   Levant,   Question,  Mr 
Oourley  ;  Answer,  Mr.  Fawoett  Mar  7,  883 

Postal  Convention  of  Paris  —  Article  6  — 
Seijfure  of  Articles  passing  through  the  Post, 
Question,  Mr.  Healy ;  Answer,  Mr.  W.  E. 
Forster  Mar  14,  883 

Telegraph  Department 

Reply  Telegrams,  Question,  Mr.  Alderman  W. 

Lawrence ;  Answer,  Mr.  Fawcett  Mar  16, 

987 
Secrecy  of  Telegrams,  Question,  Mr.  Sexton ; 

Answer,  Sir  William  Ilaroourt  Mar  9,  460 

Telegraph  and  Sorting  Clerks,  Question,  Mr. 
Arnold  Morley ;  Answer,  Mr.  Fawcett 
Mar  16,  988 

PowEB,  Mr.  J.  O'Connor,  Mayo 
Ireland — Miscellaneous  Questions 

Land     Law    Act,    1881»Sec.    58— Town 

Parks,  13,  13 
Protection  of  Person  and   Property   Act, 

1881 — Prisoners  under  the  Act,  36 
Relief  of  Distress— Seed  Potatoes,  458 


PowEK,  Mr.  E.,  WaUrford 

Arklow  Harbour,  3R.   1768 ;    Nomination  of 

Select  Committee,  1059 
Ireland,  State   of— City  of  Waterford,  1651, 

18f>7 
Municipal  Franchise  (Ireland),  3R.  919 
Parliamentary  Reform,  Res.  1531 
Public  OflBces  Site,  Leare,  1783 
Supply — County  Court  OflBcers,  Magistrates  in 
Ireland,  Ac,  1335,  1337 
Grants  for  Civil  Senrices  (Ezoesses),  1351 


Price,  Captain  G.  E.,  Devonport 
Navy— Armament  of  H.M,  Shl^s,  884 
CbaDnel  Sc^uadron,  8dQ 


Frincs  Leopold,  Duke  of  Albany — Mot' 

riage  of  Hie  Royal  Highneu 
Lords 
Message  from  the  Queen  Mar  31,  1417 
Her  Majesty's  Most  Gracious  Message  con- 
sidered Ifor  33, 1633 
MoTed,  *<  That  an  humble  Address  be  presented 
to  Her  Majesty,  to  thank  Her  Majesty  for 
the  most  gracious  communication  which  it 
has  pleased  Her  Majesty  to  make  to  this 
House  respecting  the  approaching  marriage 
between  IHs  Royal  Highness  Prince  Leopold, 
Duke  of  Albany,  and  Her  Serene  Highness 
Princess  Helen  of  Waldeok  and  Pyrmont, 
and  to  assure  Her  Majesty  that  this  House, 
always  feeling  the  most  lively  interest  in  any 
event  which  will  contribute  to  the  happiness 
of  the  Royal  Family,  will  concur  in  those 
measures  which  may  be  proposed  for  the 
consideration  of  this  House  to  make  such  a 
provision  for  His  Royal  Highness  as  may  be 
suitable  to  the  dignity  of  the  Crown  ;"  Ad- 
dress ordered  nemine  dissentiente  to  be  pre- 
sented to  Her  Majesty 

Commons 

Message  from  Her  Majesty;  Question,  Mr. 
Lewis ;  Answer,  Mr.  Speaker  ;  short  debate 
thereon  Mar  31. 1443 

Message  from  Her  Majesty  considered  in  Com- 
mittee Mar  33,  1671 

(1.)  Moved,  "That  the  annual  sum  of  ten 
thousand  pounds  be  granted  to  Her  Majesty, 
out  of  the  Consolidated  Fund  of  Great  Bri- 
tain and  Ireland,  towards  providing  for  the 
establishment  of  His  Royal  Highness  Prince 
Leopold,  Duke  of  Albany,  and  of  Her  Serene 
Highness  Princess  Helen  of  Waldeck  and 
Pyrmont,  the  said  annuity  to  be  settled  on 
His  Royal  Highness  for  his  life,  in  such 
manner  as  Her  Majesty  may  think  proper, 
and  to  commence  from  the  date  of  the  Mar- 
riage of  His  Royal  Highness  with  Her  Serene 
Highness  Princess  Helen,  and  to  be  in  addi- 
tion to  the  annuity  now  enjoyed  by  His 
Royal  Highness  under  the  Act  of  the  thirty- 
eighth  year  of  Her  present  Majesty"  {Mr. 
Oladstone) ;  after  debate.  Question  put ; 
A.  387,  N.  43  ;  M.  345  (D.  L.  58) 

(3.)  Moved,  ''That  Her  Majesty  be  enabled  to 
secure  to  Her  Serene  Highness  Princess 
Helen  of  Waldeck  and  Pyrmont,  for  the  sup- 
port of  her  dignity,  in  case  she  shall  survive 
His  Royal  Highness  Prince  Leopold,  Duke 
of  Albany,  an  annual  sum  not  exceeding  six 
thousand  pounds  during  her  life "  {Mr. 
Oladstone),  1703 ;  after  short  debate.  Ques- 
tion put,  and  agreed  to 

PubUc  Offices  Site  BiU 

{Mr,  Shaw  LefevrSj  Lord  Frederick  Cavendish) 

c.  Motion  for  Leave  (Mr.  Shaw  Lefevre)  Mar  83. 
1 783  ;  after  short  debate,  Motion  agreed  to  : 
Bill  ordered ;  read  1°*  [Bill  111] 

Public   Ofieee,    The  New-^TTu   Site  and 

Plane 

Question,  Lord    Lamington ;    Answer,    Lord 

Sudeley  ;  Observations,  The  Earl  of  Redes- 

\         dale  ;    Question,  Earl  Stanhope ;    Answer, 

\         Vjw^  ^xjAs^wj  U«r  'l^^  Vl:^4^ 
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PuLESTON,  Mr.  J.  H.,  Devonpori 

RR.H.   Prinoe    Tioopold,  Dake   of  Albany, 

Marriage    of— Message    from    the    Qaeen, 

Comm.  1695 
Inland  Revenue — Income  Tax,  1667 
Navy— Viotoalling— The  Royal  Marines,  1007 
Navy  Estimates — Men  and  Boys,  Ac.,  1107» 

nil 

Queen f  The — Attempt  upon  the  Life  of 

Her  Majeety 
Lords 

Moved,  '^  That  an  humble  Address  be  presented 
to  Her  Majesty  to  express  our  horror  and 
indignation  at  the  reckless  and  wicked  at- 
tempt made  on  Thursday  last  against  Her 
Majesty's  Sacred  person,  and  our  heartfelt 
congratulations  to  Her  Majesty  and  the 
country  on  Iler  Majesty's  happy  preservation 
from  danger ;  and  to  assure  Her  Majesty 
that  we  make  it  our  earnest  prayer  to 
Almighty  God  that,  as  He  has  long  preserved 
to  us  the  blessings  that  we  enjoy  under  Her 
Majesty's  beneficent  government,  He  will 
continue  to  watch  over  a  life  so  highly  prized 
by  Her  Majesty's  loyal  subjects  "  ( The  Earl 
OranvilU)  Mar  6,  168  ;  after  short  debate. 
Motion  agreed  to,  nemine  dissentiente,  and  a 
message  sent  to  the  Commons  to  communi- 
cate to  them  the  said  Address  and  to  desire 
their  concurrence  therewith 

Message  from  the  Commons  that  they  have 
agreed  to  the  Address  and  have  filled  up  the 
blank  with  the  words  ("  and  Commons) : 
Ordered,  That  the  Lord  Steward  do  wait 
upon  Her  Majesty  humbly  to  know  what 
time  Her  Majesty  will  please  to  appoint  to 
be  attended  with  the  said  Address 

Ordered,  That  the  Lord  Steward  and  the  Lord 
Chamberlain  do  present  the  Address  on  the 
part  of  this  House  Afar  9,  441 

Message  sent  to  the  Commons 

Message  from  the  Commons,  449 

The  Queen's  Answer  to  the  Address  reported 
Mar  10,  577 

Commons 

Question,  Sir  Stafford  Northcote ;  Answer,  Sir 
William  Harcourt  Mar  3,  39 

Message  from  the  Lords, — That  they  have 
agreed  to  an  Address  to  be  presented  to  Her 
Majesty,  to  which  they  desire  the  concur- 
rence of  this  House 

The  Message  of  the  Lords  taken  into  Considera- 
tion Mar  6, 223 ;  after  short  debate,  resolved, 
nemine  con  trad  icon  te,  That  this  House  doth 
agree  with  the  Lords  in  the  said  Address  to 
be  presented  to  Iler  Majesty 

Ordered,  That  a  Message  be  sent  to  the  Lords, 
to  acquaint  their  Lordships  that  this  House 
hath  agreed  to  the  Address  to  which  the 
Lords  desired  the  concurrence  of  this  House, 
and  have  filled  up  the  blank  with  the  words 
**  and  Commons ; "  and  that  the  Clerk  do 
carry  the  said  Message 

Message  from  the  Lords  Mar  9,  469 

Ordered,  That  Mr.  Gladstone,  Secretary  Sir 
William  Harcourt,  the  Comptroller  of  the 
Uotuebold,  and  the  Vice  Chamberlain  of  IbA 

\corU* 


\ 


Queen,  The  ^  Attempi  upon  the  Life  of  Ser 
ifa/0«ty— oont. 

Household  do  go  with  the  Lords  mentioned 

in  their  Lordships'  Message 
Message  sent  to  the  Lords 
Her  Majesty's  Answer  to  the  Address  reported 

Mar  10,  625 

Eaixes,  Bight  Hon.  H.  O.,  Preeion 
Lower  Thames  Valley  Main  Sewerage  Board, 

8R.  1798 
Parish  Churches,  2R.  1554 
Parliament — Business    of  the    House,    1H6, 

1147 
Parliament — Business  of  the  House  (Putting 

the  Question),  Res.  1302,  1313,  1315,  1319 

Railways  (Continnoiu  Brakes)  Bill  [h.l.] 

( The  Earl  I)$  La  Warr) 

L  Read  2*,  after  short  debate  Mar  20, 1254 

(No.  21) 

Raikoaye  (7  <!•  8    Vie,  e.  86) — Artitane^ 
Trains 
Question,  Mr.  Buxton  ;  Answer,  Mr.  Chamber- 
lain Mar  24,  1807 

Hedesdale,  Earl  of  (Oliairman  of  Com- 
mittees) 

Parliament^ Business  of  the  House,  Res.  1791 

Parliament — Claims  to  Vote  for  Representative 
Peers  for  Ireland — Standing  Order,  LXXX., 
985 

Parliamentary  Declaration,  IR.  317,  819,  869, 
1126;  2R.  1624,  1647 

Pttblio  Offices,  The  New— Site  and  Plans, 
1796 

Bedmond,  Mr.  J.  E.,  New  Rosa 

Arklow  Harbour,  Nomination  of  Seleot  Com- 
mittee, Amendt.  1958,  1959 
Army— Case  of  Michael  Flynn,  1283 
Ireland — Misoellaneous  Questions 

Board  of  National  Education— Mr.  Boylan 
and  Captain  L'Estrange,  1652 

Criminal  Law— Mr.  Michael  Davitt,  1275, 
1276 

Law  and  Police — Constable  MoUoy,  1652 

National     Exhibition  —  Subscription    for 
Shares,  732 

Post  Office— "Irish  World"   Newspaper, 
595 

Prisons — Armagh  Gaol,  587 

Royal  Irish  Constabulary,  458  ; — Alleged 
Excess  of  Duty  at  Cappamore,  Co.  Lime- 
rick, 25  ;— Resignations  in  the,  736 
Ireland — Protection   of  Person  and  Property 
Act,  1881 — Misoellaneous  Questions 

Arrests  under  the  Act,  176,  741,  880,  881 

Dr.  J.  £.  Kenny,  897 

Ennis,  Mr.  J.  A.,  9 

Letters  between  Persons  Arrested  under 
the  Act,  1283 

Mangan,  Mr.,  735 

Maloney,  Mr.  W.  F.,  587 

Rorke,  Mr.  J.,  Arrest  of,  606,  609 

Slattery,  Michael,  Arrest  of,  1274,  1300 

Treatment  of    Pclao(Vftt%  >^^>V«t  >^^   Vv^x.^ 
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Rkdmokd,  Mr.  J.  E.— 0Ofit. 

Ireland,  State  of— Misoellaneout  QoMtloBi 
Alleged  Assault  on  Mr.  Boylan,  173 
Castlecomer  Ladies'  Land  League,  10 
Wioklow    Countj,    Garriokbjrne    Lodge, 
1809.  1810 
Land  Law  (Ireland)— Operation  of  the  Act, 

Res.  252,  523 
Supplj — Ci?il  Services  and  Reyenae  Depart- 
ments, 1930 
Post  Office  Telegraph  Seryice,  Motion  for 

Adjournment,  146,  154 
Report,  289,  292,  308 

Reed,  Sir  E.  J.,  Cardiff 

Na?y— Uunoh  of  H.M.S.  "  Edinburgh,"  1670 
Navy  Estimates — Men  and   Boys,  Ac.  1108, 

1112 
ParliamenUry  Oath— Mr.  Bradlangh,  Res.  229 

RigmVi  Canal,  City,  and  DoeU  Railway 

Bill  (hy  Order) 
0.  MoTed,  **That    the    Bill    be  now  read    2®" 
Mar  7,  360 

Amendt.  to  leaTC  out  "  now,"  and  add  "  upon 
this  day  six  months"  {Mr.  Arthur  Peel); 
Question  proposed,  *'  That  '  now,'  Ac. ; " 
after  debate.  Question  put ;  A.  244,  N.  50  ; 
M.  194  (D.  L.  40) 

Mar  13 — Error  in  reporting  number  of  Ayes, 
Tuesday,  March  7 

Ordered,  That  the  Clerk  do  correct  the  said 
error  in  the  Journal  of  this  Bouse  by  stating 
the  number  of  Ayes  as  244  instead  of  254 

Main  Question  put,  and  agreed  to ;  Bill  read  2° 

Ordered,  That  the  Bill  be  committed  to  a  Se- 
lect Committee,  to  consist  of  Nine  Members, 
Five  to  be  nominated  by  the  House,  and 
Four  by  the  Committee  of  Selection  (^Mr, 
Chamberlain)  Mar  8,  393 

Reid,  Mr.  R.  T.,  Hereford 
Criminal  Law  Amendment,  2R.  437 

RiOHABD,  Mr.  H.,  Merthyr  Tydcil 

British  North  Borneo  Company  (Charter),  Res. 
1184,  1187,  1189 

RiCHABDsox,  Mr.  J.  N.,  Armagh  Co, 

Irish  liand  Commission — Return  of  Judgments, 

463 
Irish  Railways,  Acquisition  and  Control  of,  651 
Land   Law  (Ireland) — Operation  of  the  Act, 

Res.  247,  250 
Land    Law  (Ireland)  Act  (1881)  Amendment 

(No.  3),  2U.  955,956 
Supply— Irish  Land  Commission,  116 

Ridley,  Sir  M.  W.,  Northumherlandy  N. 
North  Eastern  Railway  (Additional  Powers), 
2R.  359 


RiTOHiE,  Captain  0.  T.,  Tower  HamUU 
Acorington  Extension  and  Improvement,  2R. 

Motion  for  Adjournment,  348 
British  Trade  (Foreign  Tarilb),    Res.   1823, 

1833,  1890 
Cuttoin*— New  \Vave\&out\n(^^Q\!i«m«,^)i        V 


Rineri  Comnvaney  and  Fhodi  Prmfmti^n 
BiU 

QoettioD,  Sir  Baldwyn  Leighton  ;  Answer,  Mr. 
Dodson  Mar  13,  749  ;  Quettion,  Mr.  Bene- 
age ;  Answer,  Mr.  Dodson  Mar  34, 1810 

Roads  FroYiflional  Order  (Edinburgh)  Bill 

{The  Lord  Adeoeate,  Mr,  Solicitor  General  for 

Scotland) 
e.  Read  S*"  •  Jfar  10  [BiU  93] 

RoBEBTSOK,  Mr.  H.,  Shrewehury 

Regent's  Canal,  City,  and  Dooka  Railway,  2R. 

367 
Swansea,  Oystermonth,  and  Mumbles  Railwaj, 
2R.  1423 

RooB&s,  Mr.  J.  E.  Thorold,  Southwarh 
Parliamentary  Elections  (Oorropt  and  lUegal 
Praotioes),  1279 

Round,  Mr.  J.,  Eesex,  E, 
Customs  —  The  New  Warehousing  Soheme, 
1282 

Russell,  Mr.  0.,  Dundalk 

Land  Law  (Ireland) — Operation  of  the  Act, 
Res.  227,  856 

Russell,  Mr.  Q,  W.  £.,  Aylesbury 

Parliament — Business  of  the  House  (Patting 

the  Question),  Res.  1726 
Post  Office — Letter    Carriers,   &o.  in   Rural 

Districts,  450 

Russia — Persecution  of  the  Jews 

Amendt.  on  Committee  of  Supply  Mar  3,  To 
leaTC  out  from  "  That,"  and  add  **  this  House, 
deeply  deploring  the  persecution  and  out- 
rages to  which  the  Jews  have  been  sobjeoted 
in  portions  of  the  Russian  Empire,  trusts 
that  Her  Majesty's  Government  will  find 
means,  either  alone  or  in  conjunction  with 
other  Great  Powers,  of  using  their  good 
offices  with  the  Government  of  His  Majesty 
the  Czar  to  prevent  the  recurrence  of  similar 
acts  of  violence  "  {Baron  Henry  De  Wcrwu) 
v.,  30  ;  Question  proposed,  '*  That  the  words, 
d(c. ;  "  afler  debate,  Amendt.  withdrawn 
Question,  Baron  Henry  De  Worms  ;  Answer, 
Sir  Charles  W.  Dilke  Mar  23,  1661 

Russia  and  Persia 

The  Boundary  TVeaty,  Question,  Baron  Henry 

De  Worms ;  Answer,  Sir  Charles  W.  Dilke 

Mar  14,  894 
The    Frontier  Question — Sarakhs,  Question, 

Mr.  Jerningham  ;  Answer,  Sir  Charles  W. 

Dilke  Mar  23,  1647 


RTLAia)8,  Mr.  P.,  Burnley 

British  North  Borneo  Company  (Charter),  Res. 

1211 
South  Wales^Superintendent  of  Roads,  660 
Supply — Grants  for  Civil  Services  (Excesses), 
1245 
XxiXML,  ii^»  V(m%,  1239 


SAI       SOI 


{ SESSION    1882} 


SOL       SEX 


St.  AuBYNy  Sir  J.,  Cornwall,  W. 
Crimiiud  Law — Siupeoted  Poiioniog,  1141 

Salisbury,  Marquess  of 
Egypt — Foreign  and  Earopean  ReddenU  and 

Employes,  1126 
Endowed  Schools  Aet,  1869,  and  Amending 

Acti,  Motion  for  an  Address,  1133 
England  and  France — The  Channel   Tnnnel 

Scheme,  1268,  1270 
Her  Majesty  the  Queen,  Attempt  upon  the  Life 

of — Address  to  Her  Majesty,  164 
H.R.H.    Prince    Leopold,  Duke  of  Albany, 

Marriage  of— Message  from  the  Queen,  1417* 

1623 
Parliament — Business  of  the  House,  Ree.  1708 
Parliamentary  Declaration,  2R.  1644 
Universities  of   Oxford  and  Cambridge   Act, 

1877— The  Stotntes,   Motion  for  a  Paper, 

167,  171 


Salt,  Mr.  T.,  Stafford 
Law  and  Justice — Dormant  Funds  in  Chancery, 

Res.  632 
Parliament — Private  Bills— Sale  of  Canals  to 
Railway  Companies,  1025 
Public  Business,  455 
Parliamentary  Reform,   Res.  Motion  for  Ad- 
journment, 1525 
Regent's  Canal,  City,  and  Docks  Railway,  9R. 
373 

Samuslson,  Mr.  B.,  Banhury 

City  of  London — The  Livery  Companies  and 

Technical  Education,  383 
Parliament  —  Public    Business  —  Ways   and 

Means  BiU,  1025 

Samtjelson,  Mr.  H.  B.,  Frome 

H.R.H.    Prince    Leopold,   Duke  of   Albany, 

Marriage  of— Message  from  Her  Majesty, 

1443 
Parliament — Business  of  the  House,  1028 


School  Boards  Bill 

{Mr,  Seffinald  Torke,  Colonel  Kingteote) 
e.  Ordered ;  read  !<>  *  Mar  15  [Bill  103] 

SoHBEiBEB,  Mr.  C,  Fools 

Customs — New  Warehousing  Scheme,  623 
Parliament — House  of  I«ords,  388 
Parliamentary  Reform,  Res.  1500 
Protection  of  Person  and  Property  (Ireland) 

Act — Attempted  Murder  of  Mr.  Carter,  1148 
Supply — Post  OflSce  Services,  Ao,  Motion  for 

reporting  Progress,  138, 139, 140,  141,  142 

Science  and  Art  Department 
The  Hall  of  Science,  Old  St.,  St,  Luke*t^Dr, 
Aveling  and  Mrs,  Betant,  Question,  Sir 
Henry  Tyler;  Answer,  Mr.  Mundella  Mar  21, 
1441 
The  Trarnit  of  Venue,  Question,  Sir  John 
Hay;  Answer,  Lord  Frederick  Cavendish 
Mar  20, 1288 


SoLATBB-BooTH,  Eight  HoR.  O.,  HanUj  N 
Aeorington  Extension  and  Improvement,  2R. 

343,  348 
Army  Estimates — Land  Forces  at  Home  and 
Abroad  (Exclusive  of  India),  850,  855,  856, 
861 
Boiler  Explosions,  Comm.  add,  el,  568 
Irish  Railways,    Acquisition  and  Control  of, 

650 
Law  and  Police — Salvation  Army,  001 
Lower  Thames  Valley  Main  Sewerage  Board, 

3R.  1806 
Parliament — Business  of  the  House—- New 

Rules  of  Procedure,  1020,  1021 
South  Wales — Superintendent  of  Roads,  657 
Supply — Civil  Services  and  Revenne  Depart- 
ments, 1944 
Grants  for  Civil  Services  (Excesses),  1244, 
1246 


Scotland 
Law  and  Justice 

Saeine    OgUe    Cterke,   Question,    Mr.   Dick 

Peddie  ;  Answer,  Lord  Frederick  Cavendish 

Ifor  24,  1814 
Sentences  of   Penal  Servitude  <m  Children, 

Question,  Dr.  Cameron ;  Answer,  Sir  William 

Haroourt  Mar  3, 11 

Sbely,  Mr.  0.,  Lincoln 
England  and   France— The   Channel    Tunnel 
Scheme,  187 

Selwin-Ibbetson,  Sir  H.  J.,  JSssex,  W, 
MetropoliUn  Fire  Brigade,  Res.  915 

Servia,  The  Kingdom  of—Reeognition  of 

King  Milan 
Question,  Mr.  Buchanan  ;  Answer,  Sir  Charles 
W.  DUke  Mar  10,  589 


Settled  Land  Bill  [h.l.] 

(The  Earl  Oaims) 

I.  Read2**ifar7 
Committee  *  ;  Report  Mar  14 


(No.  19) 


Sexton,  Mr.  T.,  Sligo 

Ireland — Miscellaneous  Questions 
Blessiogton  Eload  Sessions,  988 
Criminal  Law — Case  of  Peter  Dunne,  1651 
Evictions — Estates  of  the  Irish  Society, 

738 
Land  Commission — Appointment  of  Soli- 
citor, 1281 
Land  Law  Act,  1881~Judicial  Rents,  1652 
Ireland — Protection  of  Person  and  Property 
Act,  1881 — Miscellaneous  Questions 
Devine,  Mr.,  and  Mr.  J.  O'Connell,  1019 
Letters  to  Mr.  Parnell  and  Mr.  Dillon,  585 
Letters  to  Persons  Arrested  ander  the  Aet, 

1288 
Owen  Breheny,  1811 
Patrick  Murphy,  1808 
Persons  Arrested  under  the  Act,  879 
Uorke,  Mr.  J.,  Arrest  of,  596,  605 
il^Mv  wvA.  V.%%Sk«  ^«IR%M  ^*a»^  tR>A^*k'^% 


SEX 


SLA 


Skztoh,  Mr.  T. — eoni. 

Treatment  of  Prisooers  under  the  Act,  791, 
808, 1014,  1015,  1144,  1146,  1428,  1430, 
1431.  1653.  1654 

Warrants  against  Members  of  this  House, 
22 

Ireland,  State  of-^ Miscellaneous  Questions 
Alleged  Conspiracy  to  Murder  (Marybo- 
rough), 870 
Alleg^  Imprisonment  of  a  Boy  for  Pur- 
chasing a   Copy  of  "United  Ireland," 
1813 
Arrest  of  Patrick  Mastersoo,  892 
Charitable    Meetings— The    Constabulary, 

1277. 1278 
St.  Patrick's  Day  in  Derry,  734 
Visit  of  the  Chief  Secretary  to  Tullamore. 
997,  1000.  1001,  1069 

Ireland — County  Cess.   Motion  for  a   Select 
Committee.  1540 

Land  Law  (Ireland)— Operation  of  the  Act. 

Res.  234.  523 
Land  Law  (Ireland)  Act  (1881)  Amendment 

(No.  8).  2  a.  982 
Liffhthouse  System  of  the  United  Kingdom — 
Method  of  Advertising  for   Requirements, 
1440 
Parliament — Business  of  the   House — Call  of 

the  House.  1671  ;  Res.  1770.  1778 
Parliament — ^Business  of  the  House  (Putting 

the  Question),  Res.  1766 
Post  Office — Telegraph  Department — Secrecy 

of  Telegrams,  460 
Supply — Civil  Contingencies  Fund  of  Certain 
Miscellaneous  Advances,  135 ;   Amendt 
136, 137 
Civil  Services  and  Revenue  Departments, 

1944,  1051,  1952 
County  Court  Officers,  Magistrates  in  Ire- 
land, Ac.  1230 
Grants  for  Civil  Services  (Excesses),  1250, 

1251,  1252 
Irish  Land   Commission.   113.   115.   116; 

Amendt.  123 
Post  Office  Telegraph  Service,  145,   146, 

148,  153,  156.  158 
Report,  288,  292,  294,  305,  311,  313  ;  Mo- 
tion for  Adjournment,  699.  700,  705 

Shaftesbtjbt,  Earl  of 

Parliamentary  Declaration.  2R.  Previous  Ques- 
tion moved.  1627 

Shield,  Mr.  H.,  Cambridge 

Lower  Thames  Valley  Main  Sewerage  Board, 

3R.  1802 
Parliament  —  Public    Business  —  Ways    and 

Means  Bill,  1021 
Parliament — Business  of  the  House  (Putting 

the  Question),  Res.  1354 

SiHON,  Mr.  Serjeant  J.,  DewBhury 
Bills  of  Sale  Act  (1878)  Amendment,  2R.  398 
Persecution  of  the  Jews  in  Russia,  Res.  40, 
42,  44,  51 

jSlago,  Mr.  J.,  JfonchMttr 


(INDEX)  SLA  SPE 

267. 

Slate  Mines  (Gunpowder)  Bill 

{Mr,  RoberUm^  Mr,  8amtt$l  HoUtmd,  Mr, 

Rathbone^  Viteount  JBmlyn) 

«.  Read  3*^*  Ifor  3  [Bill  68] 

I,  Read  !*•{£,  Camperdown)  Mar  6  (No.  28) 

Read  2*  •  Jfor  10 

Gommittee  *  ;  Report  Mar  14 

Read  3*  *  Mar  16 
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Smith,  Bight  Hon.  W.  H.,  Westminster 
Accrington  Extension  and  Impro?ement,  2R. 

349 
Land  Law  (Ireland)  Act,  1881— Dormant  Pro- 
visions, 1029 
The  Purchase  Glauses,  752 
Navj  Estimates— Men  and  Boys,  Ac.  1099, 

1104,1106,  1110 
Parliament — Business  of  the  House,  1027 

Public  Business,  754 
Supply — GiTil  Serrices  and  Rerenue  Depart* 
ments,  1934 
Irish  Land  Gommission,  104 
Report,  287,  288 

Smyth,  Mr.  P.  J.,  Tipperary 

Land  Law  (Ireland) — Operation  of  the  Act, 
Res.  521 

Somerset,  Duke  of 

Navj — Board  of  Admiralty — Constitution  of 
the  Board,  442 

Spain 

ImpritonmefU  of  Mr,  J,  C,  Young  at  Fernando 
Po,  Question,  Dr.  Cameron  ;  Answer,  Sir 
Charles  W.  Dilke  Mar  10,  584 

Quarantine,  Questions,  Colonel  Owen  Wil- 
liams;  Answers,  Sir  Charles  W.  Dilke 
Mar  24,  1815 

Speaker,  The  (Bight  Hon.  Sir  H.  B. 
W.  Bbaio)},  Cambridgeshire 
Africa    (South)  —  Natal  —  Self-Oofemment, 

1137 
British  Trade  (Foreign  Tariflb),  Res.  1850 
Commercial  Treaty  with  France — Negotiations, 

896,  897 
Corrupt    Practices    at    Elections    Act — The 
Boston    Briber^    Commission  —  Scheduled 
Magistrates,  1001 
U.R.3.  Prince  Leopold,  Duke  of  Albany,  Mar- 
riage of— Message  from  Her  Majeaty,  1442, 
1443 
Ireland — Miscellaneous  Questions 

Criminal  Uw— Mr.  Michael  Davitt,  1276 
Irish  Railways,  Acquisition  and  Control  of, 

651 
Royal  Irish  Constabulary — Sub-Constable 

Forbes,  1811 
State  of— Visit  of  the  Chief  Secretary  to 
Tullamore,  999,  1000 
Ireland — Protection  of  Person  and  Property 
Act,  1881— Miscellaneous  Questions 
Arrest  of  Mr.  J.  Rorke,  605,  606,  613, 620, 

621 
Treatment  of   Prisoners  under  the   Act, 

785,  786,  804.  809,  1429 
Warrants  against  Members  of  this  House,  14 
\T«\u.ti^  —  Cqmuiy  Cess,  Motion  for  a  Select 


SPE 


STO 


i  SESSION    1  882) 
a67. 


STO        SUP 


Spbaub,  The— 0on<. 

Land  Iaw  (Ireland) — Operation  of  the  Act, 

Res.  246,  250,  491| 
Land  Law  (Ireland)  Act  (1881)  Amendment 

(No.  3),  2R.  966,  981,  984 
Law  and  Justice — Dormant  Fands  in  Chancery, 

Res.  635 
Messages  from  the  Crown — Rule  298,  1670 
Parliament — Miscellaneous  (Questions 
Business  of  the  House,  1028,  1145 
House  of  Lords,  388 
Order—Parliamentary  Oath,  441 
Privilege — New    Writ    for    Northampton 

(Mr.  Bradlaugh).  1821,  1823 
Public  Business,  468,  755 
Rules  of   Debate— Rights  of   Seconders, 
894 
Parliament— Call  of  the  House,  Res.  1782 
Parliamentary    Oath — Mr.    Bradlaogh,    Res. 

191,  192.  194,  219,  222,  223,  390 
Parliamentary  Reform,  Res.  1533 
Persecution  of  the  Jews  in  Russia,  Res.  44,  67 
Religious  Dissensions  (Gibraltar) — Dr.  Canilla, 

825 
Supply,  Report,  287,  299,  301,  306,  307,  308, 

698,  700 
University  Education  (Ireland),  2R.  1620 

Spenoeb,  Earl  (Lord  President  of  the 
Council) 
Endowed  Schools  Act,  1869,  and  Amending 

Acts,  Motion  for  an  Address,  1132 
Lower  Thames  Valley  Main  Sewerage  Board, 

3R.  1805 
UniTcrsities  of  Oxford  and  Cambridge  Act, 
1877— The   SUtutes,  Motion   for  a  Paper, 
171 

Stanhope,  Earl 

Parliament — Business  of  the  House,  Res.  1794 
Public  Offices,  The  New— Site  and  Plans,  1796 

Stanhope,  Hon.  E.,  Lineolnshire^  Mid 
India — Afghanistan— Subsidy  to  the    Ameer, 

1135 
Parliamentary  Oath — Mr.  Bradlaogh,  Res.  206, 

207 
Parliamentary  Reform,  Res.  1506,  1513,  1514, 

1525 

Stanley,  Hon.  E.  L.,  Oldham 

Education  Department — Training  Colleges, 
1438 

Supply — Civil  Services  and  Revenue  Depart- 
ments, 1925 

Stanley  of  Alderley,  Lord 

Married  Women's  Property,  2R.  317 
Parliamentary  Elections  (Corrupt  and  Illegal 
Practices)— Reported  Magistrates — Maccles- 
field— Captain  Pearson,  871 

Stationery  Office  {Controller's  Report) 
Resolutions,  Lord  Frederick  Cavendish  Mcar2i, 
1960 

Storeb,  Mr.  G.,  Nottinghamshire^  S. 
Trade  and  Commerce^Free  Imports,  Res.  390 


\ 


Storey,  Mr.  S.,  Sunderland 

H.R.H.  Prince  Leopold,  Dake  of  Albany, 
Marriage  of— Message  from  the  Queen, 
Comm.  1691,  1692,  1694, 1695 

Sudeley,  Lord 

Public    Offices,  The  New— Site   and    Plans, 

1795,  1797 
Railways  (Continuous  Brakes),  1260 

Sullivan,  Mr.  T.  D.,  Westmeath 

Ireland — Protection  of  Person  and  Property 
Act,  1881 — Miscellaneous  Questions 
Rorke,  Mr.  J.,  Arrest  of,  619,  620 
Treatment  of  Prisoners  under  the  Act,  798 
Warrants  against  Members  of  this  House, 
21 
Ireland,  State  of— Police  Protection  for  ^*  Care- 
Ukers,"  682 
Visit  of  the  Chief  Secretary  to  Tullamore, 
1073 
Major  Bond,  Stipendiary  Magistrate  (Ireland), 

Res.  1051 
Supply — Civil  Services  and  Revenue  Depart- 
ments, 1949 
Miscellaneous  Expenses,  132 
Post  Office  Telegraph  Service,  149 
Report,  291,  306,  307,  311,  695 

SUPPLY 

MiSOXLLANlOUS   QUXSTIOHB 

The  Navy  Estimatee,  Questions,  Mr.  Gorst* 
Mr.  O'Donnell ;  Answers,  Mr.  Gladstone 
Mar  14,  890 

The  Civil  Service  Estimates,  Question,  Mr. 
Cochrane- Patrick  ;  Answer,  The  Chancellor 
of  the  Exchequer  Mar  16,  1018 

The  Army  Estimates,  Question,  Colonel  Alex- 
ander ;  Answer,  Mr.  Gladstone  Ufar  21, 
1441 

SUPPLY 

Considered  in   Committee  Mar  3,  7 1~  Civil 
SxRVicss  AND  Kbvenub  Dkpartmknts  Supfls- 

MBNTART     EsTIMATBS,    1881-2 ClASS     III. 

Law  and  Justicb— Class  IV. — Education, 

SOIBKOB,  AND  ART — ClASS  V. — FORBION  AND 

Colonial  Serviobs— Class   VII.— Miscbl- 

LANBOus  —  Post    Offigb  —  Post     Officb 

Tblbobaphs 
Resolutions  reported  Mar  6 
Resolutions  2  to  8  agreed  to 
Resolution  1  postponed 
Postponed  Resolution  further  considered,  and, 

after  debate,  agreed  to  Mar  12,  687 
Considered  in  Committee  Mar  12,  684 — Civil 

Sbrviob  Supplbmbntart  Estimatbs,  1881-2 

— Class  III. — Law  and  Jusncx — Class  IV. 

—Education,     Soibnob,    and    Art— Navt 

Estimates 
Resolutions  reported  Mar  15 
Considered  in  Committee  Mar  13,  827— Army 

Estimates — Departmental  Statement  of  the 

Secretary  of  State  for  War,  Mr.  Childers 
Resolutions  reported  Mar  14 
Considered  in  Committee  Mar  16, 1085 — Navt 

Estimates — Departmeivt^,V  ^V^Xkosa^N.  ^\  >^<^ 

B.«mAv^\ou%  'Wi^tVA^  Mar  V\ 
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Supply — con<. 

Considered  in  Committee  Mar  17, 1280— Oitil 

SbRVIOS    SuPPLBinRTlBT   E|TDfATBf,    1881-2 

—  Class   III.—  Law  ahd  Jubtiob  —  Civil 

Sbrtiobs  (Exobssbs) 
Resolations  reported,  and,  after  short  debate, 

agreed  to  Mar  20,  1898 
Considered  in  Committee  Mar  24,  1017— Citil 

Sbrvicbs  and  RBvxiruB  Dbpabtmbntb 
Resolution  reported  Mar  26 

Swansea,  OysUrmauih,  and  Mumhlei  Rail- 
way Bill  {hy  Order) 

6.  Moved,  "That  the  Bill  be    now  read   2«'* 
(^Mr.  Doddi)  Mar  21, 1418 
Amendt.  to  leave  out  *'  now,*'  and  add  "upon 
this  day  six  months  "  {Mr.  But$ey  Vivian) ; 
Question    proposed,  '*  That   'now,*   Ao. ; '* 
after  short  debate,  Question  put ;   A.  58, 
N.  161;  M.  106  (D.  L.  54) 
Words  added  ;   main   Question,  at   amended, 
put,  and  agreed  to  ;  2R.  put  off 

Sydney,  Earl  (Lord  Steward) 

Her  Majesty  the  Queen,  Attempt  upon  the 
Life  of— Address  to  Her  Majeaty,441 

Synan,  Mr.  E.  J.,  Limerick  Co. 

Land   Law  (Irelnnd)  Act  (1881)  Amendment 

(No.S),  2R.  956,  060 
University    Education    (Ireland),    2R.   1580, 

1584 

Talbot,  Mr.  J.  Q.,  Oxford  University 
Education  Department — The  New  Education 

Code,  1661 
Parish  Churches,  2R.  1551,  1553 
Persecution  of  the  Jews  in  Russia,  Res.  44 

Taylor,  Mr.  P.  A.,  Leicester 

Education  Department — State  School  Educa- 
tion and  Parish  Relief,  461 

H.R.U.  Prince  Leopold,  Duke  of  Albany 
Marriage  of— Message  from  the  Queen, 
Comm.  1699,  1702 

Thames  and  Severn  Canal  {Railways)  Bill 
I.  Read  2*  Mar  7,  815 

Thames  River  Bill — Legislation 
Question,  Mr.  M'Laren  ;  Answer,  Mr.  Evelyn 
Ashley  Mar  8,  28 

Thomasson,  Mr.  J.  P.,  Bolton 
University  Education  (Ireland),  2R.  1601 

Thompson,  Mr.  T.  C,  Durham 
Municipal  Franchise  (Ireland),  2R.  984 

ToLLEMACHE,  Mr.  H.  J.,  Cheshire f  W. 
Contagious    Diseases  (Animals)  Act,    1878 — 
Slaughter  of   Foreign   Cattle  at   Crewe— 
Intended  Abattoirs,  1816 

ToRBENs,  Mr.  W.  T.  M'O.,  Finshury 
Aegeot'f  Canal,  City,  and  DooVi  RaVWra^.  2a. 
369 


Tottenham,  Mr.  A.  L., 

Ireland  —  Land  Commisiion  —  Mr.  Fottrell's 
Pamphlet,  1292 
State  of— County  Leitrim,  1187 
Land   Law  (Ireland) — Operation  of  the  Act, 

Res.  255 
Supply— Irish  Land  Commission,  112,  113 
Swansea,  Oystermontb, and  Mumbles  Railway, 
2R.  1422 


Tracy,  Hon.  F.  S.  A.  H.,  Montgomery 
Parks  (Metropolis)— Richmond  Park,  588 


Trade  and  Commerce 
Commercial    Treaties — Etigland   aud    Spain, 

Italy  and  Portugal,  Question,  Mr.  Mao  Iver  ; 

Answer,  Sir  Charles  W.  Dilke  Mar  16, 1018 
Commercial  Treaty  %eith  Spain — Negoti<Mliont, 

Question,  Mr.  0*Shea  ;  Answer,  Sir  Charles 

W.  Dilke  JfarO,  174 
Free  Imports,  Resolution,  Mr.  Storer  Mar  7, 

890  [House  counted  out] 

Tea  and  Cofee  DuUet  in  the  United  States, 

Question,  Mr.  R.  N.  Fowler;  Answer,  Sir 

Charles  W.  Dilke  Mar  20,  1284 
The  French   Treaty,  Observations,  Mr.  Mac 

Ivor,  Mr.  Chamberlain  ;  Reply,  Sir  Charles 

W.  Dilke  Mar  16,  1079 
[See  title  Brituh  Trade  {Foreign  Tarift) 

Trbvblyan,  Mr.  G.  0.  (Secretary  to  the 
Admiralty),  Sdwickj  ifc. 

Army — Army  Chaplains  on  Board  Troopships, 

1649 
Nayy — Miscellaneous  Questions 
Armament  of  U.M.  Ships,  884 
Board  of  Admiralty — Constitution  of  the 

Board,  626 
Channel  Squadron,  888 
Gunpowder  Hulks  in  the  Mersey,  1659 
H.M.S.  '*Doterel,"1188 
H.M.S.  "Edinburgh,"    Uunch    of,   1671. 

1818 
Royal  Marine  Artillery  and  Royal  Marines, 

786 
Transport  of  Troops  from  Natal,  1208 
Victualling— The  Royal  Marines,  1058 
NaTy — Fitters   in   Her  Majesty's  Dockyards, 

Res.  906 
Nayy  Estimates — Army  Department—  Conyey- 
ance  of  Troops,  686,  687 
Men  and  Boys,  Ac.  1085,  1108 
ParliamenUry  Reform,  Res.  1515,  1519.  1525 

Truro,  Lord 

Army — General  Annual  Return  of  the  British 

Army,  1260,  1262 
Public  OfBoes,  The  New— Site  and  Plans,  1796 


Tunis 

Treaty  Rights,  Question,  Mr.  MacCarlane ;  An- 
swer, Sir  Charles  W.  Dilke  Mar  28, 1656 
The  Capture  of  S/ax,  Questions,  Mr.  O'Donnell ; 
Answers,  Sir  Charles  W.  Dilke  Mar  10,  589 
The   Enfida  Estate,   Question,  The    Earl  of 
Bectiye;    Answer,   Sir  Charles   W.  Dilk^ 
Most  ^^  V^V 
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Tnrnpike  Boads  (South  Wales)  Bill 

(Mr,  DodsoHf  Mr.  Hibbert) 

c.  Ordered  ;  read  !<>  •  Mar  10  [Bill  101] 

Qaestion,    Visooant    Emljrn ;    Answer,  .   Mr. 

Dodson  Mar  13,  752 
Read  2o  •  Mar  16 

Tylbb,  Sir  H.  W.,  Harwich 

Africa  (South)— Transvaal  Convention,  1289 
Law  and  Jastice — Blasphemous  Publications, 

1658,  1650 
Science  and  Art  Department — Dr.  Aveling  and 

Mrs.  Besant,  1441 

Union  Offle&rs^  Superannuation  {Ireland) 
Bill 

Question,   Mr.  Gallan  ;  Answer,  Mr.  Herbert 
Gladstone  Mar  6,  186 

Universities  of  Oxford  and  Cambridge  Aet^ 
1877— 7%«  Statutes 
Moved,  «  That  the  Statutes  laid  on  the  Table 
of  this  House  by  the  Oxford  and  Cambridge 
Universitj  Commissioners  during  the  present 
Session  be  forthwith  printed  "  ( The  Marquess 
of  Salisbury)  Mar  6, 167  ;  after  short  debate, 
Motion  agreed  to 

XJniyeriity  Education  (Ireland)  Bill 

{Mr.  William  Corbet,  Mr,  (yihnnell,  Mr,  Oray, 

Mr,  Dawson) 

c.  Moved,  "That  the  Bill  be  now  read  2^" 
Mar  22,  1560  ;  after  debate.  Moved,  "  That 
the  Debate  be  now  adjourned/'  (Sir  Joseph 
M^Kennd)  [there  being  no  Seconder,  the 
Motion  was  not  put] 
Question  put,  *<  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  2*  ; " 
A.  85,  N.  214  ;  M.  179  (D.  L.57)  [Bill  9] 

YsBNEY,  Sir  n.,  Buekingham 

England  and  France— The  Channel  Tunnel 
Scheme,  1817,  1818 

Vivian,  Mr.  H.  Hussey,  Glamorganshire 

Parliament— Business  of  the  House  (Putting 

the  Question),  Res.  1733 
Parliamentary  Oath— Mr.  Bradlaugh,  Res.  203 
Swansea,  Oystermouth,  and  Mumbles  Railway, 

2R.  Amendt.  1418,  1424 

Wales  {South) — Superintendent  of  Roads 
Observations,   Viscount   Emiyn ;    Reply,   Mr. 
Dodson  ;  debate  thereon  Mar  10,  656 

Walrond,  Colonel  W.  H.,  Devon,  E, 

Army  (Auxiliary  Forces) — Artillery  Volunteers 

—The  Permanent  Staff,  1649 
Contagious  Diseases  (Animals)  Acts— Foot-and- 

Mouth  Disease,  1141 


Walter,  Mr.  J.,  Berkshire 

Parliament— Business  of  the  House  (Putting 

the  Qoestion;,  Rob,  1711 
ParliMweatarj  Oath— Mr.  Bradlaugh,  Res.  210 
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Warton,  Mr.  C.  N.,  Bridport 

Army  Estimates — Land  Forces  at  Home  and 
Abroad  (Exclusive  of   India),   Motion    for 
reporting  Progress,  860,  867 
Bills  of  Sale  Act  (1878)  Amendment,  2R.  397  ; 
Comm.  1113;   cl,  6,  Amendt.  1114,   1116; 
Motion  for  reporting  Progress,  1117,  lllS  ; 
cl.  8,  1124,   1398;   cl.   10,  1403;  el.    II, 
Amendt.  1407  ;  add.  cl.  Amendt.  1414 
Boiler  Explosions,  Comm.  add.  cl.  161 
British  Trade  (Foreign  Tariffs),  Res.  1910 
Judgments  (Inferior  Courts),  2R.  949 
Land  Law  (Ireland)— Operation  of  the  Act, 

Res.  Amendt.  285,  286 
Land  Law  (Ireland)  Act  (1881)  Amendment 

(No.  3),  2R.  981 
North  Eastern  Railway  (Additional  Powers), 

2R.  357 
Parliament — ^Business  of  the  House,  1029 
Parliamentary    Representation  —  Vacant 

Seats,  1019 
Public  Business,  756 
Parliament— Business  of  the  House  (Putting 

the  Question),  Res.  1333,  1356 
Parliament — Call  of  the  House,  Res.  1783 
Partnerships,  2R.  1958 
Persecution  of  the  Jews  in  Russia,  Res.  68 
Protection  of  Person  and  Property  (Ireland) 
Act,  1881 — Treatment  of  Prisoners  under 
the  Act,  785 
Supply— Grants  for  Civil  Services  (Excesses), 
1253 
Post  OfiBce  Telegraph  Service,  Motion  for 

reporting  Progress,  145 
Report,  304,  306 

Watbblow,  Sir  S.  H.,  Oravesend 
City  of  London — Livery  Companies  and  Tech- 
nical Education,  384 
Regent's  Canal,  City,  and  Docks  Railway,  211. 
371 


JTA  TS  ANB  MEANS 
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Inland  Revenue 

Income  Tax,  Schedule  B — Agricultural  De^ 
presnon,  Question,  Mr.  Fraser-Mackintosh  ; 
Answer,  The  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
Mar  13,  760 

The  Income  Tcus,  Question,  Mr.  Puleston  ; 
Answer,  The  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
Mar  23,  1667 

Income  Tax  (Ireland)  —  Schedule  A,  Ques- 
tions, Sir  Walter  B.  Barttelot,  Mr.  Gill ; 
Answers,  Lord  Frederick  Cavendish  Mar  9, 
459 

Land  Tax  Redemption,  Question,  Mr.  Alder- 
man W.  Lawrence;  Answer, The  Chancellor 
of  the  Exchequer  Mar  23,  1667 

Cueiomg  and  Inland  Revenue — Seisure  of  Malt 
Coffee,  Question,  Mr.  Whitley  ;  Answer,  Lord 
Frederick  Cavendish  Mar  20,  1296 

The  Railway  Passenger  Duty,  Question,  Mr. 
Buxton ;  Answer,  The  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  Mar  13,  751 

Unlxcemed  Dealing  in  Plate,  Question,  Dr. 
Cameron ;     Answer,    TKft    lAxd.    K&?%wi:»Xa 
Mar    \\,  ^1^\    ^,>Mi^'Cvcitv,  ^T.   ^^\a!ww^\ 
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Wati  ahd  MsAira— «on<. 

Taxation   0/  Real    Ptopertyt    (^estion.  Sir 

Baldwyn  Leighton  ;  Answer,  The  Chmnoellor 

of  the  Exchequer  Mar  20, 1204 
The   Tea  and  Cofee  Duties,  Question,  Mr. 

MaofarUne ;  Answer,  The  Chancellor  of  the 

Exchequer  Mar  20,  1290 
The    Financial    Statement,   Question,    Lord 

George  Hamilton  ;  Answer,  The  Chancellor 

of  the  Exchequer  Mar  20, 1297 

WAYS  AND  MEANS 

Considered  in  Committee  Mar  17— Deficiencies, 
1881-2,  £424,844  14«.  lOcf. ;  Seryioes,  1882-8, 
£6,793,498 

Resolutions  reported  Mar  20 

Whitbbead,  Mr.  8.,  Bedfard 

Parliamentary  Oath— Mr.  Bradlaagh,  207 

Whitley,  Mr.  E.,  Liverpool 

Bills  of  Sale  Act  (1878)  Amendment,  Comm. 

el,  6,   1116;  el,  9,   Amendt,  1400;  el,  10, 

Amendt.  ih,  1405  ;  d,  11,  1409 
Customs  and  Inland  Revenue — Seisure  of  Malt 

Coffee,  1296 
General  Police  and  ImproTcment  (Scotland), 

Comm.  d,  1, 1416     • 
Partnerships  Bill,  1860,  185 
Post  Office— International  Parcels  Post,  465 

WiGom,  Mr.  H.,  Staffordshire^  E. 

Major  Bond,  Stipendiary  Magistrate  (Ireland), 

Res.  1041 
Regent's  Canal,  Citj,  and  Docks  Railway,  2R. 

868 

Williams,  Colonel  0.,  Great  Marlow 

Spain^  Quarantine,  1815,  1816 

WiLLiAHSoK,  Mr.  S.,  8t.  Andrews,  Sfe. 
Arklow  Harbour,  2R.  1769 


Willis,  Mr.  W.,  Cohhester 

Land   Law  (Ireland)  Act  (1881)  Amendment 

(No.d),  2R.957,  960 
Major  Bond,  Stipendiary  Magistrate  (Ireland), 

Res.  1048 

WiLMOT,  Sir  J.  E.,  Warwickshire,  S. 
Major  Bond,  Stipendiary  Magistrate  (Ireland), 
Res.  1050 

Wolff,  Sir  H.  D.,  Portsmouth 

British  North  Borneo  Company  (Charter),  Res. 
1230 

Nary  Estimates—Men  and  Boys,  Ac.  1106, 
1111 ;  Motion  for  reporting  Progress,  1112 

Parliamentary  Reform,  Res.  Motion  for  Ad- 
journment, 1538 

Religious  Dissensions  (Gibraltar) — Dr.  Canilla, 
SO,  183,  461,  664,  666,  768;  Motion  for 
Adjournment,  824,  826,  827,  885, 1146, 1648 

Supply— Grants  for  Civil  Ser?ioe8  (Excesses), 
1248,  1247,  1248,  1249 
Zulu,  Ac.  Wars,  1241,  1242 

Vatican — Diplomatic  Intercourse — Mr.  Erring- 
ton,  181,  182,  1273 

WoRTLEY,  Mr.  0.  B.  S.,  Sheffield 
Bills  of  Sale  Act  (1878)  Amendment,  Comm. 

cl  6,  1120 :  el,  8,  1123 ;  el.  10, 1406  ;  el.  II. 

1411;  add.  cl.  1414,  1416 
Boiler  Explosions,  Comm.  add.  el,  160 
Commercial  Treaty  with  France— Negotiations 

—Papers,  995 
Criminal  Law  Amendment,  2R.  436 
Parliament — Business  of  the  House  (Putting 

the  Question),  Res.  1729 

YoBKE,  Mr.  J.  B.,  Gloucestershire,  E, 
Parliament — Business  of  the  House,  1027 

Zoological  Gardens — Removal  of  the  Ele- 

phant  ^^  Jumbo  ^^ 
Questions,  Mr.  Labouchere,  Mr.  Gill ;  Answers, 
Mr.  ETclyn  Ashley  Mar  10,  591 


END  OF  VOLUME  OCLXVn.,  AND  SECOND  VOLUME  OF 

SESSION    1882. 


LOTOOW:   OOWKUTOB  TOOT.,  %^>  likT^K&WSi^  W^^^.^. 


